
8597 JUNE 30, 1905 8598

John Thompson as an argument why we
sbould make the Frencli language officia]. 1
say it is flot a strong argument at ail, be-
cause the saine remark would app]y to the
Doukliobors, the Galicians, the Finns, the
Voies and the Italians.

Mr. A. I AVERGNE. That is putting the
French Canadians on the saine footing as
the DtouhLLoo!4 Galicians gnd Poles.

Mr. SPROULE. No, 1 arn not making any
eomparison at ail. The F rench Canadians
inay be as f ar superior to these other na-
tionalities as day is to night or iight t0

1l~kns arn only discussing the ques-
tion whether it is or is not a great bard-
ship or tu great wrong to a man to be tried
in a court of justice wliere lie (loes flot un-
derstand the language that is spoken that
is a]]. Lt is done in every country in tlie
world to-day. Tlie history of every country
ia the world is a history of change. 1e,
suit clianged conditions. France is an
illustration of it. Spain is an illustration
of it. The lion, gentleman referred to AI-
sace -id Lorraine. A gentleman who tra-
velled in those provinces toid me last year
that wlieni tbey were taken over by Ger-
many, nearly everybody thiere spoke Frenchi.
but that you would be surprised to-day to
iind nearly everybody speaking German., and
the strange thing is that there is no coin-
plaint about il, aithougli tbe change was
compulsory. 1 do not go so far as that,
because I think we ought to be more gen-
erous; but in Iliat case. thougli tlie change
wvas made by law, no great liardship lias re-
sulted. Nor will it lie so ln the Nortliwest
any more than il lias been in Alsace and Lor-
raine. We are told that unification is an
impossible task. that it is a Utopia. and that
therefore we must keep up two anguages.

My lion. friend from Jacques Cartier said,
w'ly shall we îlot be allowed to speak our
mother longue? 1 understand nI one time
that the hon. gentleman was baîf Scotch
and haîf Frenchi, but 1 arn told tliat lie is
haîf English and baif Frenchi; what would
lie his mother tongue ?

1 amn tld that in Glengarry there were a
lot of Scotchînen wbo married mbt the
Frenchi Canadian race ;wbich language
would lie thie mother tongue of their <ebi1d-
ren ? Are we going 10 perpetuate it by
law ? Let the law of the survival of the
fittest be the law that will determine tbat.
We need not trouble ourselves witli it at
ail. The lion. gentlenman says it is liard t0
dep~rive people of tlie riglit 10 speak their
mnobler tongue. Nobody wants to deprive
tliem of the riglit to speak their moîlier
longue: let thi speak it as long as tliey
like. I was interested in one statement
Iliat was made by tle Solicitor General. He
said, wliy are you demanding this privi-
lege for the Northwest? Have you lad a
single petition fromn tbe Frencdh there ask-
iiig lIat it sbould lie done ? Hie thonght
tbat was a strong reason wliy it sbould not

lie donc. 1 nsk, is there a single petition
from cllier the Frenchi or tle Roman Ca-
tliolics of that country askiaig that separate
sehools lie forced on tlie people ?

Mr. SCOTT. There is a petition from tlie
legisiature. The Haultaini draft Bill asked
for separate schools.

21r. SPROULE. Not at ail. The législa-
ture passedl two resolutionis asking parlia-
ment 10 repeai the iaw. '.Ue lion. gentle-
man will wislib hlad not spoken, because
-lie lias only put his foot in il. The only ex-
pression we have from the legislature as a
legisiature wvas the two requests whicli tbey
made that the riglit shouid lie donc away
witli.

Mr. SCOTT. Those two inemorials of
which tlie lion. gentleman speaks were pas-
sed hefore the ordinances of 1892 were pas-
seul. Since the change was made in tbe
ordinances there lias been no complaint on
tlie part of any person la tlie Nortbwest
against tle existing separate scliools.

Mr. SPIROULE. lias there been any re-
quest froîn tlie legisiature that you compel
tbem 10 'hiave separate sehools for ever?

Mr. SCOTT. 1 say Iliat the Haultain
draft Bill coatains that request, and I
challenge the lion. member 10 ask lis leader
10 deny it. The Haultain Bill eertainly
lasked for the perpetuation of separate
scliools.

Mr. R. IL. BORDEN. If my hon. friend
asks my opinion I say il does nothing of
the kind.

Mr. SCOTT. I would cal] tlie attention of
the leader of tbe opposition 10 an expres-
sion lie used on May 10, wben lie said tînt
lie coiacided entirely in the opinion of tbe
Minister of Justice that section 93 would
flot only perpetuate existing separate
scilools, but would, secure to the Nortli-
west minority wliat is termed ful] justice.

2Nr. R. L. BORDEN, 1 do not think tle
hon. gentleman will find tînt I said tint. If
I arn s0 represented, I was wliolly misre-
ported, but I have not seen il in liansard'
and 1 do not think it is there; I bave ex-
presscd an exactiy opposite opinion.

Mr. SPROULE. If section 93 provided
for ail thnt, wliy was there any necessity
for clause 16 and the amended 16 ?

Mi.SCOTT. For the very purpose that 16
wVis put in, 10 modify section 93.

mi'. SýPýRO-ULE. Because clause 16 lu
the Haultaili Bil] was the samne as in t115
Bill.

Some li. IIEMBERS. Order.

Mr* SI'ROULE. What is out of order?

M r. A. LAVERGNE. )ly lion. friend is
speaking to a motion dealing witlî the ques-
tion of langiliage, but he is niow discusIng
separate schools.

8597 J UNE 30, 1905 8598


