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separate school system had been abolished
in the Northwest Territories, when 1 re-
called to hlmi the fact thiat hie had flot raised
a finger in favour of the Catholics of the Ter-
ritory, and that, at a time when hie had a
seat in this parliament, hie answered very
Ingenuously: 'Oh, well, 1 had full confidence
In the Minister of Justice at that time.' To-
day, however, hie is trying to stir Up racial
issues, along with my hon. friend from Jac-
ques Cartier (Mr. Monk) ln the province
of 'Quebec, without having the slightest
evidence of any treaty or covenant guaran-
teeing the use of the French language in
that country, and when we recali to hini
the fact that hie sat la this parliament in
1890 and then voted for a resolution which
gave the legisiative assemibly of the Terri-
tories the right 10 regul 'ate the manner of
its proceedings and to decree what language
shahl be used in its proceedings, he asks:
'How would you have voted If you had beeu
there ? ' That is flot an answer 10 a straight
question. Let mue further calI the attention
of my hon. friend fromn Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Monk) to thîs point: The French Canadians
of the Territories knew themselves so well
that there was no covenant and no0 treaty
guaranteeing to them the right to use the
French language la tfe legisiative assembly,
that when the question came up before the
Council, Mr. Rouleau, who was a judge, of
the ýSupreme Court, and who sat ex-officio, I1
tlink, iu the Northwest Oouncil, expressed
himself ns follows

Judge Rouleau spokie at great length on the
question. He clairned that no action could be
taken lutil the people had a chance to ex-
press themselves on the matter. Let the memn-
bers make it an issue at the next election,
if they wished. He had spoken French before
he had spoken English and this inemorial pro-
posed to deprive him. and others of their mother
tongue. He closed by again claiming that the
question should be decided by the electors, and
hinted that some of the members, who probably
vote for this now, might suifer at the next
election.

Thus we have Mr. Justice Rouleau-who
was then, I think, the highest officiai
amongst the French population of the Terri-
tories, who sat in the Northýwest Counil-
expressing the opinion that the matter should
be lef t ln the hands of the electors, and
that if the electors gave a mandate 10, their
representatives to abolish the dual system,
then tfie French Canadians would haie to
submit.

Mr. MONK. This bad reference to the
abolition of the use of the French language
mnerely in the proceedings of the legisiative
assembly, and did not .mean the abolition
of the French language In toto. That langu-
age at present, and ever sînce the establish-
ment of the Territories, has been the official
language of the Northwest in the courts, and
in the debates of the House, as I contend.
ThL- resolution. to whlch my hion. friend the
Solicitor General refers is merely confined.

to the proceedlngs of the House, aud It
was in that sense that Mr. Justice Rouleau
spoke.

Mr. LEMIEUX. My han. friend is per-
fectly right lu saying that even to-day,
although this resolution was passed by the
legisiative assembly of the Territorles, the
French Canadians there are at liberty to
use their own language In the courts. This
is the opinion expressed by Sir John Mac-
donald la the debate of 1890, and hie based
It on section 133 0f the British North Amn-
erica Act:

Either the English or the French language
may be used by any person in the delyates of the
Houses of the parîlament -of Canada 'and of the
Houses of the legisiature of Quebec ;and both
those languages shahl be used in the respective
records and the Journals of those Houses, and
either of those languages may be used by any
person or In any pleading or process lu or
issuing fromn amy court of Canada established
under this Act, and lu or fromn ail or any of
the courts of Quebec.

Some of the members at that lime thought
that by the expression 'Courts of Canada'
was siniply meant the Exchequer Court and
the -Supreme Court. But Sir John Macdon-
ald held that the courts of the Northwest
Territories, havlng been establshed and
constituted by the federal goverament, this
clause applied 10, them also as regards Ian-
guage. But I may say 10 my hion. friend at
once, that although this privilege exists
until the provinces consitute and establishi
courts themselves, the people throughout
the Northwest Territorles do not seemn t
have taken advantage of it. Not later than
the day before yesterday 1 100k the trouble
,to wire to a gentleman well known tu, my
hion. friend fromn Jacques Cartier, 'Mr. Jus-
tice Prendergast of the Supreme Court of
the Territories. This is the telegram I
sent, dated June 27:-

Please informn me If the French language is
used before the courts lu pleadings or other-
wise ?

(Signed)
RODOLPHE LEMIEIJX.

To that telegram I received yesterday the
followlng reply:

Not used to my knowledge either in pleadings
or otherwlse. I arn writlng.

JAMES D. PRENDERGAST.

Mr. MOPNK. What dîfference does that
make?

Mr. LEMIEUX. Lt does flot make any
difference as regards the abstract right 10
use the French language. But it shows
that the motion of the hon. gentlemani la
flot very practical, that lie Is fghting for
phantomns and ilot* for realities. rior my-
self, I prefer to fight for the substance
rather than the shadow, and 10 avold creat-
tmg the trouble wbich my lion. friend would
lîke 10 stir up in tbis country. Now, hie
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