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Frenchi Canadians Wbo will speak on fliis
question-flinf I Who risc f0 speak, o11 le-
haif of flic Frenchi language la flic Norfbwcst
arn using flic Englisb language iu this
Huse. Yes, I amn using the 'Engllsh lan-
guage f0 protect flic Frenchi language la
flic Norfbwcsf, beca use I trusf more la flic
broaid-mindcedncss and tac spirit 0f fair-
play of flic Englisli members of fuis House
flan I do la fthc courage of rny Frenchi Ca-
nadian compafriofs. My fellow-counfry-
ricn arc laugbing af fliaf rcmark. Wifb
their acfual position how ean f bey dare
smile? They have shown flic extent 0f flicir
courage in speaking on behaif of a motion
to take away fromn fliir brofliers la flic
Norfhwcsf flic languýage whicli fhcy are 50
proud f0, speak. We can licar some of fliese
gentlemen spcaking *and siaging loudly on
St. Jean Baptiste day. I do înof make matir
speeches or sing mucli of flic glories of
flic past or flic hopes of flic fufure on Sf.
Jean Baptiste day; but 1 arn ready to risc
la this House and defend flic riglits of my
fcllcw--cotntrymcn in flic Norfliwesf, even
agaiasf my own parfy. 1 trust fliaf my
Englisli speaking fellow members, with fliaf
broad-mindedncss and fliaf spirit of fair-
play whieb distinguîsi flicir race, wiIl bic
ready as lirofliers and compafriots f0, give
us justicc, even thougli some Frenchi Cana-
dians do flot ask for if.

Mr. MONK. My lion. friend flic Minister
of flic Interior seemed f0 lie vcry mucli em-
barra sscd as ta flic interprefation of flic
ameadment wlicl I have prescnted f0 flic
bouse fliaf even affer a leagrby discussion
with flic leader of fhe opposition. lie seems
still nof to undcrsfand the gisf 0f If. 1 fold
my hon. friend fliaf if mîglif lc modifred.
There *is no doubf flia flic sub-amendmcnf
presenfed by flic lion. member for Labelle
more clearîr expresses flic full extent 0f flic
righfs fliat were granted. in 1870 and suli-
sequeafly consccrafed by leg-isiation. If my
hion. friend lias nny doubt as f0 flic meaning
of my amendment, lie had heffer vote wilih
me for flic suli-amendment of flic lion. mcem-
ber for Labelle. I thouglit my lion. friend
woaild fake a larger view of this question,
and dca] witb if on ifs merifs as flic riglif
hion, leader of flic governiment did, insfead
0f speading mosf of lis argument in1 frying
to cast obscurify on flic amendînent as I
draftcd if. I may say thaf If is only a te-
pefifion of flic law as if was draft cd in
1M0. The Minister of Inland Revenue and
flic Solicitor Gencral have said again and
ania-it is flicir liackncyed defence-fliaf

those who bring up flic question 0f this kind
do so for flic purpose of crcafing an agita-
tion. Is niy hon. friend serious la thaf ?
Is if lis opinion fliat wc have sudh a 10w
regard for our duties aad our responsibili-
fies ns members of this House as f0 liring
up a question of this kind for flic mere
purpose of laying a foundation for an un-
fruifful and anhenltby agitation ? Is fliat
tlic opinion lie enferfains of flic lion. mcm-
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ber for Labelle? I have known that hon.
gentleman Silice lie was a boy, and 1 can
say tha t his career 15 of such a nature thatb
110 man who is acquainted withi hlmi and
Whio knows something of lis qualities and
bis earnestness would dream that under-
nieath tlie speech lic bas made here to-day
is concealed an intention of going down to
the province of Quebec and agitating is
conîpatriofs. And bas my hon. friend fthe
audacity f0 state before this conittee that
I have that intention ? My hion. friend
knows perfectly well thaf affer tbe general
election of 1896, 1 stated at a caucus of
whicb a report appeared la the Montreal
*Gazette,' tbat I would nof at any public
meeting refer f0 the sdbool question. Have
1 ever donc so on any one of the many plat-
forais wbere 1 appearcd ? I would look
upon if as one of the most culpable acts a
a mail could be guilty of if, having brouglif
tis important question f0 the notice of
this House, as lic was in dnty bound f0
do, lie should use if afterwards for fthe sinis-
fer purpose of arousing bis fellow-country-
men of French origin againsf the rest of
the population. If is my lion. friend Who on
everv occasion bas donc thaf miserable
work. He did if in flhc last election in my
own counfy. and no0 one knows bef fer than
lie does how lie was. reccivcd on fliaf occa-
sion, and wliaf effecf bis words liad-none.
i. arn a polifician; we are ail politicians in
this House-wlio will deny if; but we draw
flec une, those 0f us Who bave any .sense of
their dufy, at questions of this kind. I
have only donc to-day wbaf wvas ilncumbent
upon me ; but docs my hon. friend not know
me we]l enougli f0 know fliaf I would ntio
prostitute f0 sncb uses the discussion thaf we
bave bad liere fo-day ? Hie knows if full
well. The riglit lion, flic Prime Minister
Who, I will do im flic justice f0 say, af-
tacked fhls question upon ifs merifs-not
quibbling, like his colleague, the Miaister
of Inland Revenue-lias contcnded that we
are bound by flic Brifisb Norfth Ainerica
Acf.

My hon. fricnd knows vcry Weil fliaf la
this very statute, under flic inspiration of
flic Minister of Justice, flic Minisfer of Ia-
land Revenue was holding fliaf we arc flot
bound by fhe Brifishi Norfth Anierica Acf,
and fliaf we are bound by flic Acf under sec-
ftion 109 f0 leave f0 flic two new provinces
flicir Crown lands. My lion. friend knows
perfcctly well wherc we have departed fromn
that principle. We are taking those lands
fromn those t wo provinces and saddling Que-
bec and flic older provinces wit h a uscless
delit f0 pay for these lands, and we are doing
fhis la violation of flic Brifish Nort h Amer-
Ica Act, *not lllogically since if is confeaded
by flic governmient wc arc flot bound by
thtat Acf. Whcn wc Insert la fhls Bill a
special clause f0 continue flic exemption
granfed f0 flic Canadian Pacific Railway
wc arc not bound by flic British Northi
Ameriea Acf, we are holding these fwo ncw
Provinces for aIl f ime bound by flic agree-
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