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in the very constitution which entittea it to
consideration. Ite use le sainctioned by the
Parliarnent of the Mother Country, the fathers
of Confederation, and the Parliament of Can-
ada, and this in no mean distinction, flot hastiiy
determined.

Now, it la contended that this equality of
statue In Parilament signifie. or la Intended to
signify an eqdlality of Ita status In the curricu-
lum of the sehoola of Canada.

The dlaim of the French language to a place
on the school curriculum la a question of pub-
lic policy- question of what la liest for those
who know no other language and what la beat
for their future citizenship. and It la only from
this standpoint that the question shouid -be
considered by the French-speaking population,
to wliom it la of primary Importance, as well
as by those responsIble for our school system.

The lasaona to be learned from the parlia-
mentary sanction of the French language may.
then, be summed up as follows:

(1) By vermitting the use of the Frenchi
language In Parliament the suspicion or appre-
hension that the majority was Influenced by
prejudice against their Frenchi compatriots was
greatly modifled. la there flot a similar sus-
picion with regard to the use of French in bi-
lingual schools?

(2) The use of the French language in Par-
Dasment quallfied French members to discharge
their duties more efficiently by enabling them to
declare intelligently thelr minds In ail matters
of legislation. Why, then. should not the
teacher of a bi-lingual eclicol b. allowed the
free use of the. language, which bis pupIls un-
derstand? Who ever looksa for an objeet In the
dark with an extlnguished lamp'

<8) The. inablity to use the English lan-
guage In Parliamentary debate was the result
o! environment for which the. member was flot
responsible. Why ehouid hia usefulness be
marred by the accident of birth or race? Why
abould lie be prohlbited as by a decree of fate
from using the only language by which lie
could diseharge hie duties efficiently as a memn-
ber of Parliament? In it flot so with the child
at scliool? It la no fault of hie that lie was bon
of Frenchi parents. It la no fault of bis that
lie speaks French. You cannot reachlitbs mind
by a language lie cannot understand. By giving
equivalent terme In Engllsh you make bis know-
ledge of Frenchi a stepping-stone to a know-
ledge of English.

(4) The free and unrestrained use of the
Frenchi language in Parliament has led to
greater efllciency In the use of the Bnglish lan-
guage. If both languages were taught In a
bi-lingual school would not a similar result
follow? «You only accentuate, a preference or
a prejudice by dtscrlmlnating against it. There
is no lingual chlice between conditions under
wbich they are to lie used. The conditions In
Quebec favour French; In Ontario, Engiish
favour botb. Restraînt only tends to perpetuate
wbat greater liberty would secure.

But i la said that Ontario la an Engllsh-
speaktng province, and therefore French should
flot be taught in our uchools. By similar
reasoning it might be sald that Quebec la a
French-speaking province, English should not
lie taughit In the schools o! Quebec. This la
a painfully narrow view to take o! the object
of edumation. Education is a means to an énd 1
and should lie adapted to the needs of the
whole people.

Hon. Mr. BE)IQUE.

This character of our schools sliould be main-
tained at ail bazards, and If it meanu anytliing
it means that the public achool1 sliould open
its doors a0 wide that every child, lrrespec-
tive of Its origin, shouid share in its privileges
on a common liasis.

In my next article I propose offerlng some
suggestions as to how this end can best b. at-
talned.

Sir Geo. W. oa.

Tihis was a letter written by a man of
large experience in educational matters and
who, as you know, was minister of Educa-
tion in Onatrio for severai years.

For French Canadians the usne of their
language concerns not only the perpetuation
of the race, At is "a badge of their own
indiv'iduality. and necessary for the pre-
servation of their religion."

Believe me,honourable gentlemen, not oniy
for the sake of fair play and harmony, but
in the true interest ô! the future of this
Dominion, let each of the two races have
its f ree expansion on this continent. Each
language has been immortalized by a long
series of great and briUliant writers. The
civilization of the one, as that o! the other,
which are "the flowers o! the ages- and
amongst the main jewels o! the world, je
as necessary on this continent as on the
European continent. The obliteration o!
either of them would be nothing short o!
a human catastrophe.

I have only one word more to add, it je
the hope that this honourable House wili be
unanimous in regretting, as is s0 well ex-
pressed in the, motion, the divisioni' which
seem to exist among the people o! the
province of Ontario in connection with the
bi-lingual school question, and in expressing
its belief that it is in the interest o! the
Dominion at large that ail such questions
should be considered on fair and patriotic
lines, and settled in such a way as to pre-
serve peace and harmony between the di!-
ferent national and religious sections of
this country, in accordance with the views
of the Fathers of Confederation and with
the spirit of our Constitution.

The application of a wide, liberal and
generous spirit to the settiement of this
question will be in keeping with the wise
and generous policy o! the British Govern-
ment in dealing 'with such questions
throughout the Empire, and with the present
and I sincerely hope the enduring and
everlasting entente cordiale between the
two great nations, England and France,
whose gigantic common and concerted efforts
of blood and resources o! ail kinds are at
present engaged at saving the civilization
of the world.


