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the people are flot aware of the causes of
friction or the contention of the French-
Canadian in so fair as their rights are con-
cerned and do flot understand this question,
and he thinks some-means should be in-
augurated whereby the questions should be
made, clear and perfectly understood. What
he suggests may or may flot be practicable,
but 1 read the letter simply to show the
view, which. I arn sure is the view of a Vast
number of large. broad-minded ithinkers
such as he is. The letter -reads as follows:

March 11, 1915.
Dear Senator Edwards,

I see by the rnorning paper that Senator
David brouglit forward in the Benate yester-
day, wbhat I sulppose might b. termed Ontario'.
bi-lingual question, and I noticed that you r
to continue the debate.

May 1 be permltted ta, lay before you sonie
views I entertain concerning this, as well as
other sectionai differences. I fear that rnany
af us in this country do flot fuliy appreciate
the faot that races of people, like individuale,have their peculiarities and that it is casier to
harmonize thie differences of thie Individuals of
a race than those of different races.

Therefore I hold I amrn ot justilled in iooking
at mny feiiow man and xneasuring him according
to rny own views. especially If he be of a
differmnt race. That principie I regard as the
tille utarting point In nationaizing this country
with Its -people principally drawn from two
great races. In other words it Is ncceasary to
adopt the attitude of the man In the atreet, In
which he Cives and takes ground In passiflg
through the oeowd-the only practioeble way
by which the business of the street becornes
possible.

Recently Sir Lomer Gouin, Premier of Que-
býe, imade an sWcail to thls Province of Ontario
for consideration on behalf- of ttiose speaking
the French language within the Province, evi-
dently based on the belief that the French-
speaking British subject In Ontario is beîng
unfairly treated. That evidently le the view
Ilkewise af Senator David.

Sir Laomer Gouin ia the mouthpiece of the
Province of Quebec and h. would flot have
spoken If he was flot expressing the views of
a large number or people in his Province.

We ail know that the school question In
Canada bas been the cause of a great deal of
friction and we are ail agreed that differenceB
of race and religion are dangerous ta the.
State and Interfere wlth that homogenity so,
absolutely essential in a young country. Whcn
my feliow min takes a certain attitude and
says it la a question of conscience with hlm,
1 feel I muet give grave conslderation to Il
views.

Whiie no public man in Ontario bas corneout
into the open as Sir Lomer Gouin lias donc,
still wc know that there is a feeling arnong a
considerable class ini Ontario that all is not weli
In Quebec.

Now what are these queetions that are caus-
ing friction? The leading ones rnight be enu-
merated as for Instance In Ontario: Language
in schools; Religion in schools; and in Quebec,
the marriage question as it affects civil law,
Efticiency of schools.

lion. Mr. EDEWAR1)S,

It la questianable Indeed if ten per cent af
thc people of bath provinces reaiîy under.tand
the truc situation In ao far au these questions
affect the public. Âny way they aboula flot
be allowed ta drift. The Bound POliCY for
thc country in these questIons affecting
conscience is that pursued by us ail Ini
the street-in flot attempting ta mun down
the other fellow. 1 fest that there ia a vast
ainount af microbes mlxed up In these matters
and the only meodicine for the. microbe la to
drag it into the sunlight In other words let us
get at the bottam of these questions. How?
Suppose the Chief Justices et Ontario and Que-
bec had the authority t a cd nominate three
fair-minded mnen drawn from, different shades
of thauglit in thc two provinces, and have the
six rnen act as a CommIttee ta Investigate these
questions of differenccs-ttsese questions that
produce friction betwcen sections of aur people.
We do flot want a lefa4 enquiry--'we mcrcly
want facts as ta, what thec conditions are. Give
suoh a Conimittee two ycars ta Cet at Uic
facts. If thcy dan't agree no harn le dane.
They can in that event at least clearly set out
the two aides. 1 can sec the possibility of sug-
gestions crnanating from such a graup of men
that would be a blesng to this country in
opening the way towards harmonlzing to sme
extent differences that muet naturally retard
that cohesion so essential to the weifare of this
country. Give the public a clear statement of
aIl the facts and the public wili reacli reason-
ably fair conclusions.

Hon. Mr. CA8GRAIN-Whom is that let-
ter byP

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS-I got the permis-
sion of the gentleman ta read the letter, but
he asked me not to mention his name. I
have no objection to ask him to allow me to
gîve the name. As tai bis method, I do not
know whether bis suggestion is a good anc
or bad one, but he certainly voices my own
sentiments. On a question of this kind, no
matter how strongly 1 may feel as to the
character of schools we should have in this
country, it is rny duty to have regard to the
opinion of others. 'It is my duty also to
have regard to the prejudices of others; and
on this subject which is disturbing the popu-
lation of this country, I, as a Canadian who
have nothing but good wilI towards ail,
desire that if should be settled in a fair and
equitable manner, and that fair play should
be extended the minority that coîne from the
Province of Quebec to inhabit the Province
of Ontario. If the reverse takes place what
do you have? You have the tendency of
having that nationality in the Province of
Quebec instead of dissemninating throuffh
the various parts of the Dominion. I sav,
and I say it adviscdly, that nothing could
be better in the interests of Canada than
the dissemnination of that heroic and grand
people among the English inhabitants of
the various parts of Canada.


