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gether eo as ta put an end ta suoh unhealthy
agitations? W1l1 it not eeem te a11 of them
toc late ini the day ta try and exact th4t
ail the people of a province shall speak but
one IanguageP

When Ontaric was carved out of tlhe pro-
ince of Quebeo, tihe first Ontario Legisiature
was enimated by a different spirit. In its
faitherly ccncem lcr the welf are and cen-
tentient of its people of French orngin it
enacted leiseGion providing for the sum-
mona cf the King ta be wnitten in French
wlxen served upon fts Frèneh subjeets, for
fiheir appearance befons a court cf justice.

The whole population of Ontario was very
email1, end âmall indeed was the Frenoh
mincnity ini 1791. They are to-dey 250.000.
it is a figure te be reekoned viflh. Oudhi a
group cani resist any unjust treatment. If
depxtved of the sehool hause which they
built wiflh tlieir owu maney. if despailed cf
their school rates they can put up inde-
pendent sehools and bleed themselves anew
in orden ta properly teach their children
their mather tangue. A ceercive policy in
the matter cf language has failed o! its
purpose wherever applied, because it at-
tacks the essence of one's personality, f4
touches the seul end it cails into action the
instinct of sehif-preservation. The Frenchi
minor.ity of Ontario is net isolated. It has
the right te Tely upen the active sympathy

-of the province of Quebec. What la oui
justification for raising our voice, we 01
Quebec, in f avour cf the Ontario minority?
It is ta be found in the contract entered
inta 'bebween OnitaTio and Quebeo in 1867.
We were then partaiens under the Act o!
Union; we had put everything in comiman ta
be administered -by one legisiature, when
we -were united in 1841. The one Panhia-
ment made l1aws for Upper and Lower Can-
ada. When we decided. ta federate the
provinces of Nortlh America and te set up
local legisiatures whicli, inter alia, would
regulate educational iatters, the English
province of Ontario confided ta the cane o!
the French province o! Quebee the English
minority in that province, and likewise
d'id the French na.jority o! Quebec canfide
the French minonity e! Ontario ta the Eng-

-iish inajenity of 'téhat province. It is the
English minonity o!. Quebec which insisted
upon its night, ta separate -sehools being in-
scnibed in -the British Nonth Ameiiica Act.
As they rwere ail of the Protestant faith,
they made tihe dividing lie as between
Protestants and Catholios.

Once aosu-red of -a sy9tern of sepanate
echeols the Protestants o! Quebec took for
gvranted that they would be =-asters in
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their own 'schocis end that they would
contrai absolutely the eduoation of thein
ohiidren. Thaot was what they had ini mind
and that ia what they obtained.

The right te teach Uihecihildren their
mother tangue was se obv.ious that it did
not enter their mmd ta 'stipulate it. The
principal mouth-piece for the province cf
Québec vas G.eorges Etienne Gaitien.
When he .agreed, in tihe noms of French
Quebec, te tbis clause, whieh was te eppiy
equally te -bath mincrities dn the two
provinces, cani it be contended that hae did
net expeet reciprocity of -treatment for bis
cwn people ?

Are not boflh provinces in-terested in
the prepen interpretation and application
of the -terni of ithis centnact te whioh they
were the principal partiesP

If the province of Quebec ever oppressed
the English xninority by an illîberal con-
stéructien of t.he Federal compact, I would
naturally expeot their Ontaio bnethren ta
rasent such un action and to do thieir
urtmost in its behalf.

I want te belirve that this Regulation 17
has not been drafted by it.e Ministen o!
Education imrseif, as instruction in French
is oni? provided for qsohoals wliere French
has -hitherte been -a aubject of atudy. This
restrictive forni prevents the opening cf
another adcool through tha expansion of
the population in a achool district which
happens te be French-speaking, as French
teaching would ba absolutely debarred
therein. I wili simply ask rny English-
speaking celleagues what would be their
feelings if the English and Protestanit
separate seheols cf Quabac were surroundad
by serne such limitations P

In affect. the French Canadians aimply
ask the effloacions teaching of the French
and English dur.ing- the whole pniniary
course in the schools or classes attended
by their children.

Ail thet is .needed to atiVain that object
-whioh is a laudable oe-is for the Gev-
ernment te furnigh conipatenit teachers.
This task -is certainly net beyo'nd the
power of the-Ontario Goverunenit.

Where schools have mare than one
teacher it is easy to meet the neads cf
the English and Firench ch.ildren by divid-
ing them into separate classes.

In thosa sohools where French and Eng-
lieh childran have but one teacher, I amn
told thet an undestanding can aasily be
arrived at se as ta satisf y -the wishes of
.the English-speaking Catholics whe do net
ask for any French teaching.

We cannot close our eyes te thie fact that
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