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Mr. MONK. 1 amn muci obliged to mny vided for lu the Northwest Territorles Act ?
bion. friend for bis suggestion. 1 arn pie- It bas been stated that there was a Com-
pared to adopt il. It is a very valuable sug- pact regarding the use of the French ian-
gestion. guage witli the representatives of the Red

River settiement in 1870. My lion. friend
,Mr. BRODEUR. I was discussing the mo- fromn Jacques Cartier lias suggested, and it

tion of my hon. friend. bas also been suggested liy some other

Mr. MONK. Does lie fot think lie cau ad- members of this bluse, that I declared there
dress himself to a higlier phrase of the ques- was a compact witli regard. to separate
tion ? scliools ;but tliese bit. gentlemen have for-

gotten one thing. 1 neyer asked witli re-
Mr. BRODEUR. That 15 wvlat 1 arn doing. gard to thie sehool question. that w-e sliould

Mr. A. LAVERGNE. My hon. friend can adopt, word for word, the agreemnent, if

vole for tlie suli-ainendment. there lie an agreement. witli regard to the
Mr. RODER. supose ma disus~Nortliwest. 1 iiever. suggested that titis

the motion of my lion. friend. What 1 find-rdgrmn ts sini e acetd od o
is that it is simply repeating word for w ord ororiisenie.
the resolution -%hicli was adopteti in 1892, Mr. MONK. Neither did 1. 1 arn ready
which gave to the legisiative assemibly of to accept any s uggestionis.
the Territorles the riglit to abolisli the M~r, BRODEUR. My lion. friend tlie
Fre~nchi language, and lie kiuows well tat it leader of the opposition suggested thua af-
did abolisli that language. ternoon that we were bound by an agree-

Mr. MONK. I arn ready 10 forego that ment whicli I saiti lad been madie in 1870.
part of it. Wliat was thie agreement with regard to tlie

Mr. BRODEUR. Is not iny hoit. friend scliool question?

proposing the sanie legisiation tliat was Hr. R. L. BORDEN. If my hon. friend

adopted in 1890-1. will allow me, wliat I said was this. 1 dis-
tinctly understood liim to argue that the

Mr MONK. MY lion. frienld Puits me a two Bis of Riglits, to whicli reference was
question. I tell himi that il is necessary to made, extended to tlie Nortliwest Territo-
tre-emipower tlie provincial legisatiire t0e ries as weli as to the province of Mani-
deal witli tie question, so far as its pro- toba ;and because they did so, the lion.
ceedings are coneerned. gentleman argued there was a compact in

Mr. BRODEUR. Then the motion of myrespect of separate sehools.

lion. frienti is absolutely uselessý front a Mr. FITZPATRICK. Does my hon. friend
practical point of view. The records of remnember wietlier or not tlie Bill of Riglits

the legislatrve assembly of tlie Territories was, ever discusset inl any case before the
sliow tliat in the Northwest to-daiy tlie court, or lias ever been accepted liy parlia-
Frencli is not desired as an officiai language. ment, as conferring any right wliatever. 1

have examîneti every document and book 1
3Fr. MONK. 1 do not kniow iliat. couîd get. and 1 neyer founld anytliing waS

Mr. BRODEUR. 1 arn quoting to nmy lin. ever based on tlie Bill of Righits eilier by
friend -ýxhat liappenied in 1892. I suppose way of legisiation or decision of tlie court.
lie knows that ? Mri R. L. BORDEN. 1 think it was used

Mr. MONK. Oh, yes. by Mr~. Ewart la bis argument liefore tlie
suli-committce of tlie Prîvy Couincîl of 1895

3ir. BRODEUR. I shahl read it again. wlth regard to Manitolia.

Mr. MONK. Tint is not necessary. -Mr. FLTZPATRICK. Wliat 1 asked was

Mr. BRODEUR. On the 19th of January, wlietlier my lion. friend tnýows wvhetlier any-

1892 il was decided liy tlie Nortliwest le- thing lias ever been based on tliat Bill of
gisiature, on a division of four to twenty, Riglits?
tînt 'it is desirable that the proceedings of Mr. R. L. BORDEN. 1 coul i not at the
the legisiative assemnhy shah lie recorded moment say. 0f course, niy lion. friendth lb
and publisled ln the English language only.' Minister of Inland Revenue baseti sometling
Now what is mny hou. frienti proposing? I-le on it.
is proposing tliat we should give again to Mr. BRODEUR. 'Not as a legal argu-
the local legisiatures of the new provinces ment. 1 tImk my hon. friend will admit
the riglit to dechare. as the territorial as-ta.Inyrbsdantiguo ta
sembly lias done, that the officiai use of the legal argument.
French language lie abolished. M.É .BRE.A opc

Mr. MONK. Is this parliament of the Mr.RL.BRE.Aacopt
samne opinion as il was in 1892 ? Mr. BRODEUR. As a moral obligation

Mr. BRODEUR. 1 ain quotlng whuit the to a certain extent.

local legisiature did in 1892. 110w 15 it that Mr. R. L. BO'RDEN. And MY hol]. friend
the use of the Firenchi language was pro- extendeti il to the Territories ?


