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Jnit«d SUtof. Bui tlMra • MwOly m
doubt tlMt wtm til* JelBt ElS^mm^
•ton (MMd to Mt tb« right ImmT Mtkauui

^tb« twjrml •iMt^ol 1900, i^ tb« •£»•
tten of 1004. and in tli. .iMtioa if iwf
kr •{th.r of tiM Mrtioo. As • monibor ^tU OororniMnt in tlio flrtt two of tliooo
•i«itioni I boald U ei«ditod at loMt^
fcoving gtMrd idoa of tho poller of tbo
pojoramwit of which I wm » mmW. and
I do m»t think thoio would b« any indi-

fl^j/ iL^^V^, *•.•? •««'?'<»^ than I if

that it waa a part of tha polioy of th* Gov
•rnmont to aodt rwipraeity.

If anythinK was ohwirar than another in
oonnMstion with tho polier of tha two politi-
cal partioa in thote thra* incMHivo mnaral
•IwtioBS, it waa that neither of thorn mad*
any olaim to advoeato th* polioy of reeipraeal
trade relationi with the United Stotet.

.J S**^ "**'' r*** ••• '>^n "'d that
the CMvemment haa no mandate to make
tbea* propoaala. I do not mention that point
Mwanae of a desire to flU up the cop or to
aggmrate the argument against ray hon.
rnends, and I furthermore say that i think
oppositions very often aay what oan hardly
be anpported on grounds of reason or law in
opposition to what is done by Ooreremeato
on the ground that they hare no mandate.
But I do not think th* principlea whioh often
apply, apply in this ease. We hare not, it

• "x.* •"*•" <•* government by delega-
toon. Our Ooyemments are not el<>cted to
d) specific things: that is not the naturo of
our constitution. We are elected under a
very wide system of parliaraentery raeoon-
sibihtv. and great discretion is rested in
tlie House of Commons and in the Oorem-
ment. which is the exeoutire committee of
the House of Commons, in oonneetion with
the transaction of new business, business
which was not di«rassed when they wer*
before the electors.

DItORETION It VESTED.
They may do a great many things that

wera not discussed when they were before
tte electors, but they may not constitution-
ally or properly do ererytiiing, and I ven-
iuro to aay that when the fiscal policy of a
country baa been thoroughly oanrasaed and
settled, discussed, debated and approred in
the year 1900, diaeuseed, debat^ and ap-
prored in tiie year 1004, discussed, debated
and approved in the year 1008, thero is no
oonstitutional warrant for the membem of

2ri.%2l?"* ""•'^ .*k«t poHey radi-

ly vttboat tk* kaowlodc* of th* pooe**.
fter. Is • diaeretion ;«rt^ in th* dofl^::
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*?**>>• dlwrstion that is •aaroiaable

b) those who owapy important pMitioos
under cur form of gorernBont ia not an ar-

iul^r'^^ dlswstlon. it i* a aonatitoi-
ticnal diaoratioB whieh mast b* *B*reia*d

i-iu*""*^.."'*'' prineioW* of th* oensti-
tntion, and th* ooBititoMoaal right* «f tho
peopi* w* repraaani.

RIVimiNO WNOLI POLieV.
I want to say, noi for tho parpoa* of

"••^•j" •»«*•' point •©Oaat Biy boa.
friends, but I want to aay thai I do aot ba-
ilor*, nwaking from mr own aiporirao* and
from th* mperieBO* of manv men whom I
have m*t in rarioAs walk* of life and large-
hr m«nbera of th* Liberal party, I do not
belicT* that in th* reeent history of Can-
ada anything haa hammied which has gir*n
to th* thinking p*opI* of Canada so painful
and so snddan a shook as the sadden realisa-
tion that fpar or fir* gratlemen who, by
reason of their abUity, their yeara of aar-
vice and their high position in their party,
are in control of th* affaire of the dominant
political party, can suddenly, of their own
motion, without discussion, without debate,
without the knowledge of th* oonntry, com-
mit th* country to a radical change of fiscal
pplioy. That is not, I am bound to say,
the doctrine of eonstitntional goTerament as
I waa taught it in the Liberal party, and
I do not think that thero oould possibly be
a moro dangeroaa innoTation.

Sir. what we «ro aaked to do in these
rosfllntions is to raverse the fiscal policy of
tho Dominion of Canada. It is interestingo rote, although thero has been rery little
discussion of that point, what is the policy
wliirh we aro asked to rovers* and why we
aro asked to roverse it. The policy waa
adopted in 1897 after the election, which
resulted in the right hon. the present leadu^
of the Government (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
taking office. That toriff was deaoribed by
Its own friends, of whom I was and am one,
a« having first for ite most ootstending f*a-
ture the British proforence; aeoond, a read-
justment of duties which largely rednoed
the dutiea upon aiiicles commonly used by
the farming community, and, third, a sub-
staniial reduction in the duties on the raw
materials of manufaeturors. Now, it may
frankly be said that the aystem of protec-
tion waa continued by that teriff; of that
tiiere can be no possible doubt, and it must
further be said quite frankly and we can
«"»v it without diatnrbing oureelves oartien-
l:Tly at this distance of time—thet the toriff
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