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ing that nobody bas pleaded ia Frenchlinl
the courts of the Nýorthwvest Territories for
somne'years. Weii, we are not making a
tënmporary iaw here, for aire we making a
iaw for the few Frenchi Caniadians that are
now there. iWe are making a iaw for ail
time to coule, and why noi- leave the door
open so that when the flamber of French-
Canadiaus wili be increased there, they wll
find on the statute-books a provision for
the use of their language whieb they can
a'vail of. Wby flot give to these few French-
settiers, poor as they may be, the riglit to
piead before the courts of their countrY-
iu their own language. In the Yukon 'Ver-'
ritory, which is under the same iaw ais the
Northwest Territories, a year agio an t
tenipt was made by a judge to prevent a-
wan giving bis testimony la French, and,
the judge was obiiged to be reminded tbat
tbe man had that right under the iaw of
the land. Why sbonld we not be protected
against the same danger la future ? Weil,ý
Mr. Chairman, I go further ; even if 1
sbouid be exposed to the danger I bave
been exposed to during tbe iast few days
of being cailed a Frenchi demagogue, 1 ami
golng to move an ameadment to tbe motion
of my bon. friend ý(Mr. Monk), and it is l
these words:

That ail the words in the said amendmlent
beginning with the word 'provided ' be strueli
outý

tection of the chiidren as weii as to uphOid
the principles laid down as the basis of our
constitution, Nve sbould witbout restriction
and witbout equivocation make tbe French
language one of the officiai languages of
tbese provinces, aud nobody wll suifer by
it. Neither the English-speaking majority
tior tbe Britisil Crown wiii be impaired by
that-I will flot say by that concession-but
by the acknowiedgment of that principle
wlîîch is a basic principie of our constitu-
tion.

Mr. SPIIOULE. 1 shail ocupiy but a few
mioments deaiing with this question because
it seenis to mie tbat lu tbis age of the world
it will not be necessary to defenid at iength
the stand whieh I iatend to take. I do not
àgree with the bon. menmber (Mr. Bourassa)
either l bis logic or bis conclusions, both
of wbicb were mucb ait fanit. I happen to
tind myseif to-uigbt-it is a very rare thing
indeed-in agreemnent, witb tbe leader of
the government on a question of this kind.
We were together l 1896 on the great ques-
tion of provincial riglits, and we are to-
gether to-night on this questton of thp.
French language. Let me express the hope

1 lut before tbis Bill goes tbrough the right
lbon, gentleman will corne back to, bis posi-
tion of 1896 in defence of provincial riglits,
and then we will be absoiutely la accord ;
but 1 arn afraid lie is like the Indian who
iost bis wigwam. The hon. gentleman (Mr.

My object is clear and plain. 1 want the 1"oi p rsuanc e a soengemn
iawha to besuc as at wasm lug877eemvenntt

law to be as It is la t87e prvic wf Que entered into when Rupert's Land was ac-
be.InIh aw to be as it is intepoic fo Qlue- omred we sbouid continue tlue French Ian-
Dom.Io arlaenI the pa o eaia isfrti guage lu tbat territory. 1 bave not a very

Domnin ariaen. f hepaliment of u'lgou e d for these soiema agreements
1890 forgot the intention of the framiers (_ bi ehvebads uh bu o h
our federai constitution and of tbe North- Iq few w-eeks
%vest Territories constitution, that is no rea-
son wby now when we are legisiating for Sir WILFID LAURIER. We bave
the future we shouid not put into tbe con- kuiown that for Soulîe time.
stitution of tbe provinces of Alberta and
Saskatchewan the same provision as wie '-%r. SPROULE. Yes, and you agree withl
inserted la the constitution of the province Ille to-night !l tbat regard because you
of Manitoba. I have extended my remarks oxpressed exactiy the same sentiments
longer than I intended, becanse it seeins Io whicb 1 express. That sentiment is. tha-t If
me( that this Is a most important matter, wý,e are to do wb-at is rigbt we must deal
for it wili have its eifect upon the teacinig ivitb conditions as we find tbemn. and that
of Frenchlinl the schoo]s. I bave always alttiuougij qt one time tbe French' people la
known that there was no guarantee given tuie Nortîjuest Territories migbt bave been
ns by iaw wlth regard to the teacbing of in. the majority. they are to-day only four
French, but there are other guarantees than per cent of the population, 50 that it is 'Ibs;)-
are to be found in the actuai text or the Intel.) useless and neediess to maintain the
law. If we malte the French language one French language s0 far as the requiremients
0f tbe offiii languages of the provinces of, of tbe people in that country are concerned.
Alberta and Saskatchewan it wiii be a fur-4 Thieîe might be sornething ia favour of
ther reason wby French speaking fathers of tue argument tbat we sbould give an officiai
familles wiii, especiaily in separate sebools, language to tbe Germans or to tbe Russians
teneb French to their cbildren. 1lu tact, lecause theY are increaslng more rapidiy la
one of the reasons that were given l 1893 iproportion to the population, wbiie the
against the ordinances of 1892 wfl5, tfiat it lirellch are decreasing lu proportion to tihe
was against the spirit of the constitution of hcreàse of otiier nationalities.
these Territories to abolisb the teacbing of
al language whichl was acknowiedged ais anl Mr. BOURASSA. The Frenchi people are
officiai language by tbe constitution of that Increasing very rapidly in proportion to the
connitry. I therefore say tbat for the pro- population. Tbey were only two per ceat
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