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I will answer you by-and-by. The Solicitor
General says that I denounced the Prime
Minister because hie stated that he WaS
British to the core. The. Solicitor Generai'
neyer heard me make such an accusation in
my hf e. When 1 go on the publie platform
1 do not Indulge la any such smalîness'as
that. I bave heard It said, and It bas, been
publisied. ln the newspapers, biut I have
net eaid it. What do 1 care wliether hie is
British to the core or net ? My stateinent
hiere is that I arn a British subjcct and I
do flot want to be classifled as if I wcre
n Frenchrnan frein oid France. It Is not
that I do not respect the French, I arn
preud of my French origin, but I do sny
that if you describe the French Canadians
as Freach in a census report, then you are
net giviug a correct description of mcei
whosc ancestors have been living in this
country for 250 years. I arn a British sub-
ject and a Cnnadian and should be classed
as such. 1 arn proud to be a descendant
of the French race but I arn Canadian tlrst.

Mr. LAPOINTE. (Translation.) Is the hon.
member for Beauharneis asharncd to dlaim
bis Frendh ancestry '?

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) If the
hon. geatlemn understands English-

Mr. LAPOINTrE. (Translation.) Oh ! I
understaad it thoroughly.

"-%r. BERGEROYN. (Translation.) Then lie
must know that 1 arn just aft)er stating ln
English that 1 amrn ft ashamed te own up
to my Freunch origili. But I doa't sec why
I sheuki bc clas-sed among the Frendh iii
the census reports.

Mr. LAPOINTE. (Translation.) Thc Cea-
sus gives thc enigin of cvcry race of popu-
lation.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) I contend
that tIc classification is rnisleading. Whcn
a -stranger look*s over our statistice and be-
helds a race of population under thc headlng
of French, lie is led te belleve that thcy are
French emigrants, while they are Canadians
wlîose ancestors carne te settie in this couln-
try over twvo centuries, tigo

Mr. BOURASSA. 1 rise te a point of
order. This discussion is entirely eut side
of the clause before the cornrittec.

Mr. LEMIEUX. In view of the fact that
Uic constitution coafers no rights in regard
te the use ef the French language and tbat
a very srnall Frendh population inhabits thc
Northwest Territories, I do nlot thiulz the
motion of my hon. friend should bie accept-
ed. Net thlat I arn against thc dual systern ;
not t.hat I arn against the use of the Fren ch
ianguage ; net that 1 .vould net be very
happy te see the legisînture of the North-
west Territories adopt the Prendh language
as one of the officiai languages ; but bie-
causie I know that It le perfcctly uscless tc
aak for -more than is contnined withia the

tour corners of the constitution. Now, Sir,
after the legisiature of the NorthweSt Ter-
ritories had abolished the French language
ia 1892, no further action was taken by the
pariarnent of Canada. The parliarnt of
Canada, by adopting the arnendaient of Sir
John Thornpson, had pledged itself to confer
the principle of local autonorny in the .North-
west Territories wit>h regard to the dual sys-
tern. In these days the leaders representiflg
more especially the French Canadian popu-
lation-the Hon. Sir Hector Langevin, the
Hon. Sir Adolphe Chaplenu and thc Hon.
Sir Adolphe Caron-who had seats in this
House, neyer raised their voice to restore the
use of the French language ln the Northwcst
asscmbly, because at that tirne there %vas
net one French Canadian member !n that
assernbly, and to-day I believe there are
ealy twe, Mr. Prince and Mr. Lamibert. 1
have the evidence of one of the rnost eîni-
iient judges of the Nortlixvst Territories.
who, thoughi having an Irish narne, is French
Canadian at heart, Mr. Justice Prendergast,
to the effect that the French language has
neyer been used to his knowledge before the
courts of the Territories. 1 said a momient
ago that the Conservative party ia 1,892 bad
not rnoved in the matter at aIl, althaugli
letters and other documents had been sent
to Ottawa on the subject. My hon. fricnd
from Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) mnust re-
member a letter of Moniseigneur Grandiin to
the other bishops of Canada, wvhich was sent
to the Ottawa government in 1889. In that
letter Monseigneur Grandin declared that
the federal governrnent was responsible for
the persecution arising f rom the suppression
of the separate school systern and of the
French language in the schools. 1 aise find
ln the votes and proceedings of 1890 tnat
Mr. Arnyot asked the governrnent:

Whether they are aware that the f olloVing
letter bas been addressed by His Grace Mon-
seigneur Grandin te persons occupying a high
position ln the province of Quebec ?

The letter hie referred to was thc letter
of Monseigneur Grandin in which lic ac-
cused the Conservative government of the
day of having favollred the abolition of the
French language and the abolition of, the
separate schooi system. And yet rny hon.
friend from Beauharneis did not say a word
in protest.

Mr. BERGERON. What was the answer
to that ? Tliere was an answer

Mr. LEMIEUX. No.

Mr. BERGERON. What page is that ?

Mr. LEMIEUX. Page 84 of the Votes and
Proceedings of 1890. It is wcll knowl' that
no answer was made by Uic governiiielt.

Mr. BERGERON. Thàt was oniy a notice
of motion ? If there wvas an answer it
would be in 'Hýansard'1?

-.Mr. LEMIEUX. At ail events, the hon.
*membýer for Jacques cartier cornes before
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