
ever heard in the eoiirls of law l,eeause
I am happy to say the Freneh do not
BO 10 the eourts of law and do not re-
qllire to use their lanpiaBe there. On
«hat prineiple or what lanpiafe eun
It he said that the Kremh people in the
North-West Territories have a ri,;ht to
the privilece of havinn that lant-i.aijo
imiilanted in the i-onstitntion, that their
lanu-uace shall he there for ever. My
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr
Arraaiiil Lavemnei this afternoon asked
a question as to whether parliament had
not the right to implant the Freneh
lant-uat'e in the new j.rovinee. Sir I
answ, r my hon. friend that I do not
recofnize tliat parliament has that right
to implant the Freneh laiiKuaKe in tho«e
new Territories. Parliament may have
the power to do so, hut I deny that it
has the right. Parliament has tlie
power to do everything, Init I depreeate
the day when the French people of this
country shall ask parliament to do any-
thing that they have the power to do
If they have not at the same time the
right to do it. These are the reasons
for whKh I ask that this motion shall
not he granted. These are the retisnns
why I say in the presence of friend« ud
foes, in the hearing of the people in all
parts of Canada, and es])erially in the
province of tjuehec. that if we should
grant this motion we would he granting
the worst measure that could he granted
for the protection even of the very peo-
ple whom it intends to serve."

The Provinces Decide on Language
Questions.

The vote on the ahove motion was
taken on July oth, ISOo, and imme-
duitely hefore the taking of the vote,
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, as reported on
pages 88,^2, SK53 and S«54, of Hansard
siioke in French, of which the following
IS a translation:—

"I am very much plea.sed to hear that
statement; in the heat of the debate the
hon. member (RourassaJ seems to have
gine beyond what he intended to sav
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At any rale, if, in this House, w,. have
the right to use both languages it is
nn; simi.ly a theoretical riglit. It is
becau.se the great maj,)rity of th,. pro-
vince of (;ueljee send Fremh Canadian
representatives to parliament.

"I am now coming to the principle
expressed by the hon. member for
Labelle (Bourassa:, and I tru.,t that
he wil! recognize it as I do on all occa-
sions- and that is that the rights of the
provinces are absolute within the limits
of the constitution, and that amon?
these rights there i.s the freedom to
legislate as regards the languaee tu be
used m the courts and the lesislative
assembly.

••N-ow. if the House agreed to that
amendmenl, as ,lesired bv the hon
member for Labelle dlouras.sa and it
we inserted il in the constituti,.,'. uiii,-hw are enacting for the proviniv of \1-
berta and for that of .'Saskatchewan, wewwld be interfering th.-rehv with one
of the rights of the..e provinces, that of
deciding in what language the pro-
ceedings will be earried on in the legis-
latures.

*•

'There is one other thing whieli he
will recognize. In the constitutions
which we are giving to Alberta and Sas-
katchewan, we have deliberately res-
tricted the rights, of the provinees to
legislate on educational matters We
have done so under the authority grant-
ed by section M of the constitution.
Jor in matters of education, the rights
of the provinces are not absolute- th.y
are restricted by the ,,owers of inter-
ference of the Dominion parliament.
We have done so with a view to remain-
ing faithful to the principle iai.l down,
whereby m matters of ediieation the
undamen.al right of the provinces i,
limited, in order to safeguard sc.parate
schools. Jfy bon. ,rfe„d „.„^,| ^
moment ago that we had retrained from
dealing with the French language ques-
tion on account of the commotion
winch the discussion on separate schools
ba,l given rise to. rioes ,:.y hon. friend


