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Macdonald said on that occasion, although
lie lias been quoted by .my lion. friend from
Labelle in support of what lie said a day
or two ago concerning tlie school law. I
may say that thîs was a moist interesting
debate, from which I would quote at great-
er length if time permitted. -I couid show
that upon tliat vexed question both parties,
the moderate men on botli sides of the
flouse, came to, an agreement, which is
incorporated iu my amendment. The agree-
ment they came to was lncorporated iu a
resolution finally adopted by the HoUs1ý,
whicli is word for word the nmendmerit I
have offered to-day. They came tû that
agreement considering that the terms of
the resolution as tbey settled it among
themiselves, men of different race and creed,
and different politicai colour, wvns a proper
settiement of that time of the needs
of the Northwest, satisfying, no doubt to
some extent the local demiand, and at tlie
saine time-because they ail expressed that
offluion-maintaîning the sacreduess of the
agreement arrived at lu 1870 under tbe cir-
cumstances 1 have indicated to tlie flouse.
Mr. Blake suggested tlie substance of an
amendment, but liad been obliged to leave
the Ilouse duriug tlie debate. Fînally a
form was ngreed upon for which both Sir
John A. Macdonald, my rIglit hon. frlend,
and leading men on both sides of the flouse,
voted. Thiîs is how Sir John A. Macdonald,
towards the end of the debate, spoke upon
that question:

I go a great way with my hon. friend (Mr.
Laurier) in his remarks concerfllng the prin-
ciple of this Bill. I sympathize wlth his very
natural feelings of indignation at much of the
language that has been used in support of this
measure now before the House. 1 have no
accord wlth the desjre expressed in some quar-
ters that byany mode whatever there should be
an attempt made ta appress the one language
or ta render it inferior ta the other ;I be-
lieve that would be impossible if it were tried,
and il would be foolish and wicked if it were
possible. The statement that has been made
Sa often tbat this is a conquered country is
' à propos de rien.' Whether it ias conquered
or eeded, we have a constitution now under
which ail British subjects are in a position of
absalute equality, having equal rights of every
kind-af language, of religion, of property and
of persan. There is no paramount race iu this
country there Is no conquered race in this
country we are ail British subjects, and those
who are not Epglish are none the iess British
subjects on that account. But whiie I say 50
much, Mr. Speaker, I muet regret that my han.
frlend perhaps yielding to the necessity of bis
position as a party leader, should have cam-
menced his speech with same Party attacks
against the Tories. My hon. friend feit con-
istrained, I suppose, ta make thbse allusions
which, lu the circumstances of the case, I
think were flot altogether generous or alto-
gether palitic. The hon, gentleman spoke of
the spirit of this Bill being that of Torylsm,
utter Toryismn, oppressi ve Toryism. Why, Sir,
if be looks at the histary of England lu modern
days, 1 think le will find that Most of the
Liber-ai measures passed there have been
passed, if nat by Tories, by Conservatives. 1

think also, if be wilî look at the history of
Canada, he will find at ail events, that liber-
ality towards the French Canadian race was
pretty much cohfined ta the Canservative pai'ty.
The hon, gentleman lad ta admit that while
this Bill was, as he affirmed, an evidence of
utter Toryism, the exclusion of the&French ian-
guage, the injury doue ta the French peuple,
the insuit ollered ta them, came from a Radi-
cal, the Earl of Durham. To le sure, my hon.
frlend said that Lord Durham was a Radical
who dlii. flot understand ail about liberty. That
ia quite evident ; ud so great a Radical was
le that in order to get rld of hlm the Engllsh
goverment sent him ta this country ta show
us lis liberalism by attemptiug to deprive hai!
the people of their rigîts ta use their own Ian-
guage.

Further on, speaking more particularly of
the point then under consideration, Sir
Uohu A. 'Macdonald saiti:

The reason why I oppose the Bill of my hon.
friend ta-day Is the same-because that Bill,
a small Bill, I migît almost caîl It an Insigni-
ficant Bill in its enactlug clause-is based an
the purpase o! daing away with the French
language, of discarding the French language,
àt ahl events, and deprlvlng the French Can-
adian people of tle salace of the language they
leamned at the feet of their mothers. Why,

-Mr. Speaker, if there is one act o! oppression
more than another which wouid came home ta
a man's breast, It is that le shauid be de-
pmived o! the consolation o! hearing and speak-
Ing and reading the lauguage that bis mother
taugît hlm. It is cruel. It is seethîng the kid
In Its mother's mllk. The greatest, perhaps,
of ail the objections ta this measume, Is that, It
is a futile measure, it wlll nat succeed, It can-
flot succeed.

There is further matter, 'but I will leave
that part of tbe case as it was stated by the
great leader o! the Conservative party ut
that time. Spenkîng lu reference to this
ineasure whichi was then under the con-
sideration of parliament, my friend, Mr.
LaRivière, then a member of this flouse,
quoted the ' Electeur,' then the organ of the
Liberai party, pubiished in the city of Que-
bec, whloh lias been succeeded by the
' Soleil ' as the governmet- organ iii that
city. I will inerely rend the ativice which
the ' Electeum ' gave uI)of tuat occasion:

Our frlends lu Ottawa are, unfortunately, on
the opposition side, that is to say, powerless
to secure the triumph of their broad and lîbemai
ideas, to which the Hon. Mr. Blake, a few days
aga, gave voice in eloquent 'words. But we
beseech them to stand firm aud ta do their
duty ta the end, and we feel that tley shall
have, flot only the sympathies of aur co-reli-
gionists and fellow countrymen, but also those
o! an imposing number o! faim-minded English-
speaklng people who cansider as an banaur ta
fallow tbe traditions of the Liberals of ol
Engiand, and follaw tbe steps o! tbose who,
in the old country, defend the cause of home
rule and equality of ights for ail races and ail
creeds under the British flag.

1 mizlit quote further from Mr. LaRi-
%iêre who, upon thnt occasion, lu a speech
m el worthy of perusal. went fully into thus
question with wbîch lie lad been famillar
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