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than that, if we are to regard the existence
0f a compact as bavîng been proved, it
would seem to me that it was a compact
the performance of wbicb w-e might safely
entruat to the people of the new provinces;
because. under our systemi of governmeflt,
wbere part of tbe jurisdiction is vested ln
parliament and part la vested in the legis-
lature of a province, we must bave regard
to the expectation that good faith will be oh-
served, and tbat if a compact bas been made
it will be carried out by the proper authority
having jurisdiction in that regard. For this
reason 1 bave not been able to support the
amendment ; and for a sîmilar reason
wbich I have elaborated at greater lengtb
on previous occasions, 1 w-as flot able to
eupport tbe proposition of the goverament
with regard to achools.

So f ar as the use of the French language
ln tisis country la concerned, w-e are absolu-
tely .bound to observe the obligations wbich
bave been created by treaty and by the con-
stitution. If any rernarks whîch have been
made to-day w-ould loit in an opposite direc-
tion-I do flot know w-hetber they were s0
intended-I w'ould absolutely dissent frorn
tbem.

1 agree with wbat bas been said by niy
bon. friend from South Grey (Mr. M.Niller)
as to the value whidh w-e ought to attacb to
the French language in this country and thp
respect whicb we sbould pay to it. 1 bave,
endpavoured, not so mnuch by pt-ecept, but
a littie by example to manifeat my belief
in the prînciples which my bon. friend bas
voiced to-niglit and I amn free to say to-
nigbt, as I have said on otber occasions.
that I think that perbapa it would be muchi
more to tbe credit of the Englîsb speaking
people of this country if they would teacli
their cbildren the French language whicli
la the mother tongue of more than 2,000,000.
An bon. gentleman on the other aide of the
House referred the other evening to the cir-
cumatance that every educated Englishmaui
who cornes to this country la able to speak
to our French Canadian frienda in their own
language, and that very circumstance whicb
I bave notiýce-d over -and over again
bas made me a littie asbamed more than
once because I have not been able to do this
to rny ow-n satisfaction, or to the samne ex-
tent. However, that is to a certain extent
beside the question. We are dealing witb
the question of the enactmnent of a statute.
1 again repeat that tbe attitude wblch the
goverament bas taken ln this connection to-
nigbt la a very ample justification for those
o! us who have taken a certain attitude ln
tbe past, and that tbe very strong criticism
wbicb bas been used in regard to myseif in
some parts o! the country Is very much dis-
armed by what bas been said tbis afternoon
by my hon. frienda sitting on the treaaury
benches.

Sir WILFRIDl LATTRIER. I bave just a
wOrd to saY ln answer to my bon. friend as

to the position Which I have takien ail along
on tCils question. Not ]ater tban two days
flgo rny bion. friend asked me, across the
fIoor of the House, whether I rested my cou-
tention with regard to the schools uPOnl
anytbing else than section 93 of the British
North America Act, and 1 ans-wered iny bon.
friend at once that I' rested my contention
up)on that and that alonle. Tliat has been
my contention from tbe first and it is my
contention yet. After four months I do not
want to continue the discussion and witb
this remiarl, I close that part of the debate.
I bave only one observation to offer to my
hon. friend in regard to the courts of the
Nortbwvest Territories. I stated that in rny
judgment the reason why the use of the
French language was continued lit the courts
in 1880 wben the matter came before the
Ilouse was that: the courts in the Nortbwest
Territories were not provincial courts but
were directly under the jurisdiction of this
parliament. I understand my boit. friend
to controvert this point. 1 have no better
autbority to offer hlm at this moment than
that of Sir John Thompson who was the
author of the amendment wbich w-as adopt-
cd on tbwt: occasion and wbo, lu 1890, ns
reported in 'Hansard' page 879 of that year,
used the following words:

Wh'-n we undertake to say that we shall ex-
punge from the statute book a provision that
justice shahl be administered or mnay be admin-
istereýd in either of the ýtwo languages used1 ia
the Northwest Territories, we are touching a
subject far, more important than the inere iaýn-
guage of debate, and the mnere language of th--
publication of the journals of a legisiative
body. These, sir are our courts .theze are
the courts of the Dominion of Canada. In re-
spect to 'the provinces, power is given to the
provincial legisiatures. by the British North
America Act, to establah the courts, and to
regulate their organization, their maintenance,
and the extent of their jurisdiction. That
pow r, which resta on them, as regards the
provincial courts, rests ýdirectly on this parlia-
ment as regards the courts of the Northwest
Territories. We have imposed upon us the dýuty.
not only of creating those courts, but of breath-
ing into themt the breath of lite ýby giving thein
the jurisdiction they exercise and the proced-
uire by which that jurisdiction la to be carried
on.

Mr. R. L. BOR-DEN. There is flot one
word w'itb whicb 1 do not agree, but the
point is wbetber or flot the power uinder
wbicb we created these courts la to be
found lu section 101 of the British North
-Amerlca Act, 1867, or in tbe British North
Aiperica Act, 1871. I do not find anytbing
la the language of Sir John Tbompsou wbicb
la lit any way inconsistent witb tbe view I
bave juat n1ow exPressed that tbe courts re-
ferred to lu section 101 are not tempo-
rary courts of the Territories, created for
a temporary purpose, but that, they are
Courts of an entirely different character,
Such as the Supreme Court and the Excbe-
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