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I must say, sir, even if my motives differ,
that I perteetly agree with the lion. mnember
for Bele~~eon the principie et his resolu-
tien, and, I wish te briefly state the reasens
which prompt me te support bis motion and
request my English speaking coîheagues te
do ikewjse.

The reselution et the hion. member for
Beilechasse expresses the wish that eut cur-
rcncy, je the future, instead et being
unilingual may be bilingual; namely, tlîat it
shou1d bear, je Canada and abroad, the
stamp et the dual civilization from which, lias
sprung the Canadian entiiv. Canada, liv ifs
enigin, being a biliegnal country formed by
the union freeiy assented te by two great
races, its currcncy should theretore bear both
French and Enghish inscriptions.

The arguments je support et this wish are
numerous; while the objections which, here-
tefore, have been made agaiest it are, te my
mind, net very sound. The hion. member
for Beliech.asse quoted, the othe- day, the
reply maude by Mr. Fielding, formerly
Finance Minister. under the Liberai regimie,
te a similar motion intre(huccd hy tue hion.
member for Montnsagny (Mr. LaVergne)-
a veteran et tise Frenchî Canadian struggies,
ever consistent je his stantd.

The former Minister et Finance replicd
that such a reterm did net seemi te be sought
by the people as a whole. What a strange
scay for a staîr sinian te sol\-(e stîclu an misse.
Is it net the duty et a statesman te safe-
guard tue interests et the people, solve
automnaticaliy tiseir problems and meet tiseir
wishes? When it is a question et balancing
the budget, levying new imposts and taxing
labouir atnd uvcilth, (Io eîir statesneî wxait until
tise people send in petitions?

If the ion. Mr. Fielding came back te the
lieuse, perhaps, hie would give the same
excuse on being intormed w-bat is happening
at tPe treasury office at Quebec. No, ag-aîn
I say, I de net think, that any souind argu-
ment can be set up against such a resolutien.
The excuses given are xvortlsless as compared
xvîtls the adîthiiage-. et moiural tînd nittoial
erder that our country would derive trom
sncb a retorm.

What botter advertisement je fuis country
and abroad couid w-c have than Canadian
bilingui currencv te em plasize tise harmony
which is supposed te exist here, te emphasize
that treatios in this country have seme value;
signatures, an authority; the constitution,
respect and loyalfy.

TPe League et Nations, ef wbieh our coun-
try is a component part, has recenfly taken
up the problcms et Manchuria. Previoushy,
the question et tise Tyrel lsad been submitted
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te it. On s.onie other Ocrasion. miînority que--
tiens w iii (-tp up, which it, will have to study.
ju-.t like the numerous other questions it bias
been eallcd upon to deal with. Canada, itself
may be ciilled uipon, onc day' or anothe" te

stas judge and express its vi'ews. How
absurd it would stcem te other nations, if, here,
in tis country, wc dIo nlot first begin by
recognizing a minoritv. offie-iallv anti legî,llyý
aýknowled-ed to be on an erjual footing with
the ma.jority, by recognizing it net only je
s-h-î an sîteh a sphere tbnt tht oughout ail tI e
aitivities of oui- national life.

But, one inay object, on w;%hat stattîte (le
you base yeur contentions? W'ithout, for the
moment, rofet-ring back te the surrender ef
Quebee. in 1759, may 13 sir. quote section 133
eofflic British North Amet-ica Act, svhicla the
lion. Solicitor Genet-al (Mr. Dutpré) anti thc
hion. member for Ottawa (Mr. Chevrier) aIse
qttoted:

Eltiier the English or the French langiiage
iinay ho uei by any person je the clebates et
the lises et the parlianet et Canada anid ef
the liuses et tue legisiature et Quebc anît bet'i
the langigcs shall ho îsedi thie rc-.pcctîvý,
iee-rds aîîdl joîîrnals ef tiiose lieuses; andt
i-ither ot tiiese haîîgîiagî-s niay bc uîsed by ait
pcî'sonî or iii ai îîy esdu ng oir process iii et,
issiiiîîigî frici any courlt et Ca na da e s Ubl isho
1111(1er tliis iiet. and( iii or frein ail er any ef
the courts of Qiîebec.

The aets of the parhianient et Canada and et
tii legislîtture et Qîîebec shal lie printed and
puiiihedin le oth those langîîages.

Trui 'v, 1 admit that ne special mention is
meadie about currency iin O ie pirov iions et tutý
aet; but îlots tiiet signiîv that oi' cu-inci
must ho stamped in the English language,
that if bc- orîly unilingtial? Wlii iît i-t miec-
tioncd, je connection with currencv, that the
Englishi language cnjovs more extensiv e rights
than the Frenchi langiîage? Why shouid a
text ho made eut je one language and net
te thle ethler? Tue act doi os net i thTia t
the officiai Language je this country- will ho
English, except je certain spheres anti specifie
cases, or that the French hinguage will enjoy
equal î-iglits. Net at iii. l'le aet tztipiiliite-.
that the two languagos have officiai rights.
1Iowever, it gees turtbier. It even prescribes
ihe use et the two languages je certain cases.
Does thiat mean that it is prohibited te use the
twe angiiege- on clirrency. ht-eau-,e the atit
makes ne such msention? I repeat it. the two
languages have officiai rights because it is
t-bar that, je the minds et the Fathers of
Contederation. the use et the two languages
censtitute oneofe the characteristie teatures of
Canada.

To those who may b.e tempted te state: If
w'e place Frcnch and English inscriptions on
our currency, who assures us that, to-merrow,.


