
tion was eft'ected, thanks to the broad polioy
of Lord Salisbtiry li\ Enjilaud and tlic wise.
IntellifLcent policy of Mr. Deloasse In I'l-anco.

Tlifiofort- ti> siiy that iUo sojourn of the
hon. .Minister of E'nblic Works In France was
the moans of causint; discord and antago-
nism Ixtwecii I'reii h ai"' lOnjjllsli in ('ana-
da Is utterly false anil not borne out by any
words that may liave fallen from tlie lips

of tliat ifenlleman whom tlie lion, leader of
the opijositldii lias thonjrlit proper to attack
In this debate. I never try to Judge the In

tentions of any man ; anil as a youiiii mem-
ber of pai'liament I would not attempt to

belittle tlie Intentions and i)urposes of the
hon. irt'nlleman. Hut. as a matter of fact,

tlie words that lie uttereil the otlier day, a
r6sumC' of which was sent to the Winnipej;
Frir l'r<.s.i, and tliosc lie has uttered to

day are Just of a dmraeter to prejudice
peojle who do not know tliorouKhly the
feelings of the French Canadliins of the
province of Quebec aiul to misrepre-
sent tlie real intentions of those wh<),

on the present occasion, have not thouglil

proper to go ns far as the nuijority "'

the peo|)Ie of tills country, or speaking
for myself, as far as the f?overnnient
of tiip coiuitry has tlioiu^lit proper to

Ro He has no rliclit to attempt, as he has
done, to prove that otir foelin,u;s correspond
with tliose of the Frencii |ieo]iie of France;
and I take this occiisiou to mak(> a state-

ment ^vllil•ll Is nothlnt; new but which,
striimrc to sa.\-, has to ii<' re|)eated often
though it omilit to be well known to this

country, it would lie one of tlie );rrealest

mistakes made by pnlilic man in (Canada
and a misi;iki' that miirlit b'» the cause of

preat misfortniie, to tliink that tlie feeliiisrs

which exist between Fri>nch ('anadlans and
EtiKllsli Catiadians in Canada are the sanx;
ns tliosc wiiii'h exist liciwccii tiie jieoide of

France and the people fif Fiitfhind. I ilo not

say liiis because 1 am asliaiiieii of my oriciu

or of the country from whicli my anccs-
toi's came, who were tlrst loy.al siibj(>cts of

the klnn of I'liince and ;irterwards biH-ame
as loyal sulijects of the Uiiitr of Knvrland. 1

plory in my l'"rench orlirin. 1 have no reason
to lie asliamed of tiie peofile who live in

old France ; but it is utterly false for anv
one to comiiare the dilVerences that may
oxiBt betwi-eii the lOimllsli ami IVencli

In Europe to tiiose tliat may exist between
Eutjilsli aii«l I''rench ('aiiadlans. 1 do not

wish to tit) at lenvrth Into litis matter but
may take another occasion to do so.

As regards the hon. gentleman (Sir Char-
les Tupper). who went over the whole story

of his life in order to prove that he Is not

H fanatic or a bigot, let me here say that

I do not believe he Is either. I 1 elleve that

the hon. gentleman, whatever may have
been his political faults in the past, on
•which I am not called to pass judgment to-

day, Is a broad-minded man In those mat-
ters. But unfortunately cireumutances have

placed him at the hea^' of a party which
has based its success too often upon reli-

gious and natiomil cries.

Some hon. .MEM15KU.S. No. no.

Some lion. MEMHKIts. Hear, hear.

.Mr. H()FU.VSS.\. 1 am not going either
to say

Some hon. MH.MHEKS. Take it back.

Mr. ItoFU.ASS.V. No, I shall not. 1 will
prove it.

Some hon. MK.MHKUS. Hear. hear.

Some hon. .MFMllFUS. Take it back.

Mr. BOUU.VSS.V. I am not going to say
now

An hon. .M1;MHKK. Be a gentleman.

Mr. B(.»FK.\SSA. I am not going to say
tliat the (Jonservative party has had In the
past, or has In tlie present, a monopoly of
those apiieals to I'ellgions and ntitlonal pre-
judices. I am free to admit that In some
Instances, unfortunately, some groups of
IJberjils alsr) hjive .appealed to national and
religious prejudices. I know that in the
(.'oiiservative party there have been in the
past, 'as there .-ire In the present, among
'loth English and I'n-nch members of that
party, men of good will and broad minds who
would be ashamed to apjieal to those preju-
di<'es ; but there is at the same time an el»»-

ment in that party that has very often for-

ced tlie ieailers of that party to make de-
clarations which, left to themselves, they
woidd never have ma<1e. Hut docs that ex-
cuse them V I must say that tiie hon. geu-
tieman lilms(>lf. w lio leads the opposition,
wliatever may he the iliffeii'Ui'es between
us, is after all one of liie most remarkable
ligiiri's in r'aiiiida. lie was one of the foun-
ders of confederation, he has been on<> of

the noted ptiblic men. not only of Canada,
luit of the British Empire, and I am proud to

say it ; but it Is most unfortunate that that
lion, gentleman, for the imrjiose of secur-

ing votes, lelt himself compelled to use such
language as has been (juoted to-day and to

make such appeals as he was obliged to re-

sort to in the city of Winnipeg.
The hon. gentleman has tried to ';.>, .iid

not for tlie tlrst time, to explain tl. spet'ch

he made In Winnipeg. I tpiite agree that
he migiit have told the peoiile of Winnipeg
that they could just as safely put their

conlldence In him as in Sir Wilfrid Lanrler,

that they could Just as well rely on the po-

licy of the Conservative party to settle the
school (lucstlon as on that of the Liberal
party ; btit I ask, what was the use of his

appealing to the people of Winnipeg on
this ground -' I a Protestant and he (Blr

Wilfrid Lanrier) a (Catholic' ? IIow did

•hat religious difference affect the question?
What did It matter, as regards the policy

of either party, If Sir Charlen Tupper was

UlUiBttJ


