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We have all the indications of prosperity. The mere ests, our national honour, but they applied to Her uajesty
chance-the misfrtuneit is, ertaiWy-of having an unsatis- the Queen te grant the title of Knight Commander4f
factory crop, for the hon. gentleman says it is no worse, St. Michael and St. George te the Minister who wa at the
together with the fact that, in some instance3, in our early head of the Department that got 4he money. Now, Ir.
experience, the manufheturers have made an over-produc- Speaker, I want te call the attention of my hon friendto
tion in some .ettain branthes,has furnished the occasion of one particular omission, which ho dwelt on with great
a cryj and there has also been ten or fifteen per cent. of unction, which ho dwelt on with speoiâl anetion, Md
frosted whegtin the North-West. It is a very strange thing that is that, in -my desire to etpalise ever«tâig
that whilethat same frost eut down the crops in Minnesota in this Government and the Parliament of Cadm,
and' Daota, and destroyed the whole of the corn crop I expended the money of -the-people of Canada in lghting
through a.Jarge region in the Western States, you do not out in England the claim of the Dominion -ailiamntie
flndthe American prese,.the American statesmen, or Ameri- the escheats-estates forfeited by individuls'leaving ao
con politicians, publishing to the world, and gloating heirs or representatives. That is the statement of thehom.
over on the stunip, the fact that their country has gentleman. He said I was sa anxious te eentralize etery-
suffered in its production, and is not so prosperous thing that I insisted. upon that doctrine being etried
as it has been in pat years. It has been left to the Grit3 out. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman did not design,
and the Grit press te defile our own nest. Much good may I am quite su-re, intentionally to mierepresent me, but there
it do thom. If they can persuade the farmer or the work- is a most unfbrtunate lapse in hie memory. They say Me.
man who, fron over-production in a given mill or mamu- Gladstone has the same failing. H. always believes any-
factory, has been obliged to work- short time, that lhe thing he-states at the time is true. Sometimes it ià prwed
Nationsl Policy is wrong, what caire they-what care they thait it is not true, but at the same time everybody know,
about rnining the character of the country, depreciating its that Mr. Gladstone is a great statesman, and.a sint, and
credit in the marketsof the world, if they can onty dis p lace a good man; and he is, no doubt. He i8 just as oten as not
the National Policy Goverament and take its place? hon. wrong in his statements ofifet, but he believes ho is right
gentlemen opposite, like, the individual depicted by Milton, when he makes a statement of any kind. The hou. gentte-
who sys it is botter to rule in bell than to serve in man says it is the Goverrnment of which Im a menmer
heaven, would rather rule over a ruined country than sit that took up that question of eseheats. Sir, from 1987 éto
quietly on the bonches 0f the Opposition, seeing meh 1873, wheh we went et, the Government tooknot one
againet their will a people properous and a developing single stop with regard te escheats. Theynever epressed
trade. But there. are sone wonderful omissions in this an opinion in regard te that question where the es"ha"te
oelebrated Speech delivered by Lord Lansdowne the other would go, and, ålthough the hon. gentleman has e a lot
day. Among other things h. says the Washington Treaty of extracts, I challenge him er any man te state at any-
ends in two yems It is of the very greatest importance to where from 1867 te now, at any time, ho
Canada that that sûbject should be dealt with by us now. ever heard me express an opinion as to that
Why, -Mr. Speaker, I remember the time when every contested question, whether the eseheats went to
man In the Opposition called me Judas Iscariot the Provincial Government or the Dominion Govern-
and Benedict Arnold; I remember the time when I was ment. I say I challenge the hon. gentleman ér »y-
hounded down ; when .I was called a traitor to the country, body te prove that, on any occasion, in Parliament or out of
a traiter te its best interests, because I was in some Parliament, I ever expressed any opinion on tha tquestion.
degree, as one of the Commissioners, responsible for It is a matter of little importance, as 'the hon. gente-
the Washington Treaty. It was called theI "Wash- man truly says. It did not give the Treasury saything,
ington Surrender,"-why, the surrender of Cornwal- because everybody knows it is the practice, whenêevr there
lis was nothing to it. I was told I was a traitor. has been an escheat, if any relative, legitimate or igegiti-
Benediot Arnold was a seraph to me. For the whole time mate, if any friend, if any creditor of a persOn leaving an
from May, when the Treaty was signed, to the following estate behind, eau be found, the money is givem up readily
winter, when we asked Parliament to confirm it, I was the and willingly; it never -ias been eeneidered a rtionof -the
victimr of continuons attaek. The language used was as revenue of the eoantry. It never has for a portion of
plain and as henest Saxon as ever was used. There was ne the revenue of the country. I do not believe that 45,00,
mincing; there was no circumlocution in the phrases I do not know that oven $ 1;000, bas ever Iouvd its way
apphe& te me. Of all the scoundrels who ever betrayed a mince Confederaâtion into the Publie Treaury froM, ýay
country, I wu the worst. And now I fnd the escheat; therefore the charge that in any way whatever i
Leader of the Opposition, one of those gentlemen, desired in that instanee to centralie the matter hre i-alto-
'who, nodoubt to seme extent, though always in a gentle- gether erroneous; but, Mr. Speaker, iwillago a littlefurther.
rnanly way, joined in these attacks npon me, says it is of Vhile no opinion was given by me as Minister of Justice,
great importance that that Treaty-should-not be allowed te which I was from 1867 te 1873, strange 10 eq, tha the
drop. W. muet take it up, because there are great inter- whole question arose on the decision of Mr. bmzie's
ests eencerned, and ho actually charges me and the Gov- Government; that the ease ame On an opinion given by
ernment of which I am the First Minister, with being Mr. Laflamme, as the Minister *fJesti»eof Mr.>Iskosi's
gu7tyof a Sriminal omission, an omission he thinks ho Administration, dee4ating that the eseheats belonged to the
of= tobring up in the House in hie place as a member Dominion Government.

ee i the intereste of Canada, beease Mr BLAKE. Mr. Fourner.
we av nira»nnSd that we are Xoing to take steps to

contimue thatpprobrious Tre1ty. I remember the time Sir JOHN A. MAODCONALD. Yes. Mr. Fournier; not
when he 0then leader of the Opposition said, «And yen Mr. Lafnamme. It was Mr. Fourmier, now ajudge, made by
haveo'ldLtheterritorial ights of Canada; you have given the ion. gentleman, a Jidge of the Supeme Court atana-

upth.etl rial rights of Canada for money, for money." da; and a very geod jadge, I ýbeIevo, Mr. ÆOarmrlis-a
Baid , <'leathe the idea-of -te money we get or will man who does honour;to.the; Benh;-, butdhe.gave hiassmpiid,
get unfder that Treaty." Tel we gLot 4;500OO0. Non s Minister of Justice that ai the esoheated money wnt
olet if -1he hon. gentleman wilI allow me to gemte into the- Dominion Treasury, and mot intoh Frvinsial
latin, konIgli àe objected4o tmy hen. friend doing it, the Treasury. AndMr. Speakery wheave me daamd hie
money 1id not nll badly. ;They not only took the eelebrated Mereer ese oese, Mr. Moat >he. 'to
"»nrwhieh the7 otltJd as a bribe tee or bet inter- knew what we woald do about itd amagnS-


