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BETTER UNDERSTANDING MEETING. \

At the instance of the President of the Canadian /
I
VFraternal Association, Mr. W.C.Mikel, E.C., representatives 

of the Fraternal Societies forming the Association met 

at Belleville on July 25th and 26th, 1919, for the purpose 

of discussing ways and means to arrive at a better under

standing between French and English

The following representatives
W. C. Mikel jeKlc.
Lyman Dee
Alexander MacGillivray
R. W. Hawkins
Alexander Moore
Dr. 3. 0. Platt
Rodolphe Bedard
E. T. Essery, K.C.
G. J. Tessier
C. J. Foy
Aurelien Belanger,M.A.,L.Ph.
Chas. Duquette
E. H. Godin
W. G. Strong

FIRST DAY :

July 25th, 1918.

MR. MIKEL : Gentlemen, we have no procedure. This 

meeting is of course entirely without precedent. It is not, 

strictly speaking, a meeting of the Canadian Fraternal 

Association, it is simply a meeting of representatives of the 

societies that form that Association, and 1 presume that this 

meeting has the right to select its own Chairman and its 

own Secretary, and perhaps to get the meeting organized the 

first thing we might do would be to appoint a Chairman. 

Therefore I would ask you to nominate a Chairman.

HR. FOY : I propose that Mr. Mikel, the President 

of the Canadian Fraternal Association, be the Chairman of 

this meeting.
31 • '

Duly seconded and carried.
32

THE CH7TRMAN : I thank you gentlemen.
33

We have here one of the Official Court Reporters of the
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Province who will take down the proceedings verbatim, but if

- you think it necessary that we should have a Secretary

3 of the meeting to transcribe the proceedings, apart from

4 any debate that takes place, it would be open to you to

5 select a secretary. If you do not think it necessary now,

6 why, we can appoint one later on if we so desire.

7. A REPRESENTATIVE : I do not see the necessity of

8 having a Secretary, Mr. Chairman.

9 THE CHAIRMAN : We have no formal programme for this

10 meeting, but Lieutenant Cplonel Malloy, who is a member of the

11 Executive of the Bonne Entente — the organisation that

12 started sometime ago and did some excellent work — is here

13 with us to bring greetings from that organization, and also

14 to say what he thinks in reference to our gathering, and

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

29

30

31

32

I would therefore ask as an opening feature of our meeting 

that he should address us. (Applause).

LIEUT-COL. MULLOY : Mr. President and Gentlemen

Let me say at once that it gives me a great deal of pleasure 

as representing the Executive of the Bonne Entente to meet 

here with you, and that I am voicing the sentiments not 

only of every member of the Bonne Entente but of all thinking 

people of goodwill in this country when I wish you Godspeed 

in your efforts. (Hear, hear.) That the time is ripe for 

action I think no one doubts.

In order that we may start from a common basis I am 

going to say a few words as to the situation in Canada as I 

see it, and if you gentlemen gathered here from widely 

separated points, each with his own circle of influence and 

with the wider influence of the organizations which each 

represents, can be got to see this thing as I see it, I am 

sure that great and far-reaching goodjwill result from your 

gathering.

Here is an incident which I sometimes relate because 

it brings out some truths that we are apt to forget. I had 
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in 1913 fifty-six boys in the Royp.l Military College - bright 

lads, not chosen by appointment but by a system of competitive 

examination, hand-picked from all over Canada - and I asked 

them this question, striving to get the measure of the 

thought-initiative of the individual lad : By what right do 

seven millions of Canadians occupy a territory equal to the 

great Continent of Europe, while in Europe there are 

three hundred and fifty millions of people, more highly 

organized, better educated and more cultured in many cases ? 

The answers I got briefly were something like this. First 

they said, "But this is not as valuable as Europe." "Oh 

yes" I said,"it is." And it is, gentlemen; do not forget 

that. Take the precious metals — we have a mineralized area 

which we have just scratched. In Cobalt we have the 

greatest silver-producing camp in the world* Ninety per 

cent of the world’s nickel is in Ontario alone, and some 80 

per cent of the world’s asbestos is in Ontario and Quebec.

Our inland and coast fisheries have no compare. We have 

immense timber reserves and iron and coal desposits, in 

fact 14 per d'ent of the world’s lignite is in the Province of 

Alberta alone. We have said, "This is ours and we shall 

develop it for ourselves, our children and our children’s 

children." Shall we ? We must know by what right we 

have all these riches.

One boy’s answer, and it was only a foolish answer, was 

this : "Our right is the right of a superior people." 

Another boy said : "Our right is the right of the first- 

comers." I said, "What about that ?" "That is not right" 

said a lad, "France came before us and the North American 

Indians before France, the mound-builders before the North
o

American Indians find before the mound builders undoubtedly 

somebody else, and the history of the world is that the so- 

called first-comers have been dispossessed by the so-called 



Nelson R. Butcher & Co.
STENOGRAPHERS. 4

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

second-comers." Where are the Carthlgmians and the 

Romans and the Syrians and the Macedonians ? They are gone, 

and, gentlemen, they went because they forgot certain 

things. Another boy said : "Our right is by International 

consent." I said, "What is the matter with that ? That 

looks good to me." "Well" a boy said, "International consent 

is only good so long as they consent." (Laughter). The 

very word "consent'1 implies the power to withdraw it.

" International consent" said another lad, "did not save 

Poland to the Poles, nor Alsace Lorraine to the French nor 

Texas to the Mexicans. I guess it would not save Canada to 

the Canadians then." I said, "Then International consent is 

no good. We must have some right. What i s it ? One of 

the boys said, "Our right to Canada if challenged lies 

ultimately in our ability to hold our country against all 

comers." He was right, and he has since laid down his life 

for it.

Here is our position : A marvellous heritage for only 

seven or eight million people. Our country is very thinly 

populated. Not only that, but we are heterogeneous and diverse 

in the racial elements which go to form our nation. For 

don’t forget that the State of Canada is not composed of 

mountains and lakes and plains and rich mineral wealth and 

vast forest resources; the State of Canada is made up of 

men, women and children. We are no larger as a State than if 

we all lived in the Province of Nova Scotia; but we have a 

vastly greater heritage, and with that heritage a vastly 

greater responsibility.

I spoke of the heterogeneous character of our popiil- 

ation. A member of the Bible Society told me a year or two 

ago that in Canada the Bible was printed in 107 different 

languages. Grasp that I Not only that, gentlemen, but 

geography, if you will, is against us. We are divided by

j
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1 geography into various partially isolated areas, whose
2

economic needs are not only divergent hut very often in
3 actual conflict.

from the rest of

miles long which

The Coast Range separates British Columbia
4 Canada; the Middle West; another area 400 
5 does not originate a dollar of freight
6 traffic; and then you have Ontario and Quebec stretching
7 down into the United States. I say stretching down into
8 the United States, because if you drew a straight line from
9 the American City of Portland, Maine,to the American City of

Duluth, Minnesota, it would pass 120 miies north of the City

12

13

miles south of the City of Montreal.

I say we are divided by geography into various partially!

of Toronto and 100

isolated areas whose economic needs are not only divergent
14 but somewhat in conflict, and there has been in the past
15 25 years no subject of more entrancing interest to the student

of economic geography than the nation of Canada, because
17 we have willed that we will become a nation and we have
18 forced trade where nature said the opposite, and up to this
19 point we haee succeeded.

20

us to

How, with this heritage and. with the responsibility upon 

develop it and with the knowledge in the back of our

22 minds at least that there is no permanent greatness for

23 a nation except its life socially and politically be based

24 upon those eternal verities of liberty, justice and opportun-

25 ity for all, we have allowed the two great races which form

26 the foundation stock of the nation that is to be to get into

27 a most disagreeable and unseemly family brawl.

28 The object of your meeting is the promotion of a better
29 understanding. We all know what
30 respect and toleration mean in a
31 and in a, state, and the stricken

good understanding, mutual 

family, in a municipality
\fields of Europe today ■*

32

33

testify what the lack of it means between nations. 4>s a 

teacher of history I have had occasion to look into wars
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1

2
civil as well as international, an I I have made the statement 

before, and. I make it here, that every occasion of prolonged
3

4

5

6

i

8

9

10

civil strife is due to a generation of men who were so 

intent upon their business, their own selfish business, that 

they forgot the a, b, c of political economy.

Take that most sanguinary struggle, the Sivil War in 

the Unites States,and look at it without prejudice, as we can 

in the clear perspective of fifty years later when things get 

into their proper place, foreground or background. We know 

today that the United States could have paid every slave

11 holder thrice over for every slave he had and thus put him on

12

13

14

15

16

Easy Street, and they would have still had enough money to 

build three transcontinental railways and a lot left over 

to devote to social and domestic policies. But what happened ? 

Serious, sensible men were busy in a nation of thirty 

millions of people, they were too busy, while agitators,

17

18

political and otherwise, got to work and things drifted until 

it was too late to save the day, until each side began to

19 hate the other so thoroughly that moderation vanished and

20 an amicable settlement was impossible.

21

22

23

Now, Mr. Smith does not know Mr. Brown. If somebody 

comes along and tells Mr. Smith that Mr. Brorm is such and 

such a kind of man Mr. Smith may believe it, but if he knows

24 Mr. Brown thoroughly he will be able to say, "You are wrong;

25 I know thi man." Ignorance is the father of prejudice, and

26 knowledge is the great pioneer for most of our difficulties —

27

28

29

knowledge of each other.

How are we going to get that knowledge ? That is the

position we were in in 1914, 1915 and 1916, and as I want to

30 give you a brief historical outline of the Bonne Entente I

31

32

33

will get on to that. We discovered things drifting into, ;

as we thought, a dangerous situation. Two or three of us

were at luncheon out at the Mississauga Club in Toronto, end

■-L
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1 one man said, ”1 would, like to take 50 Ontario men down to

2 Montreal just to show them that the French Canadian does not

3 grow horns.’1 And someone said, "Yes, and if we could bring

4 50 French Canadians up here and show them that we do not

5 J sit up at nights to bark, it would be a good thing.” It was

6 started. I was sent down to Quebec to 'ind out how the

7 proposal would be accepted. There was another man sent, but I

8 can only speak of my own reception. Everywhere I was received

9 with courtesy and the proposition for a better understanding

10 got the most cordial reception from everyone, from the Lieuten-

11 ant-Governor down. The feeling was unanimous that some-

12 thing ought to be done, and we arranged to take 50 men from

13 Toronto, Hamilton and other points. We went down, and I am

14 sorry, gentlemen, that I am not an orator, that I have not

15 the power to picture to you the reception we received.

K5 Briefly, there were fifty of us. I think we had to 

17 invite about 150 to get the 50, because at the last hour 

is they began to find all sorts of excuses, they were nervous,

19 but we did succeed in getting 50 men. They got off the train

20 at Montreal so nervous that I believe if anybody had exploded

21 a fire-cracker they would all have run back to the car.

(Laughter). We were met by a group of French Canadian gantle-

23 men from Montreal at eight o’clock in the morning, men who did

24 not have to be up and out so early, and they took us in their

25 cars to the Place Viger Hotel, and at half past nine they met

26 us again and took us around the City. We were formally

27 welcomed by the Mayor, the bylaw was suspended so we could

28 run the automobiles on the Mountain, we were lunched at

29 Mount Royal, and we visited their bilinguial schools and

30 their technical schools. We saw the boys at work, boys

31 in schools where instruction in the forenoon was in English

32 and in the afternoon in French, where all communication

33 was in English for half the day and for the other half all
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in French. We went back to our hotel in time to dress for a 

splendid banquet that evening, and I wish you had been there— 

some of you may have been there — to hear the speeches.

They were all in English I may say. The next morning a special 

train was waiting for us. We went to pay our bills — they 

were already paid. We journeyed to Three Rivers for luncheon, 

and then proceeded to old Quebec. There we had another 

magnificent banquet in the Chateau Frontenac. The following 

day we went up to the Asbestos Mines and then to Sherbrooke, 

and I think Sherbrooke was the culminating point. Father
/

Cannier of the Seminary opened the banquet and the boys of 

the Seminary acted as waiters. One of our visits at Sherbrooke 

was to a school under one of the religious orders run by 

Sisters. We were met by the Mother Superior and the Sisters. 

The girls, dressed in white, were banked on a stage and they 

gave us a musical entertainment, but first a young girl, about 

16 or 17 years of age, came up and in what I was told was 

most excellent FraQCLh welcomed us. Then she said, "And if you 

don’t mind I will now welcome you in a few words of your own 

language," and without any more accent than I am using now

she welcomed us in the doicest of English. (Applause). I can 

assure you, gentlemen, that there was not a man there that 

did not wish that his daughter or his sister had the facility 

of that young lady.

The result of the trip was to neutralize forever in the 

minds of those fifty men much, if not all, of the prejudice 

and suspicion that they had entertained. Mind you, we had men 

who came there and said, "I am not going further than Montreal* 

I am just going to tell those fellows down there what I think." 

Well, they went home the keenest advocates of a Bonne Entente 

or better understanding.

You know the visit was returned when about 100 of the 

leading Ffench Canadians came to Toronto and at a banquet 
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of about 600 or 700 Sir Lomer Gouin, Sir William Hearst, Mr. 

Newton Rowell and others spoke. They then went to Hamilton, 

where they had a quiet informal meeting addressed by several 

of our visitors, and every question, every insult or charge 

that had been levelled against the French Canadian was taken 

up quietly, without passion, and answered in a way that moved 

everyone to tears and convinced all of the falsity and the 

baseness of those calumnious attacks.

That is the history of the Bonne Entente as far as it has 

gone. later we formed an organization, known as the "Win the 

War and National Unity Organization." We had a convention 

in Montreal attended by about 700 men and women from all over 

Canada. There were 17 from British Columbia, 15 from Prince 

Edward Island, and. so on, and about 200. each from Ontario and 

Quebec. On that occasion we again had a trip down to Three 

Rivers and back by boat, and those who were on that trip 

also had their eyes opened.

Now then, I have finished with the historical outline. 

Let me come back and say a word on the present situation. I 

do not know if you have any definite programme, Mr.Chairman, 

but I have been trying to let you see the matter as I see it. 

Let me point out somo of the dangers of the situation. I have 

said something about out population, and you can see at once 

that it is axiomatic that it would be little less than a 

catastrophe for those two races which are the foundation stock 

for any nation that is to be to get quarrelling and misunder

standing each other.

But here is another danger. Whether the Press of 

Ontario and Quebec see the exact result of their action or not, 

there is no question in my mind that the Press must take a 

large share of responsibility for the estranged feeling today 

between the two races in Canada. They will tell you it is 

good business. Well, perhaps we will have to show them that
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it is good business not to pursue that policy. But the 

difficulty lies here, that when any hot-headed fanatic, the 

most irresponsible man in Quebec or Ontario uses provocative 

or inflammatory language the Press instead of ignoring him 

gives him a prominence in their columns out of all proportion 

to his influence. For instance, let such a hot-head, if he 

is from Ontario, get up and say, "We propose to march 200,000 

Orangemen down to Montreal,” the French Canadian papers 

print it in great big outlines, and we, the thinking men of 

Ontario, are judged by that. Let some man in French Canada, 

with a penchant for cheap notoriety, say, "We are going to 

break Confederation,” every paper in Ontario will put it 

in big headlines. And the papers say that that is good 

business.

Now, the crux of the difficulty lies here. We all know 

that the first law of nature is self-preservation. Based 

right next to self-preservation is race consciousness, and when 

you say anything that affects the race you rally your crowd 

together, no matter what your own sins are. You get my point? 

Race consciousness, like charity, will cover a multitude of 

sins.

If you can make a French Canadian believe that he is 

being persecuted, Prussianized over, he would not be a man if 

he did not stand up for his own. If you convince him that we 

are striving to drive his language out of this country -- as 

some of them believe — he would not be a man worthy of myv 

respect or yours if he did not stand up for his rights. If
X 

you convince an Ontario man that the French Canadian is 

determined to make Ontario French, the Ontario man would not 

be a citizen worthy of the name if he did not t&ke steps to 

protect himself. And so we have the agitator, the sensational 

ist in each Province making the calls that nevertheless appeal 

to race consciousness and driving each race into a solid 
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phdanx the one against the other. Mr. Asquith has very aptly 

described the sensationalist as a man of high credulity and low 

intelligence.

What is to be done ? At bottom there is no difficulty 

whatsoever. Take it from me or take it from hundreds of men 

who know the French Canadian and the English Canadian, there 

is no difficulty, ^he Bilinguial question, which is a very 

controversial question, presents no difficulty to men of good

will. Quoting Senator Beaubien and Senator Dandurand and 

Sir George Garneau, Sir Lomer Gouin and scores of other 

French Canadian leaders, there’ is not a French Canadian in 

Ontario today who does not insist upon his boy learning 

English, and learning it well - (Hear, hear) - and the French 

Canadian men wbo are here will support me in that. They 

want their boys to learn English as they teach it to them 

in Quebec, and they want them to learn it well. What next ? 

We cannot out-Hun the Prussian. The greatest dictator that 

ever lived never had power to prevent a ehild lisping the 

language he learned at his mother’s breast.

Well, what next ? The French Canadian will speak 

his own language anyway, don’t forget that. Is it any asset 

to this Province or to any Province that he speak it ungram

matically ? Is it any asset to us as a state that he does 

not learn the grammar and the literature of his own beautiful 

mother tongue ? It certainly is not. And taking their 

leaders’ word for it, all they ask is that they have an 

opportunity to learn their own mother tongue, and to learn it 

properly so they can understand its literature and its 

past. Well, there is no asset to anybody in forbidding them
' • • . \\x

that. Then the whole matter respites itself into getting 

the right kind of teacher for the Bilinguial school, and that 

presents no difficulty to men of goodwill.

I think I have said enough. I am strong for the Bonne

"\
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Entente. While I was back home this week the” Winchester Press!*, 

came to hand. Winchester is a little village and was my 

home town until I was grown up. In its columns was an 

inquiry from a man in Saskatchewan saying that he had read 

in the Western papers about e certain incident and asking 

if it were true. ’The "Winchester Press" said it was time.

The article in question was concerning the late Honorable 

Andrew Broder , who was, as most of you know, a lifelong 

Orangeman, as was my father. When Mr. Broder was in the 

Village of Winchester in the produce business before he was 

Member of Parliament there came to him one Sunday morning a 

poor woman, one Bridget Gallagher, a Roman Catholic, who said 

to him, "Do you know of any place where Father So and So can 

celebrate Mass ? Is there a hall ?" Winchester then was just 

four corners with few stores and few churches. Mr. Broder 

said, "There is nothing but the churches and the Orange Hall, 

but if Father So-and-So will accept the Orange Hall he is free 

to have it." And I want to take off my hat to the priest, 

whoever he was, as I take it off to the Honorable Andrew 

Broder. He did celebrate Mass in the Orange Hall. All honor 

to him. (Applause).

There is no forgetting the fact that the pioneers who 

first touched the shores of this Continent came for freedom to 

worship God as each pleased and as each saw fit, and that is 

the kind of understanding which we need in oui? intercourse with 

our French Canadians.
* ■ ■ V-v

If there are any questions you wish to ask me, I shall 

be happy to answer them.
V ’-A.'

THE CHAIRMAN : Gentlemen, are there any questions 

which you would care to ask Colonel Mulloy ?

LIEUT-COL. MULLOY : The subject is so large that I

could only touch the fringe of it.

THE CHAIRMAN : While Colonel Mulloy is with us he Will
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very glad to give any information in his power.

Colonel Mulloy, as you have opened the meeting it may

appropriate now for me to offer come words of welcome

President of the Fraternal Association.

It is my pleasure, gentlemen, as President of the

Canadian Fraternal Association, to welcome

atives of the fraternal orders forming the

Association, coming from various points of

you,the represent-

Canadian Fraternal

Canada to Bell evillei

with the one object of endeavoring to bring ebout a "Better

Understanding" between the French speaking Canadians and

the English speaking Canadians.

You have made considerable sacrifices

money to he here, evincing your interest in

meeting which is truly patriotic and of the

of both time and

the object of the

highest import

1
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4

5

6

7

8

9

15 ance to" the welfare of Canada.

16 You are all Canadians, and to be a Canadian means more

17 now than it did before the war. We werd regarded as a peace

18 ful people whose lives ran quiet as the brook, content to

19 follow our pastoral and industrial pursuits in the fields,

20 the forests, the fisheries, the factories and the mines.

21 The ties of Empire were light as air, and the enemy thought

22 one blow would shatter them. He has learned, and the world

23 has those bonds of Empire

24 were stronger than steel because they were made of the hearts

25 of the people

26 When our peaceful Canadian boys went to war for liberty

27 and the Empire they established the reputation of having no

29 St. Julien Ceneral French said,

30 know that when you held, the line that day you saved the

31 British Empire. Your record will go down as one of the mos t

32 splendid in British history." Those boys from our Cana dial

/ 33 homes, from the Lodges which we represent today, by their
ll I '.

28
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blood and by their heroism placed the name of Canada 

high in the Halls of Fame. Again when our Canadian brothers, 

many of them from the Fraternal Societies which form the 

Canadian Fraternal Association, won the day at Festubert, 

Givenchy, Ypres, Pas&hendaele and went over the top at 

Vimy Ridge, we were proud of our boys. Yes, we are proud 

of our boys at the front and this should inspire us at home 

to do everything in our power to make these boys at the front 

proud of us.

Assistance has been and is being sent these noble boys 

in men, money and munitions. Provision has been made to take 

care of their dear ones at home while the toys are away, 

and also to take care of those boys who come back suffering 

from the results of the war, as well as of the dependents of 

those who loved honour $ore than they feared death and made 

the supreme sacrifice. There is one way by which we can 

make our boys at the front proud of us : That is, promote a 

better understanding among the people at home. It will be 

sad. to have these splendid heroes come back to the people 

for whom they have been fighting only to find the people 

quarrelling among themselves.

All classes of Canadians have made sacrifices for 

Canada, the native born and the newcomer. The early French 

settlers and also the noble patriots who left comfortable 

homes in the United States after the close of the American 

revolutionary war and came to this country when it was a 

wilderness so that they might live under the Union Jack. 

There is an incident in the early history of Canada that is 

most interesting. When the war was going on between the 

newly formed United States and Great Britain at a time when 

an American army was in hostile occupation of Montreal, the 

States sent a Commission to Canada consisting of Benjamin
• ’ ■ ■ \

Franklin and Messrs. Chase and Carroll to endeavor to persuade

z

■’ z '■ ’ :
z' ' ' ' ■
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Canada to throw her lot in with the newly formed Republic. 

Notwithstanding the fact that France and Great Britain were 

at the time most unfriendly and notwithstanding that Carroll 

was a brother of the first Roman Catholic Arch-Bishop of the 

United States, and most of the French Canadians were Roman 

Catholics and were in the majority in Canada, still they 

remained true to the Empire.

In the war of 1812-15 between Great Britain and the

United States a similar incident occurred with a similar
10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

result.

At the time when Confederation was being considered

Sir George E. Cartier and Sir Etien P. Tasche openly advocated

Confederation on the ground

various Provinces which now

drift away from the Empire

that if it was not adopted the

form Canada wbuld ultimately

The blood which today runs

through the veins of the people of the Province of Quebec is

the same as that

of other days.

The people

two such peoples

which coursed in the veins of those patriots

of a country which had for its early settlers

as are above referred to,and which has

added to so largely by persons from the Mother country,

be able to dwell in harmony as to all things essential.

been

should

One of the difficulties of the situation is the fact 

that the people of the Province of Quebec and the rest of

the Dominion mingle so little with each other and have so
'/ \ \ 

acquaintance. Want of intercourse between the peoplelittle

of the

causes

North and Sputh is regarded

of the American Civil War.

as one of the principal

Redpath the Historian,

war, says, "From want ofin dealing with the causes of this

acquaintances the people without intending it became estranged# 

jealous and suspicious. They misjudged each other’s motives.

'X

They misrepresented each other’s beliefs ahd purposes; they 

suspected each other of dishonesty and illwill. Before the
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outbreak of the war the people of the two sections looked upon 

each other almost in the light of separate nations." Unfort

unately conditions in Canada have been assuming a somewhat 

similar position though not so grave. It is therefore of the 

highest importance that reasonable men from all parts of 

Canada should look this matter fully in the face and bend 

their energies towards arriving at a better understanding.

The hearts of the people are right, and if the people 

knew each other better and understood each other better there 

would be less trouble, because no Canadian desires to see 

Canada tasm assunder and kept in turmoil and strife. Knowledge 

is perhaps the key to the situation. It may be that our 

public men and our newspapers have not always taken the 

trouble to disseminate that knowledge. Then let the Fraternal^ 

Societies by their Lodges supply that knowledge to the people. 

Macaulay says in hts "Leys of Ancient Rome" :-

"Then none were for the party,

Then all were for the state;

Then the great man helped the poor,

Then the poor man helped the great;

Then the lands were fairly portioned,

Then spoils were fairly sold;

Then Romans were like brothers

In the brave days of old."

As time goes on the present will certainly be regarded 

by those who come after us as "The brave days of old." Let us 

deal with this question in such a way that fulrare Canadians 

can say : "Then Canadians were like brothers, in the brave 

days of old."
' •A'-- ?

I hope this nry be the first of many meetings of a similar 

kind that will be held throughout Canada in the future, and also
... • '• * " *_/•< I

that this important matter may be taken up in all the lodges
< I ’

of the various fraternal societies of Canada. Then Traternalism
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1

2

will be doing a work of which it may well hr proud and which 

may result in :
3 "A union of lakes, a union of lands,
4

5

And of Empire that none can sever,

A union of hearts, a union of hands.

6 And the Flag of our Union for ever."

7 We have no regular programme for this meeting, but His

8 Worship, Mayor Dr. Platt, is present with us, and while he

9 represents one of the fraternal societies, I believe he is here

10 in his official capacity as Mayor to welcome this gathering of

11 representatives. If you are ready, Doctor, we will be very

12 glad to hear from you. (Applause).

13 I would also like to ask Mr. Napoleon Champagne,

14 Controller of the City of Ottawa, and e±-M.P.P. to reply to

15 the civic welcome.

16 MAYOR PLATT : Mr. President and Gentlemen : This is

17 one of the most delightful duties it has ever been my pleasure

18 to perform, the extending to you a hearty welcome to

19

20

21

22

oufc City. I do not intend to take up much of your time,

for I know there are those present who are far more capable and 

more fully cognizant of the aims and objects of this meeting.

This I must confess, to my mind at least, is an epobh-

23 making gathering, for what could be more momentous for a

24 country than the striving of its best citizens to woik out

25

26

a plan whereby harmony and concord may reign among its 

people ? This meeting I hope will be the birthplace of a

27 better understanding between the French and English-speaking

28 Canadians.

29 You are here then to determine how best you can draw

30 together in the bonds of peace and friendship tho two great rae
- ' • X'

31 es of our country. What a noble ideal ! Its consummation

32

33

will mean much for the people of our land for all time to 

come. We may dwell in different provinces, but we have a
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1 common country whose welfare affects us both. We may differ

in language and customs, but our ideals should be the same.

3 We may worship at different shrines, but we must all be guided

4 by the eternal principles of the moral law, for that alone

5 will make our nation great. Then let us rule out everything

6 disagreeable, for we know that internal dissension is the

7 cankering worm that saps out the foundations of a country’s

8 greatness. It is only by the eradication of this that we

3 can have a happy and a contented people. Let us look

10 our differences squarely in the face, and in the spirit of

11 mutual concession let us walk along the path of peace together®

12 - That great English statesman, John Bright, spoke

13 words of wisdom when he said, "The nation in every country

14 dwells in the cottage; and unless the light of your constit-

15 ution can shine there, unless the beauty of your legis

ts lation and the excellence of your statesmanship ere impressed

17 there on the feelings and condition of the people, rely

18 upon it you have yet to learn the duties of government.” x

19 It is true that the feuds of our ancestors lasted

•20 through many generations. But what of that ? The wars

•2i between England and France have been many and bitter. Our

•22 forefathers fought upon the Plains of Abraham, but that is

23 forgotten,in the sp^hndid monument erected in Quebec to

24 the common fame of the heroic Montcalm and the gallant Wolfe.

25 Englishmen and Ffenchmen have marched together

26 triumphantly on the banks cf the Alma, on the Heights of

27 Inkerman, and at Sebastopol. Our sons for four long years

28 have stood together on the battlefields of grand old France;

29 the land that has ever stood for liberty; backed up by the

30 freedom-loving sons of dear old England. They are there

31 fighting and bleeding and dying that the blessings of

32 civilization shall not perish from the earth. If then our

33 sons can stand as one through all the clouds cf dust and
• #. V

smoke of battle, through all the storm of shot and shell,
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through all the scenes of fire and blood against the tyrant 

of Europe, then I see no reason why we cannot sink our petty 

differences and inarch forward to obtain peaceful victories 

at home.

I am sure we are all loyal to the British flag, that 

flag that has been the herald of a brighter and a better day 

wherever its folds unfurl. It is the pledge of freedom, of 

justice, of ordef, of civilization. All who sigh for 

the triumph of truth and righteousness, love, respect and 

salute it, and remembering what our flag stands for, let 

us be generous each to the other. I know that in all your 

deliberations there will be the utmost courtesy and the 

kindliest of feelings towards one another. Your aim and 

object will be simply a better understanding, and with 

this noble purpose in view I have, on behalf of the citizens 

of Belleville, the greatest pleasure in extending to you 

a special welcome from the heart of everyone of us, and 

kiay your efforts be. crowned with success.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : Mr. Mayor and gentlemen : I must

thank you, Mr. Mayor, very cordially and very warmly for 

your kind welcome.

I have listened with very deep interest to the remarks 

of Mr. Mulloy. He reminded me of a very good friend of mine, 

Air. Andrew Broder. I must say that I agree with about nine- 

tenths of what Mr* Mulloy has said. x V

I am somewhat like' a fish out of water in this Bonne \ 

Entente business here, because I happen to be an Ontario 

Frenchman.(Laughter). Of course, some people say that that

is a great improvement on the Quebec Frenchman.(Renewed 

laughter) When I was in the Legislature in Toronto I was 

several times asked if the Parisians could understand my 

French. Lately when the Blue Pevile came to Ottawa I had 

the honor to be selected to deliver the speech of welcome in 
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French, and strange to say after I had spoken a few words thgr 

started to applaud me. That was a very serious thing I 

I was not speaking Parisian French I was speaking in our 

Lower Town French of the City of Ottawa — and I was under

stood. We are told in Toronto that we speak what they are 

pleased to call patois, but they don’t know what they are 

talking about. We pride ourselves on our patois, because 

patois means the language of our ancestors. But what our 

English-speaking friends really intend to say is that we 

speak a jargon. That would be another thing. We say we 

speak our patois, but we draw the line at jargon.(Laughter).

As I say, I am an Ontario Frenchman. To show you 

what the Bonne Entente is in the City of Ottawa, at the last 

municipal election I headed the poll for Controllers by 

609 votes. A French Canadian heading the poll in the 

capital of Canada I If there is any spirit of Bonne Entente 

anywhere I think it is in the City of Ottawa. We are a 

cosmopolitan city. We have some Scotchmen, we have ao me 

Englishmen, one-third perhaps are Frenchmen, and we have got 

some Irishmen. Since Mayor Fisher’s absence from the City on 

the 27th of July I have been Mayor.

THE CHAIRMAN : I did not know that.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : I am a most plain unassuming man. 

(Laughter) But I am Mayor and Controller.

I think we should be cautious about interference. Here 

in Ontario French Canadians may have some grievances, but in 

time they will right themselves, and we might as well be left 

alone for a while. We French Canadians of Ontario will try 

to do the best we can to foster the spirit of good fellowship 

which already exists.

I can repeat what Mr. Mulloy has said, that the whole 

of the French people and the whole of the English people
■

cannot be judged by a few hotheads who are fomenting 

trouble for a purpose and who represent perhaps only two or

: \
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1 three per cent of their nationalities. They cause all the

2 trouble and all the strife, and they are dangerous people.

3 I have given you Ottawa as an ezsnple of the Bonne Entente that

4 should obtain all over the Dominion, and it is possible in

5 Ottawa because we know one another. If there is any trouble

(5 we shake hands over it and say, ’’Can this be arranged ?” We

7 don’t start to blackguard the English-speaking people, and th$r

8 don’t start to blackguard us.

9 I think meetings of this kind will be conducive to

10 removing misunderstandings and promoting a feeling of

jl good fellowship between our English and French speaking

12 branches. Of course, perfection is not the lot of humanity,

13 there are always some faults, but all grievances can be

)4 adjusted between reasonable men. Unfortunately we have to

15 deal with another class of men whose interest it is that

10 these matters should not be settled. However, given sound-

17 minded reasonable men I don’t think we are so far apart that

18 the gap cannot be bridged.

I read in some of the papers published in this Province

,?j; that the Frenchmen are disloyal. Disloyal to whom ? Where

9J are we going to go ? The English have got England to return

29 to, the Scotch have got Scotland and the Irish Ireland; but we

23 cannot go back anywhere, we must stay here. We would be

94 unknown in France. This country is ours, and I do not see 

the sense of saying that Frentfh Canadians are disloyal. Per-

9(. haps we did not grasp the war situation as quickly as our English 

brothers, but the feeling is improving enormously in Quebec. 

Even some of those who may be lukewarm about the war will say

99 No emphatically when you ask them, ”Do you want the Germans to 

win ?” You will find that the case among at least 95 per 

cent. This is another way of expressing the loyalty of the

.j9 people.

oo I heard Mr. Mullfcy say that the French Canadian - people 
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want their sons to learn English. In the Lower Town ward of 

Ottawa, which is all French, nine-tenths of the people speak

3 and write the English language, and if you go to a party 

about nine-tenths of the songs are in English. But of course

° if these men are going to be made martyrs of, why, lit is

6 a different story altogether. There may be a few young people 

and a few old who do not speak English, but to my mind they

8 comprise less than 9 per cent of the French Canadians. As

9 you know, Mr. Chairman, sometimes I have meddled in politics,

10 and I have travelled through both Provinces, especially

the Eastern part of Ontario , and I know of no place where

1*2 the young ones do not speak English, and they are glad that

13 they have got to know the language.

14 It is sometimes said that we would like to make Ontario

15 a French province. Surely no sane man could say a thing like 

that. We are one out of twelve in Ontario and the English

17 people can easily hold their own. There is no such intention 

on the part of Ontario French Canadians, and if any of our

19 Quebec brothers have ideas like that they do not know what

they are talking about.

21 I think, Mr. Chairman, that these Bonne Entente meetings

22 will do good. The more we know one another the better we shall

•23 get along together. The only thing I wish is that the people

Z 24 of Quebec and the people of Ontario may ultimately be as

25 friendly and cordial in their relations as we French and English-

26 speaking Canadians are in the City of Ottawa. (Applause).

27 THE CHAIRMAN : Gentlemen, Lieutenant-Colonel Ponton is

28 present not only as a representative of one of the fraternal

29 societies but also to welcome us on behalf of the local

30 societies. Lieutenant-Colonel Ponton is the second

31 highest officer in the Grand Masonic Lodge of Ontario, and

32 he is also prominent in other circles. He has a son back from

33 the Front and is a gentleman whom we all esteem here. I will 
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ask him to convey to you a message of welcome from the local 

fraternal societies, and I would ask ex-Mayor Lavallee of 

Montreal to reply.

LIEUT-COL. PONTON : Mr .. President and Gentlemen :

5 I am sure that you have had a warm welcome.

6 Canada is said to be the melting pot of the world.

7 I have never taken very kindly to that political phrase.

8 I suppose it means that all nationalities are merged together

9 in one melting pot. You may think perhaps when you feel

the sun here today that yOu have come to the centre of the 

melting pot at least.(Laughter). I would rather have

Canada as a great laboratory where all are working together

for a purpose, coining coins that ring true. The melting 

pot results in too much residuum, too much mixture in 

which men do not retain their own characteristics. I really 

believe that one of the delights of living in Canada is

that we all retain our own individuality, as each retains 

a memory Of his ancestors, as each retains a cordial 

appreciation of the virtues of others. We at least reserve 

that priceless liberty of making our own mistakes in Canada. 

It has been well said that we have the priceless liberty of

doing all the good we can in the centre of each concentric 

circle in w^ich we move*

I do feel that I can perhaps speak to you here who

come from the good old French stock, and you who come from 

the good old British stock, wuite appropriately as represent

ing not merely those local societies to which Mr. Mikel 

referred, but as representing also our local Board of Trade 

in the absence of our President and Vice-Ptesident — our 

Board of Trade that is on the happiest terms of relation

ship with the Chambre du Commerce of Quebec and the CJsnbre du 

Commerce of Montreal, with which I have had very pleasant 

intercourse in the past.
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My na$e has been strained, through four centuries of 

Scottish Highlanders, but we come from Perthois on the Seine, 

and Perthois has not been taken by the Huns yet, it still 

resists, and I feel the pride of race going back as the red 

corpuscles of the good old French blood exult vibrant in my 

body. I do not know how it is, but none of my children

has had any trouble in learning French, they all picked it 

up as naturally as a native. It seems to perpetuate itself.

If you get a drop of Highland blood in action under 

the Southern Cross or in the Arctic regions the heather is 

afire at once. And the French blood is the same. That 

goes to make the spirit of the race, and I think that is 

where Canada is going to be an outstanding race of the future.

We are all going to work together. I think we are almost too 

rigidly drawing lines between Ontario and Quebec, and that 

we are rather apt to make too much of our differences. Hard 

upon hard makes a bad stone wall. I believe the English 

perhaps are a little Lit too sensitive about the English
■I

language in Ontario, and the great majority of the French 

perhaps are a little bit too sensitive about the French 

language in Quebec. Hard upon hard makes a bad stone wall;

you need cement. And we need the cement of personal

intercourse, and anyone who has experienced the hospitality 

of a French'household and the hospitality of an English 

household knows that there cannot be any rancour or misunder

standing after such intercourse.

The forces of disintegration are to be found in the 

impatient intolerance of certain newspapers and the 

inflammatory utterances of demagogues. That is the

propaganda that we, representing the true heart and spirit of 

31 Canada, should keep down and simply render impossible in

this Canada of ours, in whose past we glory, in whose

present we feel pride, and whose future is the anchor of our 
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hope.

I am very much delighted indeed to see so many from 

the Province of Quebec and the Province of Ontario. Here 

we are neighbours side by side and friends. If our boys are 

fighting together over there surely we ought to be working 

together home here. And we are, many men to the contrary 

notwithstanding.

I agree thoroughly with bhe Controller rejoicing in 

the wonderful name of Napoleon. Napoleon the leader^ Do 

you remember how in 1840 when Napoleon’s remains were returned 

by England to France what the great poet laureate wrote — 

"Take back thy dead"

and they took his remains back to Paris, to that great tomb 

which is till the mecca of Englishmen and others.

’’And when Jhuu buriest it

Cast in all former wrongs

Betwixt thee and me."

And all former wrongs vie re cast in when the great Napoleon 

received his burial. We do not miss that other champagne 

under prohibition. We have the spirit of the man, which is 

infinitely better, and we are all delighted to hear his 

speech.

After all it is the heart that unites us. I had a very 

beautiful letter sent to me from France the other day. I have 

one boy there, another boy home, and. another boy going, and 

this is a letter from a little school girl describing how 

heart is everything,— a little girl of 14 years.She wrote

' Ce n’ etait qu’une petite riviere, presque un ruisseau, 

on l’appelait I’Yser; on se parlait d’un bord a 1*autre, sans 

elever la voix, et les oiseaux la franchissaient d’un battement 

d’aile; Et sur les deux rives, il y avait des millions 

d’hommes, toumes les uns vers les autres, les yeux dans les 

yeux, mais la distance qui les separait etait plus grande
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1 one la distance des etoiles dans le del; c’etait celle qui

2 separe le drdit de 1*injustice.
3 L’ocean est si vaste, que les monettes n’osent pas
4

5

le traverser. Pendant sept jours et nvits, les grands

naquehots d’Amerique, lances "a toute vapour, ddchirent-

6 1’eau profonde, avant d’apercevoir les pharos de France -

7 Mais d’ur. herd a l’autre les coeurs so touchent.”

8 I think the little girl just understood the whole

9 essence of political economy and the whole essence of the

10 Bonne Entente.

11 This Canada of ours is ® living organism, it is not a

12 form of Government, it is not section 17, it is not a- code

13 of laws - although as lawyers we all agree that our laws

14

15

should be codified to give us uniform rights and remedies 

in every nrovince.

16 Todav we stand together in comradeship as our lads are

17 doing over there. Surely we can keep alive that comradeship

18 now and for the future. All the provinces have answered to

19 that noblest of songs :-

20

21

22

"Aliens, enfants de la Patrie,
✓ 

Be jour de gloire est arrive;

Contre nous d.e la tyrannie

23 Lrstandard sangiant est leve.

24

25

Entendez-vous dans nos oampagnes

Mugir des foroces soldnts ?

26 Ils viennent jusque dans vos bras

27

28

Egorger vos fils, vos comnagnes I ...

Aux armes, citoyens 1 formes vos bataillons I

29 Marchons, marchons !

30 Q.u’un sang impnr abreuve nos silions !”

31

32

33

Iri conclusion, gentlemen, I extend to you this 

hospitable invitation and there are no sweeter words in 

any language, Venez ici mes chers amis. (Applause).
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MR. LAVALLEE : Mr. President and Gentlemen : In the

Province of Quebec we feel well disposed towards all the 

citizens of our country — Canada. (Hear, hear.) Colonel

Mulloy referred to the Unity of War Convention. I had the 

pleasure to be one of its members. I acted as President of

the Committee, and I was glad to hear Colonel Mulloy say it 

was a success. It is pleasant to hear that appreciation

8 from such a gentleman.

9 Now, gentlemen, one reason why I feel like addressing

10 this meeting is the very cordial sentiments which were

11 expressed by all those from Ontario who have spoken before me.

12 I must thank expressly Colonel Ponton. You learned your

13 French in Canada H understand, but I wish to say that if

14 you were to go to Paris .and appear before the Cour de

15 Cassation the interests of your clients would be in good

16 hands and you would be well understood - (Applause) - though

17 I may say you speak the patois of the Province of Quebec.

18 (Laughter). Mr. Champagne has referred to it. There is

19 no patois in the Province of Quebec. From Gaspe to

20 Pontiac, from the 45th line to the north everybody spefcks the

21 French language and speaks it correctly, just as correctly

22 as our friends, the English-speaking citizens of Canada, sped:

23 English. You take a certain amount of license in speaking your

24 language, you shorten certain phrases. We do the same.. But

25 we speak French, we do not speak any patois, because that is

26 a dialect which is not understood by the rest of the

27 community; it is something common to a locality or to a

28 departement.

29 Although there are some people holding exaggerated

30 views, the mass of the population of Quebec has no ill-

31 feeling towards the inhabitants of the other eight Provinces of

32 Canada. To prove it to you, have we not in Quebec many

33 mutual organizations from Ontario, and is it not a fact that
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they have in Quebec a large portion of* their membership?

Take$ for instance, the Independent Order of Foresters, it 

has in the Province of Quebec a membership of over 30,000.

Take the Canadian Order of Foresters. There are some 

representatives here of that organization, and they know 

perfectly well that they have thousands of members in Quebec. 

They are firstclass too. There are at least twenty English- 

speaking organizations, but our Catholic French Canadians do not 

ask themselves before going in whether they are Catholic or

Protestant, whether they are from this or that Province; 

they look at the matter from a business standpoint.

Now, Mr. President, is it not possible for the people 

of French extraction and the people of English, Scotch, 

Irish and Welsh extraction to live together ? Is there 

something so repugnant about the mass of them that we should 

hesitate to live together ? Do we not belong through our 

ancestors to the finest races in the world, the most civilized 

peoples of the world, and are we so degenerated that we

cannot agree and live together ? In Switzerland they have

German Swiss, Italian Swiss and French Swiss, but when it is 

a question of the security of their country are they not one ?
22

23

.24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

Are there not in Belgium two great races, the Walloons and the 

Flemings ? But when the fate of Belgium is at stake are 

they not one • Why should we not in this country of ours

understand one another and live together in harmony and try 

to build up a great nation ? Is it because on one side of 

the river you hear the French accent and on the other side 

the English accent that the country will be poorer ? On
' \ ’■ \

the contrary will not its best interests be served by our 

working together for the good of the whole ? It seems to 

me it is childish to speak about itu

To illustrate that, Scotchmen and Englishmen have been 

living under the same flag for centuries. But you must 
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confess that they preserve their identity, and if a Scotchman 

has a good story to tell he always puts it on the back of his 

fellow Britisher, and the other retaliates. The same with 

the Irish. And because you tell a story on me do you think I 

am not ns good a Canadian as I was before ? Because I will 

tell a story on you. It does not matter that I am a French

man, a Latin, and you are a Saxon. Is it your fault ? Is it 

not through an accident that you are such J Why should you 

pride yourself on your race ? It is on account only of the 

history of your ancestors that you can do so, it is not on 

account of yourself, because you have not gone anything more 

than I. And if I find in the history of my ancestors just 

as much glory as you find in yours, why should I not pride 

myself in that too, and why should I not be a good Canadian ? 

As has been eloquently said by friend Champagne, when we cross 

the ocean we do not go ho$e, we go to make a promenade, to 

visit.

We of the Province of Quebec hesitated before enlisting 

behind the flag — I am touching a very delicate point now, 

but this can be explained very easily. You have only to 

look at the leaders in all the provinces of our Dominion. On 

such an exceedingly important question the people have to be 

guided, and if some of their leaders do not properly direct 

them the people naturally are liable to err. I believe 

you will find on examination that the people of the Province of 

Quebec, just as well as the people of Ontario or any of the 

other Provinces, have not degenerated in any way at all, and 

whenever they understand the question and are called upon tM 

defend the flag they will be just as ready, just as loyal
i 

and just as strong as the people of any other Province.

(Hear, hear).

Quebec claims to be the heart of the Province of Quebec, 
‘be

but when there are no Queckers present we boast of Montreal 

as being the heart of the Province.
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THE CHAIHKAfl : fw heairts.

MR. LAOLL3E : The population is three-quarters of a 

million — 500,000 French Canadians and 200,000 English- 

speaking and other nationalities from all over the world. 

There is no difficulty there, gentlemen, except in the 

administration of the City* as to national difficulties, 

we never exx^erience any. I have been in the Council nearly 

16 years. I got a majority in all the wards when I was 

elected Mayor cf the City, and I was elected by a majority 

of 12,500. (Eear, hear).’ And I may say that my friends, the 

English, never came to me to make me sign documents by which 

they would be fully protected. They knew there w,ould be 

no interference in their national affairs at the hands of 

the majority. They knew that everybody was treated alike, 

that there was but one rule, but one law. I tell you 

frankly that in business and public affairs when we meet we 

meet on an equal footing, xve look at one another eye to 

eye, because we know, everyone of us, that the City of 

Montreal is peopled by the descendants of groat nations that 

have solid worth. (Applause).

TEE CHAIRMAN ■: Now, gentlemen, it is entirely in your 

hands to determine what course we will pursue further. It 

was suggested that we should have one or two gentlemen from 

Quebec place the situation before the meeting in the way that 

it appeared to them, and that we should have one or two gentlemen 

from the Province of Ontario place the attitude of Ontario 

before the meeting, so that we wpv.ld start with the views of 

the different sides. That might be done in a formal way, 

or it might be done simply by members giving such thoughts 

to the meeting at their own choice and at such times as 

they might decide themselves. We leave that entirely in 

your hands now to determine • If you have any suggestions to 

make along that lino perhaps it would be opportune to put 
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them forward. I may say that we have arranged this evening 

to take the members down to Camp Mohawk, one of our aviation 

camps, about 15 miles below Belleville. The birdmen will be 

flying until nine o’clock.

If there is nothing further now we might adjourn until 

tomorrow morning.

A MEMBER : I move, Mr. Chairman, that we follow your 

suggestion and adjourn until tomorrow. We will probably be 

better posted tomorrow’ morning to talk on the matter.

MR. MCGILLIVRAY : I second the suggestion that we 

adjourn now to meet at a reasonable hour tomorrow morning, 

say nine o’ clock.

DR. EDWARDS : I would like to hear an expression of 

opinion from everyone, but especially from the French 

Canadians, whether from Ontario cr Quebec, on the subject 

which has brought us together here.

MR. FOY : I think the suggestion of Dr. Edwards is a 

capital one. I am not deprecating your efforts, Mr.Chairman, 

to entertain the delegates here, but if everything- is crowded 

into the las t day it may result in something being overlooked. 

I do not think that at the present juncture in the Dominion of 

Canada there is any more important meeting than this and one 

from which such important results may flow. For myself 

I would like to he here tomorrow, but unfortunately I must 

leave by the midnight train because I must be at another 

meeting tomorrow. I happen to be on the Executive of the Good 

Roads Association of Eastern Ontario and we are having a 

meeting tomorrow at Carleton Place*

A MEMBER : We do not come here as a body from Quebec with 

grievances. For my part I have nothing againsJ.Ontario at all* 

The only thing is, there has been something spoken about the 

French language in Ontario. That question is not in our 

hands, it is in the hands of the politicians. You people
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1 should see those politicians and get them to give fair play to

2

3

4

5

our French confreres.
»

MR. McKILLOP : I wonder if you gentlemen would

prefer to meet tonight ?

A MEMBER : I think we will get to know each other better

6

7

by going out tonight than if we stay here to discuss the 

question in a formal way. We can express to each other

8

9

while on the trip to Camp Mohawk what we think of the question 

before us. Probably it would do more to bring some practical

10 result than if we stayed over here all night.

11 (After some further discussion the motion to adjourn

12 to tomorrow morning was withdrawn and it was decided

13 to resume the proceedings at eight o’clock tonight,

14

15

and the Chairman declared the meeting adjourned 

accordingly.)
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July 25th, 1918, 8 p.m.

On motion of Dr. Edwards, seconded by Lieutenant-

Colonel Mulloy, Dr. Cypheot was appointed Vice-Chairman.

VICE-CHAIR_MAN : Gentlemen, the meeting is open for

discussion. I understand that as Mr. Foy is leaving us 

tonight several members have expressed a desire to hear him.

MR. FOY : Mr. Chairman, I would much prefer to hear

the more able debaters of this gathering address you at some 

length. We have Dr. Edwards and Mr. Essery here, men who 

are old in public life and who know the matter as it is and 

as it was, and I think we should hear from these men. I will 

be quite pleased, Mr. Chairman, to take a subservient part 

later on if that is agreeable. I am quite satisfied that 

Dr. Edwards will be listened to with a great deal of interest 

by this gathering.

DR. EDWARDS : Mr. Chairman, and Gentlemen : I was 

reminded this afternoon of a few lines that I heard quoted at 
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a little meeting down in Montreal which I had the privilege of 

attending three or four years ago. It ran I think like this: 

"If I knew you and you knew me,

4 If each of us could only see,

5 As with a mirror like Divine,

6 The meaning of your heart and mine,

7 I think we would differ less

8 And clasp our hands in friendliness;

9 Our thoughts in kindness would agree,

10 If I knew you and you knew me.

11 It seems to me that those lines fit in very appropriately

12 at a meeting of this kind•

13 I want to say in the beginning, Mr. Chairman, that

you cannot solve any problem by ignoring it. (Hear, hear).

15 If this is a problem, this matter of difference of viewpoint

on certain matters of vital interest to the people of this

17 country, especially to the people of the Provinces of

18 Ontario and Quebec, then we cannot solve that problem by

19 ignoring it, and in my judgment it is equivalent to ignoring

•20 the problem if we merely meet and have a pleasant gathering,

21 convey to one another our mutual admiration for the race to

22 which we do not belong, and refer to the many good qualities

23 inherent in each race. That does not solve the problem. Nor

24 are we any nearer solving the problem in my judgment so long

25 as we keep at the back of our heads things that we ought to

26 express, and if in giving expression to my views on this

27 matter I state what I honestly believe to be facts, and

28 draw my inferences from what I believe to be facts, why should

29 any person take offence ? If the fact is unpalltable, then

30 it is none the less unpalatable because it is kept hidden. We

31 come no nearer a solution of it by keeping unpalatable things

32.. back, and I take it that at a meeting of this kind — and

33 . I will pay this tribute to every man here — I believe the 
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very fact that we have cone here at our own expense in this 

hot weather may he taken as an indication of sincerity of 

purpose on our part. WhAt I am going to say I believe to 

be true, and I am going to draw what I believe to be correct 

inferences from those facts. I want then those of you who 

differ from certain things I shall say and in regcrit to 

certain conclusions which you think I nay be wrong in taking

8 to express freely your opinion.

Before going further may I refer to one or two things

1.0 that were said this afternoon. 1 will not take up your time

11 by paying a well-deserved tribute to those who spoke so

12 eloquently this afternoon, that is admitted by all, but I was

13 struck by certain statements that were made and I want to

14 refer to them very briefly.

15 In that very interesting and splendid address given

16 by Colonel Mulloy this afternoon he referred to liberty,

justice and opportunity for all as a basis for national growth# 
a

18 There may be difference of opinion as to what are the best

19 ways to give liberty and justice to all and to give each and

20 all the fullest opportunity of development and of becoming useful

21 citizens, but we must have in the years to come a united

country, and we can only have it by giving liberty, justice

23 and opportunity to all.

24 Colonel Mulloy also referred to the attitude of the

25 Press in printing sensational statements in big headlines to

26 attract attention. He said for instance that some Orangeman

27 might say that 200,000 Orangemen would march down to Quebec to

28 put things in order down there; and that some fanatic in

29 Quebec might refer to the smashing of Confederation. The

30 newspapers would place those remarks in very large type and

31 so aggravate the situation by attracting attention to such

32 utterances, which after all would have little or no weight in

33 the country. Now the mere fact of Colonel Mulloy saying
v

' i \
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that some Orangeman might state that 200,000 Orangemen 

would go down to Quebec and straighten things out --

LIEUT-COL# MULLOY : It was a statement that was made, 

Dr. Edwards.

DR. EDWARDS : Not a very judicious statement, because 

that is attracting special attention to the Orange Order, 

afld some persons, for instance, might draw a very wrong 

conclusion from, that in regard to that very worthy bo$$, an 

institution which has certainly covered itself with glory 

so far as this war is concerned in doing its full duty. 

60,000 of its members out of 200,000 are in uniform, and 

7,000 are sleeping in Flanders.

Colonel Molloy referred to agitators and the baleful 

influence which they exercise. That leads me to ask the 

question : What is an agitator ? A man who makes an 

inflammatory statement which may be printed in large head

lines in the papers is one kind of an agitator. I do not 

think that that kind of agitator is going to do very much 

harm. I do not think very much attention will be paid to 

him. But there is another kind of man that in my judgment 

may be styled an agitator, that is the man who, professing- to 

have a very deep interest in settling differences of 

opinion between the two races, will leave a wrong impression. 

For instance, an English speaking citizen speaking to men of 

French extraction who would leave a wrong impression on 

them by suggesting that they have a grievance which he is 

not prepared to specify. That is a man you can hardly call 

an agitator in the sense of being a demagdgu^, yet it strikes 

me that he is a more dangerous man then the demagogue.
‘ ■ x

Now, I cannot agree with those who have said that the 

differences which exist between the French Canadian, whether 

of Quebec or of Ontario, and the English Canadian, are 

differences such as could be settled by reasonable men
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with very little difficulty. That seems to me to reflect
9

upon the men who have been responsible in times past for
3

passing legislation in the Province of Ontario. I am not 

prepared to admit that Sir James Whitney and those who sat 

with him in his Cabinet and those who have succeeded him are

’ unreasonable men, nor am I prepared to admit that those men 

in the Ontario Legislature, whether Grit or Tory, can be 

classed as men without reason, nor am I prepared to admit that

3 those men had any antagonism towards men of the French race in

i0 this country. On the contrary, I assert it as my opinion

S1 that everybody, from the head of the Government to the

12 humblest follower of the Government, as well as the men

13 oh the opposition benches, have been actuated by a sincere

motive to do what was best for the province of Ontario —

1° not for one section, but for the whole Province. It is not 

enough in my judgment to say there is not any difference 

existing between the two races in this Province, and I think 

we can best get at what the real difference is by referring to

19 some facts which are known probably to all of you.

I will refer first to the meeting which was held some 

years ago in Ottawa under the auspices of the Ontario French

22 Canadian Educational Association. I beliebe there were some

23 1200 delegates at that meeting drawn from every Department of

24 the Province of Ontario, and I have no doubt from the Province

25 of Quebec. That gathering was presided over by Senator

26 Belcourt, who is, I believe, President of the French Canadian

27 Educational Association of Ontario.

28 Now, let us get at the real source of the trouble, for

29 what is the use of talking of a better understanding if we do

30 not get at the real source ? Let us ask ourselves what

31 complaints were made at that meeting of 1200 French Canadians
V -4

32 drawn from all parts of tho Province of Ontario. Those

33 complaints were made by those delegates who professed to
. . ' \ 

A
■■ \ !

i \ 4 
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represent 200,000 French Canadians in the Province of Ontario. 

Let us take those complaints, because they were not kept 

secret, they were published for every person to become 

cognizant of.

The first complaint was : That no proper and systematic 

bilinguial teaching was legally recognized by the Whitney 

Government.

I may say in connection with that first complaint made 

by this Association that Sir James Whitney himself bore it 

out, because when that complaint came up and certain people 

were making charges against the Whitney Government that they 

were providing bilinguial schools in the Province, 3ir 

James Whitney said, "There are no such thingB as bilinguial 

schools in the Province of Ontario; that is, in the legal 

sense." He meant by that no such school work was legally 

recognized in the Province of Ontario. So far as that is 

concerned then I am inclined to accept that first complaint as 

true, that is, that no proper and systematic bilinguial 

teaching was legally recognized by the Whitney Government.

And I add to that, nor was any proper or systematic bilinguial 

teaching recognized by any other party in the Province of 

Ontario from the day it was a P rovince up to the time the 

Whitney Government was in power or up to today.

The second complaint was : That with unimportant

exceptions there was not a trace of secondary bilinguial
♦

education in Ontario.

Third : That there were no bilinguial normal schools.

Fourth ; That the certificates of bilinguial teachers 

from other provinces were not accepted in Ontario.

Fifth : That a large number of schools in which French 

is or should be taught are at present inspected by officials 

who are clearly incompetent to inquire into, report upon and 

help to better the quality of such teaching, and some of whom 
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have declared, themselves averse to French being taught to 

French-speaking pupils at said schools.

Those complaints were specifically followed up by 

certain demands, and those demands were presented by that 

Association to Sir James Whitney. What were the demands ? 

This Association presuming to speak for the French Canadian 

population of the Province of Ontario demanded

(1) That a school or class in which the majority of the 

pupils are of French origin should be declared bilinguial.

(2) That in a school or class where 25 per cent of the 

pupils are of French origin instruction should be given 

these pupils in French spelling, reading, grammar, 

composition and literature.

(3) That French readers and text book should be 

supplied to this end and a list of supplementary French 

books of reference should be recommended for school / 
libraries.

(4) That pupils of these bilinguial schools should be 

examined in the above-named French subjects at the High 

School Entrance and other departmental examinations.

(5) That bilinguial inspectors should be appointed 

to inspect all schools and classes where French is taught.

(6) That Quebec school teachers certificates should be 

recognised in Ontario.

(7) That the primary bilinguial course indicated 

above should be followed by a secondary bilinguial course

with suitable authorized books.

(8) That where there are no high schools or where

the high schools do not provide advanced bilinguial 

instruction, fifth classes or continuation classes of the 

bilinguial type should be established with financial 

support from the Provincial Government.

(9) That a bilinguial normal school should be
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established to train teachers for the proposed bilinguial 

high schools.

Now, the gist of the complaints, it seems to me, rests 

on the statement that bilinguial teaching was not recognized 

by the Whitney Government; and in regard to the demands made 

by the Association, I think they may be put in a single 

sentence. If those demands mean anything at all -- let us 

face the issue squarely -- they amount to the placing of the 

French language in this Province on an equal footing with the 

English language. If any gentlemen here think that I am 

going too far in drawing such conclusions, I hope in 

the course of the remarks they make they will show us where 

my error is. But it does seem to me that I am jw tified in 

drawing that conclusion, that those demands are simply 

and solely demands for equal recognition of the French 

language in the Province of Ontario; and when I say that I 

mean in the Dominion of Canada. I do not have to elaborate 

that at all, because if it means equal recognition of the 

French language in Ontario, it certainly means the same recog

nition in the other provinces of the Dominion.

Now then, there must have been some basis for thesd
/

demands. Let us accept, if you like, the basis of the 

complaints. What was the basis or what were the reasons 

given for these demands ? This was argued not only in 

the French papers but in the House of Commons and in the 

Senate, and some contended that from the constitutional 

standpoint the Province of Ontario is arbitrarily depriving 

the French Canadians of this Province of their constitution

al rights.

Am I right in making that statement ? I think that 

statement has gone not only around Ottawa, but -- I may be 

wrong in this — I think that statement has gone the 

length and breadth of the Province of Quebec. If it is 

true that men in the Province of Quebec have stated that the 

Province of Ontario was arbitrarily depriving the



Nelson R. Butcher & Co.
STENOGRAPHERS. -40-

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

French Canadians of this Province of their constitutional 

rights, then I submit that one of the ways to arrive at a 

better understanding is for you gentlemen of French extraction 

to go among your people in the Province of Quebec and tell 

them, to start with, that the Province of Ontario has not 

arbitrarily or in any other way deprived of the French 

Canadian citizens of this Province of one tittle of their 

constitutional rights.

If I am right in saying that they have not been 

deprived of any constitutional rights, then I say there is 

no use in trying to get at a better understanding if the 

general public are allowed to remain under the impression 

that the French Canadians of this Province have been 

deprived of their constitutional rights. That is a pretty 

strong measure, to take away from any section of their 

people their constitutional rights* Therefore I ask you 

to Lear with me a moment while I examine that.

First I want to say that after the battle on the Plains 

of Abraham in 1759 and after the fall of Montreal a year 

later, the terms of capitulation contained not one single 

word or syllable in regard to the french language. That 

is worth while examining, and every person can find out for 

himself whether that is true or not . Whether you are a 

French citizen of this country or an English citizen you can 

examine the terms of capitulation and you can see whether 

my statement is correct or not. I say that in the terms of 

capitulation there is not one word or syllable in regard to 

the use of the French language in Canada.

I go on a little further and I come down to the 

Peace of Paris signed in 1763 by which this country was 

formally handed over to England, and I say again that you 

will look in vain tfrom beginning to end of that Peace of 

Paris for one siggle word in regard to the use of the French 
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language by any part of the people of Canada. Again I say 

that my statment in that respect may be easily corroborated 

or disproved; you can examine the terms of the Treaty of 

Paris just as well as I can.

I come next to the Quebec Act of 1774, and I say
4

again that there is no reference there whatever to the question 

of language — not one word.

Now, another event happened after 1774 which had a very 

direct bearing on the relations of the French and English 

in this country. I refer to the American Revolution. That 

Revolution was immediately followed, as you know, by the 

coming to this country of a great many people whom history 

refers to and whom we speak of today as United Empire Loyalists 

Thousands of these people settled in the Province of Ontario 

and in the Province of Quebec and in the Maritime Provinces. 

These United Empire Loyalists were not only English-speaking 

people, but I think you will all agree with me in describing 

them as very strongly English, people whose sentiments were so 

extremely strong alorig that line that they refused to join 

in with their fellow citizens of the United States and prefer

red to sacrifice their property there for the principles they 

rightly or wrongly believed in. They came to this country, 

and of course they did not leave their English sentiments 

on the other side of the line, but they brought those with 

them and antagonism arose between the two races.

What followed after that ? Because of the antagonism and 

jealousy that resulted another Act was passed which was 

called the Constitutional Act. That Act was passed in 1791 

and a separate government was given to each of the two 

provinces, what we now call the Province of Ontario and the 

Province of Quebec.

Now, let me point out to you that in 1791 the population 

of this Province of Ontario was only 20,000 people, and
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1 with the exception of a very few scattered hunters and men 
2 engaged in the fur trade that 20,000 population was entirely
3 English. We exclude the Indian population. There was no
4 French population here in Ontario at all in 1791 except
5

6

7

8

possibly a few traders. The population of the province of

Quebec in 1791 was 125,000, of whom about one-third were

English. That was the situation in 1791

Let me tell you that the Constitutional Act of 1791 was
9 framed for the express purpose of giving these two different

10 sections of the people of Canada, these two races, self-
11 government. Why? Becsase the Imperial authorities thought.
12 "Here, if they cannot get along together we will give them
13 each a separate government and see if they will get along
14 that way." That was the time, it seems to me, when there
15 had been antagonism and jealousy that you might expect to
16 see some demands made in regard to language, and yet in the
17 Constitutional Act of 1791 there is not one word or syllable
18 in regard to the question of language or language rights.

19 I follow on and the next Act that comes before my

20 notice is the Act of Union of 1840, which came into effect

21 in 1841. But in considering that Act I want tc impress upon

22 you this matter which has impressed itself upon my mind as

’23 important. Something took place in Ontario and Quebec just

*24 previous to the passing of the Act of Union which had a

25 very direct bearing not only up©n the framing of the Act of

26 Union but upon the legislation which followed later on.

27 I refer to the Rebellion of 1837, a rebellion which was le d in

the Province of Quebec by Papineau and in the Province of

29 Ontario by Mackenzie. There were undoubtedly a great many

30 grievances which the people living in the two provinces had

31 f a right to complain of tit that tii® .

32 Now, it does seem to me that when the Act of Union was

33 passed with the idea of settling some of these grievances and
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getting them out of the way that if the question of language 

had been one of the grievances it would have been included 

with the other questions, such as Clergy Reserves, the 

Family Compact, and so on; but you will look in vain for any 

word in the Act of Union of 1840 in regard to the use of the 

French language in this Province. But I tell you what you 

will find. The only reference in that Act to language is a 

distinct and specific provision for the use of the English 

language in the records of the ^nion Parliament which w as

to govern this country after the Act of Union. Quebec 

and Ontario were to each have 42 representatives in the Union 

Government to be formed after the Act of Union, and the 

only reference in the Act to the question of language is, 

as I say, a distinct and specific provision that the records 

of this new Parliament should be in the English language. It 

remained that way for several years until some concessions 

were made in the printing of certain records and so on.

I state then that from the Treaty of Paris in 1763 

down to the British North America Act in 1867, in every Act 

that was passed by the Imperial Parliament — these Acts of 

course were all passed there — there is not one single word or 

line or syllable to justify any person in supposing or in 

claiming that the French Canadians of Ontario have any 

constitutional rights to the use of their language. I assert 

that most positively.

But while that is true in regard to language, I want to 

state just as emphatically that in several of these Acts 

distinct provision was made for denominational schools. 

That was recognized, and, gentlemen, I ask you in all fairness 

as gentlemen who are disposed to consider this question 

fairly, does not the fact of the reiteration of the rights 

of the Roman Catholics of this country in all these Acts from 

the time of the Peace of Paris down to 1867 still further 
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emphasize the fact that there was no reference made to the righ.1 

of French Canadians to the use of their language.

Now, I am only arguing the question from the constitut

ional standpoint so far, and I assert, and I have given you 

reasons for my assertion, that from the constitutional stand

point there can be no claim of any grievance on the part of 

the Frwndh Canadians of the Province of Ontario of having 

been deprived of any constitutional rights.

My reason for stating that is this. I believe that 

many prominent men, not demagogues by any means, but prominent 

men, men who have seats in the House of Commons and the Senate 

of Canada, and men who are equally prominent, but who are not 

sitting in either House, have told the rank and file of the 

people of the Province of Quebec that the people of Ontario 

have abused their power as a majority in this province to 

deliberately and arbitrarily deprive their French Canadian 

fellow Citizens of the constitutional rights which they te d 

and which were guaranteed by Treaty and by various Acts of 

the Imperial Parliament.

You gentlemen know whether those statements have been 

made in Quebec or to the French Canadians of the Province of 

Ontario, and I say if you know they have been made, and if 

you believe with me that there has been no Violation of the 

constitutional rights of 6he French Canadian citizens of this 

Province, then the first step towards a better understanding is 

to tell the people of the Province of Quebec that whatever 

claims they may have in the Province of Ontario they do not 

rest on constitutional grounds.

It is not fair to the people of the Province of Ontario, 

it is not fiir to men like the late Sir James Whitney and 

the late Honorable J.J.Foy, it is not fair to men who have 

sat either on the Grit or Tory side of the House as 

representatives of the people of this Province to state that
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1 the Province of Ontario has arbitrarily deprived a section of

2 the people here of their constitutional rights. That is

an injustice, and you cannot have a better understanding
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as long as that injustice is continued.

Now, having examined the question from that stand

point, let me examine it from another standpoint. Colonel 

Mulloy this aftdrnoon said — I took his words — ’’All the 

French Canadians ask is to Team their own language and learn 

it properly." I think I have quoted him correctly.

No one has complained so far as I have yet heard of

any restrictions in regssd to the use of French in the Province 

of Quebec. Nobody is placing any restrictions on the use 

of the language there. They get the fullest education in 

French, if they want it, in the Province of Quebec. Of 

course, their language rights in the Province of Quebec are 

guaranteed under the British North America Act, not only 

in the Province of Quebec but also in the Federal Parliament. 

The language has e legal standing there and in the records. 

Surely no person will claim that a child of French parents 

is being deprived of getting a French education because of 

restrictions placed on the use of that language in the 

Province of Quebec. No one so contends, no one so claims.

Will you permit me to give you some figures, and I

am going to refer you to the only official source I know, 

the last census of the Dominion x)f Canada, the census of 

1911. The census enumerators I may just say in passing were 

appointed by the Laurier Government in Quebec and all over 

Canada, so I suppose the census was correctly taken. What 

do we find by that census ? I find that of children five 

years and over there were only 6.51 in the Province of Ontario 

who could not read and write; in the Province of Quebec there 

were 12.66.

Let us take the older persons* Take men Canadian born,



Nelson R. Butcher & Co.
STENOGRAPHERS. -46-

whether French or English, over 21 years of age, those who have
2

the right to vote. For the whole of Canada I find there
3

were 9.55 per cent of Canadian born men over 21 years of age
4

who could not read or write; but in the Province of Ontario
5

there were only 4.91 per cent; while in the Province of
6

Quebec there were 15.64 per cent. 15.64 per cent of men

over 21 years of age in the Province of Quebec who could
8

not read or write French or anything else I
9

May I call attention to the fact that in the Province

of Ontario in thfc County of Prescott where 20,000 out of

a population of 26,000 are French, 21.75 per cent of the men
2 electors could not read or write. In Russell County, where

13
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22,000 out of a population of 29,000 are French, 18.66 per 

cent could not read or write. In Nipissing, where 26,000 

out of a population of 74,000 are French, 14.78 per cent of 

the electors could neither read or write. Perhaps that 

percentage was all from the English-speaking part of the 

population, I do not knew. You can say that is the case if 

you like, and I won’t undertake to contradict you. I 

am merely giving you the figures of the population, and I 

say it does attract my attention that there should be 21,75 

per cent of the electors of Prescott, where 20,000 out of 

the 26,000 are French, who could neither read nor write; 

while in the County of Dundas, represented for many years by 

the Honorable Andrew Proder, who was referred to this after

noon, only 4.75 per cent of the electors could neither read 

nor write. In the County of Carleton only 6.19 per cent of 

the electors could neither read nor write, whereas in 

Russell there were 18.66 per cent. It also strikes me as 

significant that in North Waterloo where 29,000 out of a 

population of 30,000 are Germans, only 4.26 per cent of the 

electors could neither read nor write.

Should I be abused therefore and called a fanatic
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because in speaking on this matter in the House at the time 

of the bilinguial resolution I called attention to the fact 

that the Member for Kamouraska, who was undertaking if not 

to dictate at least to guide the policy of the people 

of Ontario, represented a constituency where one-fifth of 

his electors could not read or write the English language 

or the French language or any other language; that 26 

per cent of the electors of the Member for Wright could not 

read or write; and that the Member for Three Rivers 

represented a constituency where 18-g- per cent of the 

population could neither read nor write; that the Member 

for Bonaventure represented a constituency where one-fifth 

of the people were illiterate; that the Member for 

Temiscouata had 25 per cent in his constituency, and that 

the Member for Gaspe, who occupied at one ti$e a position 

in the government of this country as Postmaster General, 

the Honorable Rodolphe Lemieux, represented a constituency 

where 33 per cent of the electors could neither readnor write 

English, Frendh or any other language under the sun. Those 

were the Members who supported the Bilinguial Resolution.

Now, it just struck me as somewhat significant that, 

for instance, Mr. Lemieux, who is a very highly educated 

gentleman, should come alo#g as the representative of a 

constituency where one-third of his electors can neither read 

nor write and tell me that he is very much concerned over the 

lack of education of the people of the province of Ontario. 

Why, I felt like telling Mr. Lemieux, "Don’t you think you 

had better undertake the very useful service of a teacher 

and teach the people in your own constituency this language 

which falls with such vivid eloquence from your own lips ? 

Teach this one-third of your electors how to read and write 

the language which you speak with such eloquence here in the

House before you come to Ontario and find fault with the
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course which educational matters have tqken here."

In passing may I ask those who advocate equal recognition 

of the French language in Ontario and in the other Provinces 

this question : Are those persons who advocate such

recognition prepared to grant to the other nationalities 

in Ontario and in the Western Provinces the recognition 

of their mother tongue which the French Canadians are demanding 

for their own ? I wonder how many people who are most 

enthusiastic in their advocacy of bilingualism are prepared 

to concede to the Germans, the Austrians, the Italians, 

the Russians, the Polacks, and all other nationalities in the 

Dominion of Canada the same right to the use of their language 

that we have to ours ? I put that question to some Members 

of the House , and they did not like to admit that they did 

not want to go quite that far. But what reason have you got 

for refusing it ?

Colonel Mulloy this afternoon asked a very pertinent 

question after referring to the splendid resources of this 

great country : What right have seven millions of people 

to keep this country for themselves ? Suppose the hundreds of 

thousands of foreigners of different nationalities scattered
\

over this country, and whose numbers will be increased 

enormously as the ysars go by, should ask the question also : 

What right have you to deprive our children of their mother 

tongue ? Why should not our children have the right of 

learning the language which they learned at their mothers’ 

knee ? And all that sort of talk. I presume an
Xx.

eloquent person, which I am not, could work up an audience 

to quite a copious flow of tears along that line, if he 

only strack the right kind of audience.

But that does not settle the question, not by any 

means. Where would we be at in this country if we recognized 

such a claim ? In the Province of Ontario there are practic
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ally the same number of Germans as there are French, out the 

German population is more scattered than the French. In 

proof of that let me say that in 50 out of the 02 

constituencies in the Province of Ontario there are more 

Germans than French. Yet I do not think we would be prepared 

to grant equal recognition to the German language in our 

Province♦

But what is the situation out West ? In Manitoba 

there are more Germans and Austrians than there are French. 

In Saskatchewan and Alberta there are also more Germans 

and Austrians ana Scandinavians than there are French. In 

British Columbia there are more Germans and Scandinavians and 

Chinese than there are French and there are almost the same 

number of Austrians and Russians as there are of Ffench.

I venture tfo say that no eno who is arguing in.

favor of equal recognition of the French language in Canada 

would he willing to concede that sane right to the other 

nationalities. And yet am I justified in drawing any 

such conclusion ? I do not think I am when I lock at our 

legislation, because back in 1896 you remember we had quite 

a row in this country over the Manitoba School Question, and 

you will remember there was a change of Government at that 

time. I have a very distinct recollection that Sir Wilfrid 

Laurier said if he was returned to power he wouid find a 

way to adjust that matter without further trouble. Now, 

what happened ? Be came into power in 1696, and in 1897 

he entered into an agreement with the Honorable Mr. Greenway, 

the Premier of the Province of Manitoba, and a change was made 

in the Educational law of that Province by inserting what 

is known as Regulation 258, which reads :

"Ihen ten of the pupils in any of the schools speak 

the French language, or any language other than English, 

as their native language, the teaching of such pupils shall
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1 he conducted in French or such other language and in English
2 upon the bilinguial system.”
3 Am I justified then in concluding that there were people
4 in

to

this country who world not hold up both hands for granting 
5 the other nationalities ar equal recognition to their
6 language the seme as they would grant to the French ? There
7 was established not merely biliigtlalism but polylinguialism,
8 and that was in force in Manitoba for 20 years. It is
9 worth while to see what the result was, and, Mr. Chairman,

10

11 because I earnestly and honestly think, gentlemen, that

12 this has a very grave bearing on this ’whole question.
13 If this is ever going to be a united country and
14 not another seething mass of disunion like the Balkan States,
15 we have got to consider this not from the aspect of the past,
16 we have to consider this as light of the

17 future welfare of this country. What matters it to you and
18 me twenty-five years hence ? We will be off the scene. But

19 we have to look at the fact of these various nationalities

20 coming in here, and we have got to build

21 take its place among the nations of the world

22 and be the country we intend it to be.

23 Let me call your attention to what happened in Manitoba

24

25

after 20 years trial of polylinguitlism as it may be termed.

In that Province according to the report of the Minister

26 of Education, Dr. Thornton, there were in June, 1915, 2727

27 schoolrooms. Of these 126 were French Bilinguial schools

28 with 234 teachers; 61 German schools with 72 teachers;

29 in Rnthenian-Polish schools with 122 teachers;-298 schools

30 with 428 teachers were teaching various languages, or in

31 other words one-sixth of the school population was being taught

32 in these bilinguial schools, and in many cases were being

teught in a language other than the English language, which

in many cases was entirely exduded from the curriculum of 
/ ■ V L"\
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the school.

Under that system in the Strathcona School with an 

attendance of 2730 pupils, of whom less than 100 were British, 

there were children of twelve different nationalities, whose 

parents under the law of the Province of Manitoba could 

demand to have their children taught in their respective 

languages.

That was the situation in the Province of Manitoba, 

a situation that was absolutely ruinous to that province* 

After 20 years of trial the people saw where it was landing 

them. Here, say, was a section Polish and French with 

eleven Polish and only nine French children. You had to 

put up with the Polish language because you lacked one, 

you had not got the requisite ten. Then it might happen 

that some French family would buy a Polish farmer out and 

move in. Then there would be eleven French children in the 

section and only eight or nine Polish. That would mean a 

change of teachers from Polish to French. That was the 

situation which was raising hell all over that Province and 

simply demoralizing the people.

Now let me refer you back to one of the demands : That 

in a school or class where 25 per cent of the pupils are of 

French origin that school shall become a French school.

You lack a couple of pupils to make up the 25 per cent and 

under their own demand they could not have that a French 

school. Next week a farm is bought by a French Canadian 

and you have the necessary 25 per cent. That settles it, 

the school becomes bilinguial at once. But the following 

week somebody moves away and the French speaking population 

drops down ag$in. Somebody says, "There are not 25 per 

cent of the pupils here of French origin; therefore they 

are not under the law entitled to the language. Cut it out.” 

That is their own proposition. That is what would happen
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here in the Province of Ontario if that demand of the 

Association were carried out.

But I want to call your particular attention, 

gentlemen, to the remarks I am going to make now • The people 

of Ontario and the Government of Ontario have been very very 

much misrepresented. I would not be one particle surprised 

if 90 per cent of the people of the Province of Quebec had 

the idea that their people in this Province were being 

arbitrarily deprived of their rights. Why do I say that ? 

I say that because of the utterances of men whose position 

or whose education give them standing in the eyes of the 

people, and whose words and statements are taken as correct, 

but whose words and statements are not correct and are not 

in accordance with the facts.

Colonel Mulloy says that all the French Canadians 

of this Province want is to learn their own language and 

to learn it properly. Let me quote to you the words used 

by Mr. Devlin, an educated gentleman and the Member for 

Wright. He was the seconder of the bilinguial resolution.

"By regulation 17 the language of instruction during 

the first two years may be the French language, but the 

idea and the spirit and the letter of the law is that the 

moment they have a sufficient knowledge of the English language 

then the French language must be set aside entirely and 

their own education must be conducted along the lines of

the English school."

When a man occupying the position of M r. Devlin makes 

that statement the people of the Province of Quebec are very 

apt to accept it. I say that that statement is untrue. I 

think it i s not in accordance with the facts, and I am going 

to prove that it is not.

First, let me ask this question : What has Ontario

done to try and meet this situation ? Have the Members of
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the Government of Ontario ignored it 7 No, they have not 

ignored it- What have they done ? Well, first, they 

appointed a Commission to inquire into conditions where 

French Canadians and Germans existed in the greatest numbers 

throughout th® Province of Ontario. The appointment 

of that Commission was an acknowledgement that conditions 

as they existed were rot as they should be. The Govern

ment of Ontario made provision for educating French and 

German children through the medium tSf their mother tongue.

I ask my Ffench Canadian friends here, in the desire 

to get at a better understanding between the people of these 

two provinces,is that sort of thing told to your people in 

the Province of Quebec or the Province of Ontario ? Do you 

tell your people that the Ontario Government made provision 

for educating French and German children through the medium 

of their mother tongue ?

Let me follow that a little further. The Ontario 

Government, which has been charged with tyranny,t Prussianism 

and all that sort of thing, took money from the Public Treas

ury for the purpose, not of tyrannizing over the French 

Canadian citizens of this country, but of establishing four 

training schools in this Province in order that French 

teachers might qualify to do better work in schools where 

both English and French were taught. Is that told to the 

people ? They should be told that if you want tc- reach a 

better understanding, and God knows we all want that. Tell 

your people to consider that when they are viewing things 

from the standpoint of being Prussianized, tell the# that 

this Ontario Government has established in the Province of 

Ontario four training schools for the purpose of educating 

French Canadians sc they will be qualified to do better 

work in schools where both English and French are taught.

The Ontario Government did more than that. They not 
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only established those four training schools, they said 

to the French teachers, the teachers who were in these 

dual language schools : "We want you to attend these schools. 

We want you to put yourselves in a position where you can 

impart instruction to the children of these two races 

better than you do now* We have established these schools 

for that purpose. We w^nt you to attend these schools and 

we will payzyour travelling expenses from your home to 

attend these schools, and we will pay your board and pay 

you for your time while you are there."

Is that tyranny, is that Prussianism ? Does that 

entitle’any person to charge that there has been a lack of 

regard on the part of representative men of the Province of 

Ontario towards the people who speak the French tongue ? I 

say it does not signify anything of the kind. A tyrannous 

government does not do things in that way. A tyrannous 

government would not take money out of the public treasury 

for a special purpose like that. A tyrannous government 

or those who are disposed to be tyrannical or oppressive 

to the minority would not invite them to go to these schools 

and pay their travelling expenses and so on while they are 

there.

The government went further than that. Again they dipped 

their hands into the treasury of the Province of Ontario 

and they said to certain places where there were these dual 

language schools, " We recognize the fact that a person 

who can speak and teach both languages is a person to 

whom you may have to pay a bigger salary, and we recognize the 

fact that that may put too heavy a burden of taxation updn 

you; and therefore we will give you a special grant or bonus 

in sections where you need it to help you out with these 

schools, to help you pay these bigger salaries to these 

extra qualified teachers." Is that tyranny ? I am stating
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only facts in regard to this matter, and I say to you in all 

sincerity, whatever may be your viewpoint in the final 

analysis of the thing, you will go a long way towards 

creating a better feeling and a better understanding if 

you will tell the people of the Province of Quebec the three 

or four things I have told you now. If they are told about 

those things there will be a different feeling in their 

minds to what there is now. I commend that as one way to 

reach a better understanding.

Now, let me go a little further. The regulations of 

the Ontario Government provide what ? That French shall be 

made the language of instruction and communication in form 1 

in those schools. I taught school for ten or twelve years, 

most of that time in Ontario, some of the time in Manitoba, 

and having taught- school I naturally gave some attention 

to educational law?.particularly to the laws of the Provinces 

of Ontario and Manitoba. I taught school in South Essex 

where I remember two or three French children coming to me 

who could not speak one word of English and I could not speak 

one word of French, but strange as it may seem to sofae of you 

those children made good progress. I could quote you a very 

much better authority than myself in regard to that, the 

principal of the big school I spoke of in Manitoba, the 

Strathcona school, Dr. Sisler,"than whom no man in the 

Province is better qualified to speak with authority on 

the subject of bilinguialism." He writes

"As to the value of bilinguial teaching, I am absolutely 

opposed to it so far as children are concerned. They should 

learn English as they learn their mother tongue, through 

actions, objects and pictures and the association of the 

proper words with ideas presented to them.

"With adult pupils having a large vocabulary in their 

own language and a knowledge of its grammar, the skilful 

teacher knowing the two languages can help the pupil. In
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"actual practice, however, I find from experience in the night
2

schools that the foreign-speaking teacher usually gets poorer
3

results than does the English-speaking teacher, the reason
4 .

being that he makes so much use of the foreign language that
5

the pupils do not learn to think in English."
6

"I base my conclusions on twelve years’ experience in 

foreign schools, part of which was gained in a country
8 district where not a word of English was spoken outside of
9 the school room." .

I am quoting that because of the position Dr. Sisler holds
]

out there. Of course, when it comes to quoting opinions,

I recognize the fact that you gentlemen can quote from learned
3 •men on the other side expressing views entirely different.
4 So that does not settle the question.,

But let me come back again to the question of what is 

to be done. Let me ask you offhand this question, and I 

want to ask it particularly of those of you who are not of 

the English race, our French-speaking friends : Would you 

be satisfied if your French children got 50 per cent of 

the time in the school ?

MR. CHAMPAGNE : We are not even asking you for 50 per

c ent«

DR. EDWARDS : Nov/ let me tell you what you get. You 
•24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

are getting more than 50 per cent. That is a pretty stiff 

statement.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : Yes.

DR. EDWARDS : I know what you are thinking, that I am
■ : v\

making a statment that I cannot back up; but I am going to 

prove it right here and now.

I quote again : "The Government provides that French
-

shall be made the language of instruction and a> mmunication \

in form 1 of those schools." That is, form 1 of the dual 

language schools. That means two to three years of the
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• child’s life at school according to the child’s quickness.

Let us say two to two and a half years. The child will

start at seven years of s ge and for the next two or two and 

a half years it is not only hearing its own language taught,

° hut when it goes home at night it hears its mother end father

6 speaking it. It ie being instructed in its own language

" entirely in the school. Very good. What happens after that ?

There is no kick on that I suppose ? After the two or three

9 years torching in his own language the child is taught for

10 one hour a day, er more if the inspector sees fit to so

H order it, in ’’‘ranch grammar, reading and conversation. That

12 is up to form 4, and will practically finish that child’s

13 school course.

14 Now, I submit it does not make a bit of difference

15 whether you are taught geography in French or in English.

16 The City of Ottawa would be located on the Ottawa Riyer

17 just the same whether you say it in French or English or

18 Spanish. It does not make a bit of difference how arithmetic

19 is taught, whether you are taught it in French or in English,

20 for twice two are four whether you say it in French or in

English. My point is that what counts in teaching language

22

23

to the child is grammar, composition and reading, and after

and a half 

24 years of its 3hhool life it receives instruction in French

25 grammar, reading end. conversation for one hour a day or more

26 where the inspector so orders.

28

29 two

30 per

31

32

33

MR.

DR

and a

MR.

preparing

school.

BELANGER :

EDWARDS

half or

Where is the 50 ner

Just figure

three years it

Am I right t-

it out

cent ? ,

For the first

is 100 per cent French, no

fYes") ("No").

BELANGER

to teach

: Those teachers you are speaking of are

English right up from the first day of

The little tot of five years old Is taught the

.27
♦
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English language and its literature when it first gets into 

the school, and that is the method for which those training 

schools were established here in Ontario.

SR. ED-ARD3 : According to the words of the Act, French 

is to be the language of instruction and communication in 

form 1. I say that that takes up 100 per cent of the time 

of the child, and. if you allow one hour d day for French 

out of the school day of five hours that is 20 per cent to 

French and 80 per cent to English* If you add the two 

periods together' that gives you 120 per cent for French 

and 80 per cent for English of the .child’s school life. That 

gives 60 per cent of the time from the day the child starts 

school until it leaves school to devote to its own language.

I have heard it argued, What is one hour a d^y to 

grammar, composition and literature ? Well, I have taught 

school, and possibly there are some others in the room who 

have taught school in their time. With the multiplicity of 

studies that there are now m the school curriculum —
19

•20

•21

•2*2

•23

24

25

26

27

2.8

29

30

31

32

33

there are more now than when I taught school, and it was 

hard enough theii to devote one hour a day to any subject — 

I am strongly of opinion that if you give one hour a day to 

French; as is provided in the regulations, up to form 4, you 

are giving that subject pretty generous treatment if you 

are going to devote any time to the other subjects.

However, suppose for the sake of argument we say that I 

am incorrect in my statement. If 1 am incorrect I want to 

be put right. I do assert that the law provides that the 

language of instruction and communication in form 1 should be 

in French. Ly friend says they start teaching the children 

English from the time they come in.

MR. BELANGER : By the natural net hod.

DR. ELNARDS : I do not know whether I am to under

stand my friend as meaning by that that there is a deliberate
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1
violation of the law and a deliberate deprivation of the

2
right of the child to be taught in his own language ?

3
MR. BELANGER : No. The idea, Dr. Edwards, is this..

4
If I want to teach a young child the word "walk” I simply

5
walk, repeat the word, and bid him walk, and this is the

natural method of teaching English which is used in most o<

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17
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20
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28
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30

31

32

33

our bilinguial schools. 3o it cannot be said that the 

English language and its literature are taught first through 

the medium of French.

DR. EDWARDS : I quite understand that if, for 

instance, you want to teach a child the word, "chair” the 

proper way, as Dr. Sisler of the Strathcona school says,
object 

is to associate the proper bsx£ with it, to there and then 

represent it on the blackboard and repeat the word.

MR. BELANGER : That is the method chiefly used, though 

not in all schools I suppose.

DR. EDWARDS : There may be part of the time used in 

that way, but I submit that the provision of these separate 

training schools and the other provisions that have been 

made seem to indicate that there has been no attempt 

to deliberately and cruelly choke out the French language 

from these schools. That is as it appears to me.

Nov/, sir, I want to call your attention to something 

else which I think is important. You want to get at the 

viewpoint of the people of Ontario as to how this thing 

works out. I am going to tell you where I think some of 

the trouble lies.' One of the first Acts passed by the 

Union Government after the Act of Union of 1841 was a 

school Act. There were 42 representatives from the Province 

of Quebec and 42 from the Province of Ontario. I need not 

go into particulars regarding the various steps taken in 

establishing Separate Schools, but 1 want to say this, 

that the principle of separate schools was introduced
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and the statute leading finally to the complete establishment 

of separate schools in the Province of Ontario was passed 

against the wish and against the protest of the majority of 

the representatives from the Province of Ontario in that 

Parliament. That is to say, the practically solid vote 

of the representatives of Quebec with the split vote of 

the representatives of the Province of Ontario was sufficient 

to establish separate schools, denominational schools, in 

the Province of Ontario#, I repeat that that was done contrail 

to the wish of the majority of the people of the Province of 

Ontario, and I ba ck up my assertion by saying that it 

was against the wish of the majority of the people because 

the majority of the Ontario representatives voted against 

that Act.

Why do I refer to it ? For this reason. Throughout 

the length and breadth of the Province of Ontario there are 

thousands of Protestants who are and have been submitting 

to very great injustice because of the establishment 

of separate schools, but notwithstanding their views orf 

that, notwithstanding that a great many people of this 

Province are apposed to separate schools, the people of 

the Province of Ontario have stood loyally by that Act and 

they are still prepared to stand loyally by it. That 

was part of our Confederation Act, and whatever my views 

may be in regard to the advisability of these separate 

schools, I for one say that I would, be prepared to oppose 

any change to deprive the Roman Catholic residents of this 

Province of their rights to separate schools as provided for 

by the constitution of this country. (Hear, hear.)

When I say that I say truly that that has been the 

attitude of the people of the Province of Ontario. But I 

want you to bear in mind that it is against the views of a 

great many people of this Province. There are thousands of

«
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people in Ontario who think it is a bad thing for this 

Province. I might illustrate the condition of affairs 

down in my own County. There are only five or six Protestant 

families on the Island altogether. The schools used to be 

public schools, they were converted to separate schools.

What happens in such a case ? Either two or three farmers 

must establish and maintain a school of their own ar they 

must send their children to the separate school, where for 

a part of the day those children will hear taught certain 

religious doctrines which their parents do not believe in. 

They must either do that or when their children become of 

school age ship them off to some place else to get an 

education. There are hundreds of places in Ontario where 

that condition exists. But the people have submitted loyally 

to that sort of thing.

Now, what has happened right here in the Province of 

Ontario in regard to bilinguial teachers ? I will tell 

you some of the things that have happened. We will take a 

certain section of country say in the County of Prescott. 

A number of French people come into that section, they buy 

farms and settle there, and they represent one-third of the 

population. As time goes on they represent two-thirds, 

or a majority of the population. While they are in the 

minoi’ity in the section their children go to the public 

school. When they become in the majority they say, "Here,

we wqnt our trustees." They appoint two, perhaps three — 

three is the number in the rural sections — and they get 

control of the school. It is th© most natural thing in the 

world for those French trusses to say, "We want a French 

teacher." I am not quarrelling with that. It is the most 

natural thing in the world for the sure of that parish to say, 

"I want those children taught the Catholic religion, and

I want them taught the French language•"
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In some parts of the Province of Ontario it has resulted 

in this situation, that John Smith, cr Tow Brown in the 

school section has either had to submit to his children 

getting an inadequate or inefficient English education at 

the local school where the majority of the time was devoted 

to French and part of the time to the teaching of the

Church catechism or he had to sell his farm and move out. 

There is no getting around that. That is the fact. And that 

has resulted in driving many a man off the farm that his 

ancestors away back in the U.K.Loyalist days cleared. It 

has had the effect of driving many a man to some other portion 

of this Province or out of the Province altogether to the 

northwest.

What has the Ontario Government said ? It has said 

this, That in every corner of the Province of Ontario every 

child of an English-speaking resident shall obtain that 

education vdiich will fit him for the battle of life, that 

conditions will not be allowed to continue any longer which 

enable any part of the population to drive him out of the 

section of the country in which he settled years ago.

When we consider the question of justice and fair

play and opportunity, I submit in all sincerity that we 

have not only a right to consider the question of the oppor

tunity of the child of French parents and of justice to the 

child of French parents, but we have also a right to consider 

the question of opportunity and justice and fair play to

the child of English parents in this province. I say it 

most emphatically, for I do not want any misunderstanding of 

my Words, that under conditions as they existed in the years 

previous to the passing of Regulation 17 it was not only 

possible for certain English-speaking people of the Province 

of Ontario to be forced out of certain sections of this 

Province, but it was done, and done in many sections of the
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You may tell me that all the French Canadians want is 

an o portunity to have their childfen taught in their own 

language. That is all they ask for, as Colonel Mulloy says. 

I assert that in practice that is net all that they ask for. 

In parts of this Province tods# the municipal business is 

done in French. I say that in sections of this Province 

today it would be .impossible for the child of English-speaking 

parents to get a proper education in the English language.

That is not fair. There is. no constitutions! warrant to back 

up any such state of affairs. The people of the Province of 

Ontario pre not disposed to be unfair to the French Canadians 

of this Province or of this Dominion, but I say that the people 

of the Province of Ontario are within their rights in demanding 

that in every section of the Province of Ontario the English 

language shall be taught to all the pupils. I say they 

are within their rights in demanding that within the borders 

of the Province of Ontario no other language or languages 

shall take up so muhh of the time of any school or classroom 

as to deprive the child of English parents from getting that 

English education which he has a right to.

This controversy is not one, however, between the 

Protestant element in this Province and the Roman Catholic 

element as some would like to make out. The controversy 

has not been that, it has not been a controversy between 

the Orangeman and the Roman Catholic portion of the popul

ation of this Province. I think about half of the bilinguial 

classromms of the Province of Ontario are in the City of 

Ottawa, and I think that in the City of Ottawa the dispute 

or trouble did not arise between Protestants and Catholics 

but between two sections of the Roman Catholic population whose 

children were attending those schools in Ottawa. I believe I 

am right in that.
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Now, you may ask me, What are you afraid of in the

Province, that the French are more prolific than the English- 

speaking people end in time will dominate the position here ?

I think my friend, Mr. Champagne, said that any person who 

made a statement along that line, that there was any thought 

of domination or control in the years to come, was not 

properly balanced in the upper storey, or something like that* 

MR. CHAMPAGNE : I don’t think he is.

DR. EDWARDS : Well, I refer you to a certain French 

editor in the Province of Quebec.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : This morning I thought he was not 

properly balanced.

DR. EDWARDS : If you ha ve only ohe editor in your

town who is not properly balanced, you are very lucky*

This man, however, used to print — I don’t know whether 

he does now — a paper called De Temps.

MR. BEDARD : The Times.

DR. EDWARDS : Yes, that is what it means I suppose.

He wrote an editorial at the time the Grand Trunk Pacific was

going through about French Canadian settlement following the 

course of the road, and that in time the settlers would 

control Northern Ontario and Eastern Ontario, and so on and 

so on, and he pictured in very rosy colors the future of the 

Republic which was going to exist east of the Ottawa and to 

some extent west. You say that is only one man. I say Yes, 

that is only one man, but I could give you others.

I could refer to men well-known to aLl of you, in 

particular to a man very high in the councils of the country, a 

man at one time Prime Minister of the Province of Quebec, a 

very clever and very able man, the Honorable Mr. Mercier, a 

man, however, who apparently had a very great antipathy to 

everything English, a man who spoke in the most violent and 

inflammatory language not only in his own Province of Quebec
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2

against Great Britain and everything British, but down in the

New England States also. He made very inflammatory speeches
3 and called upon the people of his Province to look forward
4

5

to the time when they would throw off the English yoke and

become ar independent nation. You say that is only one man.

6

/

8

True, but he was a prominent man, a man not to be classed ’ith

fools and demagogues; at any rate, I would be very loath

to apply those terras to one who occupied so high a position
9 in the ccuncils of the nation. His speeches are of record

10 and you will find them full of antipathy, antagonism and

11 hatred of everything British. When therefore the Province

12 of Quebec voted money to erect a status to commemorate

13 the life of such a man rs that do not blame us if we become a

14

15

little fearful at times.

I could give you other references, I could refer you to

16 certain books which were published, and I could refer you

17 particularly to a book which openly advocated a union

18 of the French in the New England States with those in the

19 Province of Quebec, looking forward to the time when from
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the Ottawa River east and covering even a portion of Eastern 

Ontario right down to the Sea and including not only the

Maritime Provinces but the New England States that whole 

territory would be entirely under the control of the French 

race and a separate country. You say,What does that signify ?

25

26

Nothing whatever, except that so many hundred dollars of 

the money of the Province of Quebec was voted to distribute

27
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30

that book throughout the Province of Quebec as school prizes 

for the children. For what purpose,if not to impress upon

their minds certain ideas which it seems to me should not be 

impressed.
1
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Now, gentlemen, as I said in the beginning, if you 

come here for any other purpose than to enjoy the heat of 

Belleville, if you come here for the purpose of trying to 

get a better understanding, then I ask you to express
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your views on this point at issue. There is no use skating

all

the

and

around the edge of it, not the least bit. Get at

point- at issue, tell us your views in regard to the matter

what you think you ought to have. Then we will know

whether we dan say Yes or whether we must say No. That is

the best way of getting at an understanding. We have here

today Mr

produced.

MR.

DR

Napoleon Champagne, one of the finest men Ottawa ever

CHAMPAGNE : Quite right. (Laughter).

EDWARDS : I recognize the splendid qualities of

many of the people of the Province of

antagonistic to these people. I think

raised in this country of Canada, who

Quebec,

, as one

has some

I am not

born and

little

knowledge of its resources and some little idea of its future

possibilities, that I have a right to be regarded as a man

who wants to see the different races united in this country.

If I am wrong in my views I want you to convince me that

I am wrong, but don’t look cross at me because I have said what

is in my mind. Don’t take it that I have any antagonism 

towards you people. I have spoken as I have because when

my friend in the Chair wrote me first in regard to this meeting

I said, "So far as I am concerned I will tell you one thing.

if I go to that meeting I am going to say what I have to ssy ,

and they will know what my views on the matter are anyway,

because I believe that is the onlyw ay of. out Jetting at a

better understanding."

Give the people of Ontario credit for what legislation

and what efforts they have made along educational lines, take

into consideration the injustice which I honestly believe

has been done to certain members of our population who have

been obliged to move from one part of the country to another;

take those things into consideration, put both viewpoints

before your people, and then I think we will arrive at a
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"better understanding.

I want just to say this word in conclusion. It does not 

require any argument to prove that e man who has two languages 

is better equipped than the man who has only one. Similarly, 

the man who has. three languages is better equipped than the 

man who has two. That does not require any argument at all. 

You ask me, "Would I like to speak the French language ?" 

I say, "Yes, unquestionably I would." But when you lay it 

down as a proposition that two languages are better than one, 

and when you make that the basis of a demand that the two 

languages shall be taught throughout the Province of Ontario 

in every school, and also in every school in the Dominion of 

Canada, because that is what it would come to in time, 

there is no question of that, you have also to consider this 

feature of it : Are the boys and girls going to be better

equipped for the battle of life if you devote their school 

time equally between the two languages ?

You may say that they will Ifve just as good an English 

education as if their whole time were devoted to English. 

I say it is not reasonable to assume that. When you boil 

it down right to thepoint and when you come to put it into 

practice, if it were put inti practice, it would mean that 

thousands cf boys and girls of English-speaking pi rents in 

the Province of Ontario and inevery other English-speaking 

Province would go out into the world at the end of their 

school career not properly equipped, for the battle of life 

in this country. That is one of the things we have to 

consider in looking into the question.

We have also to consider this further point, whether 

we are prepared in accepting this principle west of the 

Ottawa River to concede to other nationalities who will 

come in ever increasing numbers as the years go by the same 

status in regard to their languages.
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Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen, I thank you ver;; sincerely.

(Applause)•

MR. BRODEUR : Just one question. .That is the title 

of the book you referred to, Doctor ?

DR. EDVARDS : "Pour la Patrie’’ by Mr. Tarleval. The vote 

of money I referred to passed the Quebec Legislature on 

December 3rd, 1896.

LIEUT-COL. MULLOY : Mr. Chairman, may I just make a 

short explanation ? I am not going to make a speech.

Let me first explain to Dr. Edwards that when I made 

the two statements, the one about smashing Confederation and 

the other about Orangemen marching on Montreal, I was merely 

reporting two things that came to my attention in big
J

headlines in the French and English papers. I was $ot 

casting any reflection on the Orange Order or anything else.

Hext, I should like to point out, without discussing 

Dr. Edwards1 speech at all, a certain error which I think he 

made, and which I am sure when he recalls it he will not 

sustain, the great mistake made by Mr. Greenway, and seemingly 

concurred in by Dr. Edwards, in putting the French language 

on the same level with the Austrian and the Polish and the 

language of the Doukabours and others. That is wrong. The 

very fact that the French language has an equal place with 

English in our House of Commons is proof that the French do 

not stand on the same plane with the other 106 n, tionalities 

that are coming into this country. The French were the 

first settlors here, and anyone who knows our history is aware 

that if the French had yielded to the offers of the Nevi 

England Colonists this country would not now be under 

the British flag. Concessions were given to the French in 

the British North .America Act, recognizing them as different 

from all other immigrants who would henceforward come to 

this country.
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I did not wish to state for a moment that nothing had 

been done towards the solving of this Bilinguial Question.

1 confess that 1 have never taken any attitude on the question 

whatever. This is the most enlightening speech I have ever 

heard on the subject, and I think that such speeches as Dr. 

Edwards has given will do good. The presentation of both 

sides of the question, as he says, is really the best way of 

arriving at a better understanding.

DR. EDWARDS : In regard to the reference to section

258 of the Manitoba School Act, that is the Greenway-Laurier 

Agreement which X quoted.

You say, and with a good deal of cogency and force, 

that the French are on a different status from any other 

nationality.

LIEUT-COL. MULLOY : Yes.

DR. EDWARDS : That is recognized by the British North

America Act.

LIEUT-COL. MULLOY : Yes.

DR. EDWARDS : Very true, I admit that. But you cannot 

get past this significant fact that Sir Wilfrid Laurier, a

Frenchman backed up by everyone of his followers, not only 

in the Province of uebec but in the Province of Ontario and 

in the Province of Manitoba, placed 'upon the statute books of 

the Province of Manitoba a law which put these other nation

alities on an equal status with the French. I aid not put 

them there; he put them there himself by that very Act. He 

said, ’’You must give them the same consideration.”

THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Hoy.

MR. FOY : Mi*. Chairman and gentlemen : I first wish

to thank the Chairman of our Society for the honor conferred 

upon me in not only asking me to be present on this part

icular occasion but also to deliver an a duress. When I received 

the communication from the Worthy President of this organization
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1 he outlined in part a programme for the meeting, and he said
•> it was his intention that at least two people from the Province
3

4

♦ 5

6

of Ontario should, lay before this meeting the iiosition of

matters as seen from the Ontario point of view, and probably

a like number from the Province of Quebec. He asked me if

I would be one of those who would lay the position of Ontario
/ before the meeting, my partner to be Dr. Edwards

$e are met for a
9 it cannot be carried out, will

10

country since Confederation. I wish at this stage to 

place before the meeting my recognition of the efforts of the

President of this organization in the direction of promoting 

14 a better understanding between our French-speaking compatriots

and ourselves by calling this meeting at this time I
16 think great credit is due to Mr. Mikel. But I wish to
17 say furthe r, Mr. be the only

18 would be much better had we never met at

20

all. There must meetings,

and I think that is where the Bonne Entente failed, if

I may use a common expression They should have kept on

22 meeting until everybody became acquainted with what they

23 were doing.

24 Now, Mr. Chairman, I think you will agree with me in

25 saying that the greatest asset any country can have

26 is her citizenship. I do not care what wealth a country may

27 boast of, I do not care what literary pursuits a country

28 may boast of, I say the fundamental principle that

29 gees to make a stable country is her citizenship, and by

30 her citizenship she should be judged, not by her wealth.

31 •Therefore anything that goes to stabilize that citizenship,

32 to unite it, should be promulgated to the very extreme

33 limits of the country. L united citizenship is what we
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lack in this great broad Dominion of Canada, and I am sorry 

to say the line of cleavage has been widening as the years 

roll on.

4 I wish to compliment Dr. Edwards upon his address, not

only for the "meat" in his argument but also for the mania r

6 in which he gave utterance to the sentiments that are in

him. The Doctor stated at the outset that he was going tc

8 ’ speak as he thought, and that is something we must give every 

man credit for, and I am sure this meeting will give Dr.

10 Edwards due credit for the manner in which he has discussed

11 this question. There is no reason why a frank discussion

12 cannot take place between the English and French speaking

13 peoples of this Dominion. I am proud and pleased to see oul?

14 French Canadian friends present, for it shows that they are

15 taking a deep interest in this question and desire to further

16 the purpose of the meeting. I am sure as a result of the

17 good that will flow from this meeting and other meetings to

18 follow in a few years hence there will be no necessity

19 to hold such meetings, that we will be back where we started

20 from, one united whole.

21 Let us go back into the history of this country, Mr.

22 Chairman. What occurred .when the great Confederation was

23 consummated ? The men who in 1867 were at the head of

24 affairs sank their religious and political differences and 

came together on a common platform for the common good. And

26 it behooves us now to sink our differences and unite for the

27 common good as those great men did, if we are to hand down

28 to generations yet unborn this great heritage of a United

29 Canada.

30 Now, sir, I am here representing the Catholic Mutual

31 Benefit Association, which is purely a Catholic organization,

32 and I am also representing the Ancient Order of Hibern-

33 ians of the Province of Ontario, purely and simply a
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1

2 Catholic and Irish organization, and I wish to place on

3 record the attitude of the President of our Mutual

4 Benefit Association, Mr. F. J. Curran, in regard to

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14'

15

16

17

18

19

20

.21

22

23

24

25

the present meeting. Writing me from Montreal under 

date of July 17th, he says

"I note with pleasure that you will attend 

the meeting called by Brother Mikel, President 

of the Canadian Fraternal Association, at Belle

ville for the purpose of finding a road to a better 

understanding and promoting goodwill between the 

French and English speaking races of this country.

"I heartily approve of this move, and 

I would like you to tell the members assembled 

that the Catholic Mutual Benefit Association of 

Canada has long ago realized the great benefit 

to Canada that harmony between the races will 

secure. We are bilinguial in all our proceed

ings, and we heartily approve of the meeting in 

Belleville, which we think will lead us a very 

long way towards the realization of the goodwill 

and cordial good fellowship that should exist 

betweeft all those who live under our flag."



Nelson R. Butcher & Co.
STENOGRAPHERS. -73-

1

2

3

4

5

In deference to Mr. Curran I wish to place on record 

his sentiments because our organization embraces in its folds 

those who speak the French language, those who speak the 

English language and those who speak Celtic. If we can get 

together for fraternal purposes, surely it is not impossible
6 for us to get together ikpon the broader question : How
7 are we drifting apart, and why ?
8

9

Now, in all matters of difference whenever a settlement

is attempted betweeb legal gentlemen at least the fttst

10 thing they do is to get together and eliminate the points

11

12

13

on which they agree and then take up the points on which they 

do not agree and see if they cannot adjust them. What points 

are we agrved upon in reference to the French and the English
14

15

people ? Fortunately at present we have no other races to 

deal with, but as matters are progressing in a few years
16 there will be other races who will assert themselves —
17 ' indeed they are even now asserting themselves not in the
18 Provinces of Ontario or Quebec, but in the other provinces

19 west of the Great Lakesso that we have to act for the
20

21

22

23

24

future, not for the immediate present.

We are agreed, Mr. Chairman, that the Frenchman is

not here on sufferance. Th© Frenchman is here by right 

(Hear, hear) - just as much by right as any other citizen 

who enjoys the liberty of the British flag in this Dominion,

25

26

and When you hear some man say that Quebec should secede from

Confederation I say that that man does not and will not

27 represent the feelings of the Province of Quebec, because

28

29

history will repeat itself. On several occasions Quebec 

had a chance to secede, but what was the answer given ?

30 No, emphatically No, and she stuck by the British flag#

31 I am holding no brief for the Frenchman, but I say today
32

33

that he is just as true and just as loyal to the British

flag and to British institutions as any other men speaking any
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language in this Dominion, and I defy contradiction of that 

2 statement. (Hear, hear).

You are not to judge, Mr. Chairman, a whole people by

the actions of a few irresponsibles. For instance, are we

•> to judge the whole Irish people by the doings of a few

irresponsibles ? No, a thousand times No. Are we to judge 

the French people by the utterances of a few irresponsibles ?

No, a thousand times No. Because if you are, then let us 

judge Ontario by the same measure. Would you Ontario men

10 wish to be judged by the few politicians who have made

11 a good living by raising the race and creed cry ? No, I

12 know you would not. I know the people of Ontario hold down

13 their heads in shame and are opposed to such vicious

14 sentiments, but those who voice them are purely and simply

15 parish politicians — peanut politicians as some Member

16 in the House said.

17 Let us analyze the French people. The French people

18 are actuated by different sentiments, different feelings

19 and different racial pride than animate other races. Now,

20 let us judge them by that, le t us see just exactly where they

stand. There never were and there never will be two races

22 of people on God’s 'earth who will think and act alike. They

23 will work out their own destinies in their own way, and it is

24 better so because it spurs each race to greater effort by

25 attempting to outdo the other But the fact remains that no

26 allowance has been made for the difference in sentiment, race

27 and language of our French compatriots. In other wo rds, there

29

30

31

32

33

are certain portions of the Province of

do the thinking for the whole Dominion,

Ontario who wish to

and except you think

as they think and speak as they speak you are absolutely wrong

While I am on that subject let me say that I believe

ninety per cent of the bickering of this country emanates

from the City of Toronto, and I do believe,sir,that it finds
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1

2

3

a great strong counterpart in certain portions of the City of

Montreal, because I do not say that we have all the angels - 

all the white sheep on our side and that all the black sheep
4

5
of the flock are on the other side. There are black and white 

sheep on both sides. Let us admit that, and that is the second
6

7 •

point on which we are agreed.

Dr. Edwards has laid great stress upon the language
8

9
question. Let me say that the question between the French 

and English-speaking portions of the Dominion of Canada is
10 just like what happened bwtween two travellers who were
11

12

journeying upon the same road in opposite directions, one 

coming east and the other going west. At a certain portion
13

14

15

of a certain road was a signpost, and on the side pointing 

towards the east was the British coat of arms, and on the 

side pointing towards the west was the fleur-de-lis. The
16 traveller coming east saw that sign and passed on, the man
17 going west also saw it and passed on. Later on they happened
18 to meet and commenced comparing notes and one of them drew
19 attention to the sign on such and such a road, which he said
20 represented the fleur-de-lis. "Bo, it did not" said the
21 man who had travelled west, "that sign depicted the emblem of
22 ,

23

24

Britain.” The other man dissented and they argued the matter 

at length without convincing each other. The point I want 

to make is this : They did not see both sides of the shield.
25 They did not go faf enough. They were both right and both
26 wrong. And so are we, we are both right and we are both wrong.
27

28

We must see both sides of the shield. In Ontario I am 

willing to conf ess,and I believe, we wanted to do the seeing
29

30

for both sides for a while.

Although stress has been placed upon the school laws
31

32

33

passed here in reference to bilinguialism, and no doubt that 

question has raised a good deal of feeling, still it is not all, 

by no means, and I want to say I believe 90 per cent of the 

trouble is politics — all is politics. I wish to say to my



76
Nelson R. Butcher & Co.

STENOGRAPHERS.

1

2

3

4

5

6

i

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

French compatriots, sir, that I believe in all the sincerity 

of my Irish heart that they have followed blindly a leader 

because of his race and not because of the sentiments that 

were in him. I believe that as firmly as I believe I am 

standing here. There is no man in this audience that has a 

greater respect for the Right Honorable Sil? Wilfrid Laurier 

than the present speaker, C.J.Foy. I believe that he has 

great talents, I believe that he is a credit to himself and 

to his race, but I do believe that at certain times in his 

political career Sir Wilfrid Laurier was wrong, and I do believe 

that the French people irrespective of that — whether they 

were educated to it or not I am not prepared to say — followed 

him because he was Sir Wilfrid Laurier, a Frenchman and a 

Roman Catholic, and they took their politics from him instead 

of following their own political sentiments as their better 

nature and judgment would have dictated. Take it in the char

itable way in which it is spoken, do not abuse me for it. I am 

merely stating what I believe to be so. I believe if yon 

did that you did wrong.

But, sir, Quebec is not the only place committing that 

error. Here in Ontario we have men who would support the 

Policy of the Conservative Party no matter who was the leader 

of that Party. If the great chieftain of that party, the 

late Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald were to return in the flesh, 

there are men in Ontario and elsewhere who would follow him 

no matter what his Policy might be, probably because he was a 

Conservative anda Protestant. This, Gentlemen, is one of the 

curses of Party Politics and Canada to-day is rampant with 

that disease.

Now, sir, while my political allegiance has never changed 

from the day of the Honorable Sir John A. Macdonald down to the 

present, I want to say this, that if the day ever comes when 

I think that the leader I have followed is not doing his duty 

by his country I certainly will be the first to tell him so in
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1 my humble capacity, whether it amounts to anything or not.

2 Talking about language, I want to take off my hat,

3 metaphorically speaking, to you gentlemen of the French race

4 for your preservation of your language. It is a glorious

•> language and I regret, sir, that I cannot speak it, but I am

6 bound to say that my children, as far as lies in my power, will^

7 have every opportunity to learn the French language and as many

8 other languages as they possibly can, because I realize the

9 many beautiful expressions we miss by our ignorance of other

10 tongues. I glory in the sentiment that actuates you in preserv-

11 ing your language.

12 Bow sir, there is no sweeter language spoken by man than

13 the Celtic language. There is no language today that is as

14 near the Creator as the Celtic language. Why ? Because, gentle-

15 men, there is not an oath to be found in it; you cannot swear

16 in Celtic.(Laughter) I do not know whether that language would

17 be any use to the politicians or not, but that is the fact.

18 Now, Irish as I am to the very core, I would glory to have my

19 children taught the Irish language; but, sir, let me say this, I

20 am not so far gone in my love for Celtic as to stunt my children

21 in the education which will fit them for the Hattie of life as

22 to say, "You must have a smattering of Irish, you must have

23 a smattering of French, and you must have a smattering of

24 English." I realize this fact, that the language of this country

25 is English, and I wish to say with Dr. Edwards that the reason

2o why the French language was not given any precedence in the

27 various Acts that he quoted you was because this was intended to

28 be an English-speaking country. Some of the greatest men have

29 told the people of this country that that is so, men eminent

30 in the church, men eminent in the Province of Quebec, men

31 eminent in the world hhxe told you so.

32 The tendency is to preserve this Dominion of Canada as

33 an English speaking country. That is not to say that French is

to be tabooed, that it is to be extinguished, not one bit of
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1 it. Is it to become extinct ? No* There is no race suicide

2 in Quebec. Thank God for that. It is a credit to you. If there

3 is French on the borders of Ontario, if the tide has reached to

4 the height of land in New Ontario, then it is all to our own

•’> discredit. Now, what has occurred ? The French people #ave

6 a love for the soil. They are a more contented and a more

7 frugal and happy people than we Anglo Saxons and Irish. They

< have been willing to satisfy themselves with little or less

9 than what would satisfy the other fellow, and they have gone

10 on tilling the land. I say to you gentlemen that the race 

U of people that tills the soil of any country is the race of

12 people that will yet govern that country. It nay take some

13 little time for their presence to be felt, but there is the

14 mill grinding slowly and surely.

15 Now, let us go back to the historic period referred to

16 by Dr. Edwards. Was there not then a union of Ontario and

17 Quebec ? Was there any differences of opinion then ? I wish

18 to say here now that the time is coming, sir, and coming fast

19 when Ontario and Quebec will have to be united for their own

20 preservation. Yes sir, for their own preservation. Ontario and

21 Quebec are at present very closely united in a trade and a

22 commercial way. They have the products of the mines, the

23 products of the forests, the products of the soil, the product^

24 of their inland waters, and they have their manufactured

25 products. I can see, sir, looming up west of the Great Dakes

26 a new country coming upon the scene that is going to assert

27 itself — is now asserting itself through the Members it sends

28 down to the House of Commons. If the political straws flying
> --

29 around now show anything it is this, that there is an agitation

30 on in the West for a different tariff arrangement. I am not

31 going to talk politics, but I believe the present tariff

32 arrangement is the arrangement suitable for the Provinces of

33 Ontario and Quebec, being as they are manufacturing countries.

Therefore if the Northwest through to the Pacific Ocean press
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1 for tariff reform Ontario and Quebec will have to stick to
2

3

gether to preserve themselves. I do not think that that time 

is far distant. I may be wrong; however, I give that opinion
4

.5

now for what it is worth.

Dr. Edwards also spoke about our /separate schools in
6

/

8

the Province of Ontario, and I was pleased to hear him give 

utterance to what he thought about their preservation. I 

wish to say to Dr. Edwards and to every other man in this
‘ 9 meeting who does not kneel at the same shrine or worship at

10

11

12

13

the same altar as I do and as a large portion of French 

Canadians do, that he does not go back far enough to apprec

iate the full significance of separate schools. The full 

significance of education in separate schools is that it is

14

1.5

the first and paramount duty of every Roman Catholic to have 

his boy or girl grounded in the doctrine and tenets of his or

16 her religion concurrently with his or her tuition in general

17 subjects, so much so that in places where there are no legally

18

19

organized separate schools the supporters of separate 

schools willingly pay their taxes to the public school and on

20

21

the other corner erect a separate school and support it without

any subsidy from the Government. That, sir, is the true

22

23

24

significance of their attachment to separate schools. Does it

make us any worse citizens ? No sir. I am a product of the 

separate schools. It has never yet made in me the slightest

2.5 difference of feeling towards the man who rides a white horse

26 on the 12th of July and the man who carries a banner on the

27

28

29

30

31

17th of March.

Now, Dr. Edwards said that while there were 42 repres

entatives from Ontario and 42 from Quebec the majority from 

Ontario voted against separate schools, but there was such a 

preponderating majority in the Province of Quebec that with
32 the help of the minority in the Province of Ontario they
33 carried the measure through the House. That is just why I 

have made the foregoing remarks so as to elucidate the point
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why they clung so tenaciously to separate schools. As I said.

- before, it does not make us any worse citizens, not one

3 particle; in fact, the more closely you adhere to the religion 

in which you were brought up the better citizen you will make.

And the same applies to pride of race. The more

6 love I find in men and women for the land of their fore-

7 fathers I notice the better citizens they make in their

8 adopted country. That is racial pride, and I was sorry to hear

9 this afternoon that the French people were about the only people

10 who were almost worse off than the Jews -- that they could not

11 return to France. I think they could go back and I am sure

12 they would be received with open-handed hospitality.

13 I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the cause of 99*99

14 per cent of the friction today between the French and the

13 English is due to the politician and the Press. (Hear, hear).

16 The politician finds that it suits his purpose, if I may use 

h a common expression, "to get somebody". You iave extremists 

down in Quebec; so have we here. You have your men down there

19 that are no credit to their race; we have our men up here who

20 are in the same boat. And the same remarks apply to a certain 

•21 section of the Press.

Now, sir, what position are we in and what are we

23 going to do about this ? There is only one way by which
*

24 a better understanding can be arrived at, and that is by

25 educating our people. That education must come from some

26 representative organization, and I know of no other repres-

27 entative organization in a better position to undertake

28 the task than the organization of which we are members, the

29 Canadian Fraternal Association. Let us branch out and do that

30 work. But we have to go a great deal further in connection 

3: with that, we have to meet the politician and the Press. If

3- those men who do not believe the utterances of some politicians

3:1 or the writing of some newspaper editors would only say
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so from the housetops and keep saying so, a different 

complexion would be qout upon the whole situation inside a 

very short time. But we go on -engrossed in our own 

business, and we let the extremist play with fire, and 

the first thing you know he has starred a blaze that he 

cannot control.

That describes, Mr. Chairman, exactly the beginning 

of the Ottawa Separate School difficulty. It was undertaken 

by a few politicians on both sides for a particular 

purpose in the City of Ottawa; they were playing parish 

politics. They kindled a fire and the first thing they 

knew there was fuel added to it and they could not extinguish 

it, and they have not done so yet. Fortunately it has been 

confined to the centre where it started, but those men have 

made an awful mess of it. I do not know who is putting 

up the money, but I do know, sir, that there are a few 

politicians down there who have made well out of their little 

fight, and if there was no money in it I do not think 

there would be much fighting.

I believe that the principle we are striving for 

is the right one. Now is the time to set our house in order, 

now is the time to get together for the purpose of a better 

understanding between every race and every croed in this 

vast Dominion of Canada. That is one of the troubles of

Canada, her vastness, and if our Dominion were of lesser extent

I believe it would be better for us.

I am sorry to say that a sort of irreligious feeling

has been creeping throughout the length and breadth of Canada. 

Let us preserve something of Christianity in this Dominion.

And I repeat, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, now is the time 

to set our own house in order so that vie will be prepared 

for the great day when it comes after this war. Let us 

learn the lessons of the war. What are they ? Toleration
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and charity one towards another. Let us learn the lesson 

of the boys in the trenches. Does the boy in the trenches 

fighting to preserve your liberty and mine ask the brother 

he rubs Moulders with his creed, if he is Catholic or 

Protestant ? Not a bit of it, sir. All he asks is that he 

finds that brother doing his bit. That is the lesson we 

should be taught in this country. If we have differences 

with our neighbor let us forget them. The trouble with us 

is that we have always been picking out and embellishing the 

points that we thought were bad, never giving credit at 

all for the good points, and that has been the fault on both 

sides. Now, let us overlook what might be bad and embellish 

what is good. Take your neighbor by his hand and say, 

"We were one before, we are one now. We should he one and 

we will be one through all time."

That is the purpose of such meetings as this, sir, 

and just as soon as we can promulgate those principles 

through the various societies we represent and instil them 

in the politicians and the Press, just so soon will we have 

a better understanding; but just as long as we continue to 

hark back to those things that are always stirring up strife, 

just so long will we have contention, Mr.Chairman. It 

behooves us therefore to arrange our differences now*

There never will be a difference under the sun that 

cannot be rectified. All you have to bring to bear to 

rectify it is logic, reason, justice and right, — yielding 

to every man every right that is in justice his, but at 

the same time demanding that right to which you are in 

justice entitled as a citizen of Canada. That is all we 

ask, that is all we can possibly expect.

I regret very much that I have to leave tonight,be

cause I would like to see something tangible result from this 

meeting.but,as I said before,! have to go to a meeting tomorrow

I
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to help form a link in the Bonne Entente between these 

two Provinces, a meeting to promote better roads. May these 

better understanding meetings, for I hope this will not be 

the only meeting, Mr. Chairman, in their way form a road 

that will facilitate mutual intercourse between the two 

branches of this young and virile nation, a smooth highway 

over which we will travel in perfect amity. (Applause).

MR. E3SERY : Mr. Chairman, when this meeting was 

called for the purpose of promoting a better understanding I 

was glad to arrange to attend as a delegate from the Canadian 

Order of Chosen Friends, consisting of men, women and 

children of all creeds, and when I came here I was prepared 

to take part in the proceedings if necessary, but I am 

told that Colonel Mulloy is going to leave and I want to say 

something before he goes.

I want* to tell him that there is no reason on the 

face of God’s earth for dragging the Orangemen into the 

discussion, such as was done this afternoon, and no apology 

made for it. Orangemen are no better than they ought 

to be, but they have been always loyal to the King and have 

smelt powder in every campaign in the face of the enemy — 

one of them that is talking to you, sir, smelt it at 16 — 

and there is no reason for bringing them into the discussion 

because some crawling cur made a statement in a newspaper 

about what 200,000 of them were going to do.

It is a glorious thing for the men of the two provinces 

to meet to discuss matters, but there is no need of our 

forming a mutual admiration society. What we. want to do is 

to discuss facts. Everyone of you know that we have had 

two political parties in this country in the past, but 

instead of our representatives being statesmen like they were 

in England, in Ireland, in Scotland and in France, we have 

had men living on the rest of the people, and some of them 
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would be starving if it was not for the (2500 that they 

got for crawLing into place and beating better men who dared 

to tell the country what it ought to get.

Now, this country is British and there are two races 

here, the British, composed of English, Scotch, Irish and 

Welsh, and the French. Everybody knows the French were

8

9

10

11

12
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14

15

16

17

18
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20

21
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here before we were, and everybody knows that the Indian 

was here before both of us, but the Indian has not the 

same rights as the Frenchman and he has Wt the same rights 

as the Britisher has. Then the question is raised about 

what rights have we in this country. Well, all I have to 

say is this : We are here and by the God Eternal that 

has created us we will keep the Union Jack at the masthead 

from now to the Day of Judgment, and six months after that.

There is no ill-feeling between the French and

the British, and there never was. There is no ill- 

feeling between any man in this room and myself. But it is 

just what the brother said over there a short time ag4. it 

is the hireling, the ward-heeler of the two Parties and 

the pirates of the Press, who don’t express public opinion 

but who are always creating stiife between our people 

and are always throwing dust in the eyes of those who are

23 trying to do the best that they can for their country

24 if you and I are going to make this a united country

25 there is only one way to do it, and that is this : When 

you know that the man who is asking for your suffrages 

is not honest, don’t elect him because he follows Sir 

Robert Borden or because he follows Sir Wilfrid Laurier.

Elect him because he is fit, elect him because you can 

trust him. This country is getting into a pretty tough 

place when we are Prussianized as we were in the last 

election, when the leader of either party could name the 

man that the supporters of his party had to vote for,
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whether he was fit or not. That is the position we were 

in at the last election. We were not British, we were not 

French; if we had been we would not have put up with that 

kind of nonsense.

And if Colonel Sam Hughes had remained Minister of 

Militia there would have been six divisions in France long 

ago, but the vmrd heelers and the pirates belonging to 

the Press ran him out of business because he would not

knuckle to them and would not turn his back while they stole* 

You know it is true. You men are not half as green as you 

look; most of you have been through the mill, and so have

I. (Laughter)

It won’t do to meet here for mutual admiration, wear 

swallowtail coats and have swell dinner parties, and think 

we are going to turn the whole world inside out because 

our belly is stuffed full of oysters and other good things 

for twenty-four hours. We have to get down to solid facts 

and make up our minds as Canadians — British Canadians,

French Canadians, any kind of Canadians that you like — 

that the fellow who represents us in Parliament must be a

man. Then there will be an end of that kind of thing.

-- I want to say this, that the Orangemen have been

the butt of all the community, the target for everybody, 

but by the God that reigns above we are going to stop that

-•’> from this out. We have no apologies to make to any people. 

We are fighting for France and for freedom and for justice, 

and we would not be fit to come inside a lodge room if we

were not so fighting.

THE CHAIRMAN : Colonel Mulloy.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : This meeting is becoming so very 

interesting that I almost think I will stay.(Laughter)

Let me hasten to put myself right with Mr. Essery. 

I did not think I was committing any grave breach of the
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1 usage of public meetings in quoting a statement that was 

made freely in pretty nearly every paper in Canada. I was 

not standing sponsor for the statement, I was holding it up 

to ridicule the same as Mr. Bssery has done himself. My 

father was an Orangeman all his life, and I certainly had 

no intention of reflecting adversely on the Order, and I 

am sorry if such an interpretation has been placed on my

8 remarks.

9 Now, going back to the crux of the discussion, before

10 we had the meeting of the Bonne Entente in Montreal

11 we tried a little preliminary canter something like this.

12 We had two meetings of men of prominence to discuss the

13 matter, and I was asked to draft a resolution. I did so,

14 and it took four hours to get it through. Here is what

15 the resolution was, and it is engraved - today on a silver

16 loving cup in the possession for the time being of Sir George

17 Garneau. It carries out what Mr. Foy says. It starts with

18 this preamble :-

19 "That we,sxs a body of French and English

speaking Canadians in conference assembled for the

21 purpose of promoting national unity, resolve :

22 That there is not now nor ever in the future

23 will be anv dispute which cannot and of right ought

24 not to be settled amicably and equitably and to the

25 satisfaction of the great majority of all concerned."

26 Regarding the language question, the Scotch have

27 the reputation of being the best bankers in the world,

28 sind there is a reason. A Scotchman,and any good banker,

29 always looks to the moral security as well as to the material

30 security. You may go and give your note for $5,000, to be

31 paid in three months: The banker does not know that

you will not dispose of your property to your wife, but he

33 looks at the moral security, and that is you as a man.
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1 Now, it is true that the French language has no legal
2

3
right in Ontario. It is true that the Quebec Act and

other Acts, though they mentioned that the French were to
4 continue in the free use of their religion and their
5 customs, did not mention the French language. But it was
6

8

9

understood. That is why it was not mentioned. And we, the 

English-speaking men of Canada, may, if we want to stick to 

the legal side of it, default upon our moral security.

I have no brief for French Canada, I speak simply for myself
10

11

12

as a citizen of this young Dominion, and so far as I feel

I feel that we must not and we will not default on our moral

security. The French Canadian is not in the position of
13 others, he is here to stay, and you cannot legislate him out
14

15

1,6

of Ontario or out of Canada, nor can you legislate his

tongue .out of his mouth. He is here to stay and equity and

justice must govern our relations if we are ever to be a
17 nation.
18 On one occasion when I was attending Oxford I went down
19 to Wales, which has been under the British Crown for a great
20

21
many generations, and I was surprised as I passed into

22

23

Wales to find that hobody spoke English, everybody was 

speaking Welsh. Can anyone say that Wales is not a jewel

•>4
in the British Crown ? Has it not produced at least two

— I

25

26

great statesmen, Lloyd George and the late Lord Rhondda ?

I belong to that group of Canadians who are not less /

27

28

29

30

proud but more proud of our Canadian citizenship in that it 

includes a solid block of the worthy descendants of ancient and 

chivalrous France. You men of French Canada have what we have

not; we have what you have not; and our respective cultures

31
in their interplay one on the other will produce a great

32

33

■
nation.

Dr. Edwards spoke about men who would like to see all

this country French. Well, that is natural to the Frenchman.
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1 Why, I could- take you to thousands of men in Ontario who

2 would like to wipe out the French language in Canada.

But what thinking man would deprive this country of the

great and splendid asset of French culture and the French

5 language ?

6 There is the problem we must strike hands on, not being 

led by politicians too far.. I make the statement advisedly

8 and after deliberation, that there ere men in Quebec as

9 there are men in Ontario who do not ’want this question

0 settled because there is capital in it for them. It enables

I them to rally their people together when necessary. We

.) must beware of such men.

3 DR. RDHARDS : Mr. Chairman, there is one statement

4 of Colonel Mulloy1 s which I do not think should go unchalleng-

5 ed. He stated that the reason the French language was not

6 mentioned specifically in the various Acts to which I

referred was because it was understood, and one of the customs

of the people. I do net think that that is quite logical.

LT.-COD. MULLOY : They could not speak any other.

DR. EDWARDS : I do net think that is very logical, 

because on that basis of argument there was not any necessity 

of mentioning their religion, which was just as much one 

of their customs as the language they spoke, but that was 

specifically mentioned and expressed in every Act that was 

passed. I take exception to his conclusion and submit that 

he does not get rid of the matter by simply saying : 

"Yes, you can go strictly by ihe letter of the law if you 

wanjt to play Shylock in this matter, that of course there is 

no constitutional right, but a mord right was understood 

in the various Acts that were passed, and the only reason why

the language was not mentioned then or again later was because 

it was understood." I say that does not go with me.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : Language was mentioned in 1841 only.
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1 DR. EDWARDS : The English language was mentioned in 1841

for the reason that at that time there were two distinct

races. The U.E.Loyalists had come in here, and the two races

4

5

6

/

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

were brought in under one Parliament, and the English language 

was specifically mentioned as the language of the Records of 

the House.

MR.BR0DU3R: Why was it necessary if the French language 

did not exist before ? What was the use of making it other

wise at that time ? That is what I don’t catch. What was 

the reason ?

DR. EDWARDS : That it was a British country, and to put 

beyond any doubt that it was a British country.

MR. BELANGER : Might it not be that in the terms of 

capitulation, in the Treaty of Paris and in the Quebec Act 

religion was mentioned and language was not mentioned because 

of the legal position of the Catholic religion ? The position 

of the Catholic religion in England at that time was very 

insecure, in fact Catholics were not allowed to hold public 

offices, and the Catholics of Canada wanted to secure for 

themselves that right. I think that is the real constitution

al reason.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : All the authorities on International 

law say that it is not necessary to mention the language 

of the country, that its use continues as a natural right. 

You said something about 1841, but you forget to say that in 

1846 the French language was re-established.

DR. EDWARDS : No.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : You should have said it.

DR. EDWARDS : I beg your pardon, I did. I said it 

remained so for several years.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : Not several years; from 1841 to 1846,

and then it was re-established.

DR. EDWARDS : That is several years.
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1

9

MR. CHAMPAGNE : It was re-established.

DR. EDWARDS : But to what extent ? Just in regard to

3

4

the records of Parliament*

MR. CHAMPAGNE : And they can speak the French language

5 DR. EDWARDS : It was carried out in the Confederation

6

i

8

Act of 1867 to the same extent.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : What we are discussing today is not

the Act of Quebec of 1775, we are discussing Confederation

9 There was a compromise on Confederation. There is no use

10 going back of that.

11

12

DR. EDWARDS : May I ask you this question ? Do you

contend by the Confederation Act that there is any con

13 stitutional right given to French Canadians for the use of

14

15

their language in Ontario ?

MR. CHAMPAGNE : I do not go as far as that, but if

16 Rule 17 gives us the rights that you have spo&en of tonight,

17 I will go before the hustings all over the Province of

18 Ontario and will make sure that Regulation 17 is understood

19 $nd advise its acceptance. You forget to say there is in

20 the regulation a provision that the French language will

21

22

23

24

be taught in schools only where it has been hitherto taught.

DR. EDWARDS : Yes.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : Then any other new schools cannot be 

established. In the same regulation it says, that as soon

25 as the child can understand English a little, then the

26 whole of its education is to be absolutely in English.

27 DR. EDWARDS : It does not say anything of the kind.

28 MR. CHAMPAGNE : If the regulation is just as you say

29

30

31

32

it is, I will accept it.

MR. ESSERY : When two authorities make an agreement 

and put it in black and white, no outsider can attempt to 

read into it something that is not there. \ x...
33 KIR. CHAMPAGNE : I was in the House when it was

■ *’X-■
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passed, and I protested against it.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : Would it not be a good thing, Mr.

Champagne, if tomorrow morning we heard two gentlemen from 
4 French Canada put your side of the question before us ?

MR. CHAMPAGNE : No; Mr. Edwards has been very fair

in his presentation of the case.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : I thought so.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : But there is some danger of Dr.Edwards’
9

figures being misleading. He takes the average of Ontario

in education, and then he takes for comparison two parts of thg

Province of Quebec, one composed of fishermen principally, and

the other of shantymen, people who are not expected to be 

very well educated. He should take a section like Jacques 

Cartier.

DR. EDWARDS : Just while you are on that point, since 

you say I have selected certain parts of the population in 

the Province of Quebec so far as illiteracy is concerned, 

let me say that there were only three Counties in the whole

Province of Quebec in the last census where the people come up

to the average of the-people of Canada, and those Counties, 

strange to say, where were the English formed a very large 

-- percentage of the population.

23 MR. BRODEUR : Where is the harm in that ?

24 DR. EDWARDS : I do not say there is any harm in it,

25 -Dut when you take exception to my statment I want to say that

26 you are not fair.

MR. CHAMPAGNE : The only thing that concerns me is

Rule 17, and if Rule 17 is applied and understood — and I 

tell you it is not — in the way you mention, I am willing 

to accept it, and I will go on the hustings and advise its 

acceptance by my compatriots throughout this Province.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : That is good. I may say that at the 

Hamilton meeting Senator Beaubien took up the educational s 
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8

9
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18

19

20
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26

27
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policy of the Province of Quebec and he showed that the 

Quebec man by his training and heredity belonged to the soil, 

that wherever he saw the wilderness he hewed it down, and 

that necessarily eduaation had been almost neglected as 

compared with the Province of Ontario, which was much more 

ahead industrially. He also showed completely to the 

satisfaction of 700 men that in the last ten years such 

improvements had been made -- which, of course, would not show 

in the census of 1911 — in the educational policy of the 

Province of nuebec that Ontario would have to step lively 

to keep out of her road in another 25 years. I think that 

settles the educational question.

DR. EDWARDS : Any person who would agree to that 

proposition would agree to pretty nearly anything. •

IT.-COL. MULLOY : Do you mean to say —

DR. EDWARDS : Just this. Colonel Malloy gets up here, 

he has not any definite figures in refutation of the figures 

I gave and —

LT.-COL. MULLOY : I take them as true*

DR. EDWARDS : The point I want to make is this. You 

also take as true a statement made by Senator Beaubien, a 

man who has not any reliable source to depend on, and you 

accept his statement that in another 25 years we will have to 

step lively to keep out of the road, and you say that 

settles the question.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : I beg your pardon, I take that back.

I happen to know that Quebed has improved her educational 

system. I taught school there.

DR. EDVARDS : She has?

LT.-COL. MULLOY : She has. In the last five years she 

has made remarkable improvements in her education, and I 

just quoted Senator Beaubien’s optimistic statementBut 

so far as past statistics on illiteracy are concerned Quebec
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has improved and is improving. •}

DR. EDWARDS : I will say that if you compare the census 

of 1911 with that of 1901 you will see an improvement in 

the Province of Quebec and you will also see an improvement 

in the Province of Ontario and in all the other Provinces.

I have no doubt that in the last ten or fifteen years Quebec 

has improved, but I do not think that that alters my state

ment, which I think was a very fair one, on the educational 

status of the Provinces. I thought when quoting from the

10 census 1 was quoting from a very reliable source and that it

11 was very fair to do so.

12 LT.-COL. MULLOY : I think so too.

13 DR. EDWARDS : If we are to accept the position taken

14 by Colonel Mulloy, I presume he is prepared to say that the

15 proper course to take is for the people of Canada to give

16 equal recognition of the F rench with the English language

17 from the Atlantic to the Pacific ?

18 LT.-COL. MULLOY : 4 have not said that, Dr. Edwards.

19 DR* EDWARDS : If your argument has any meaning at all

•20 it has that meaning.

21 Iff.-COL. MULLOY : 1 said, and I ask you all to bear

22 witness to what I said, that a way can be found by men of good-

23 will to stop this wrangling; and when Dr. Edwards makes a

24 statement, and Mr. Napoleon Champagne says, "If that is as

25 you say I am with you," I think I am right and have proved my

26 point. I have never studied the bilinguial question, I am

27 simply an apostle of the belief that men of goodwill can get

28 together and settle the trouble*

29 DR. EDWARDS : You certainly took the position that

30 while there was no constitutional right of the French Canadians

X

31 infringed —

32 LT.-COL. MULLOY : No constitutional right.

33 DR. EDWARDS : You also held out that —

\ 
t '■ <

I said that.

/ /
4 ’'

I
\ / A
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1 LT.-COL. MULLOY : There was a moral right.
o

3

4

DR. EDWARDS : That what was not written in the Constitu

tion was understood in the Constitution, and that therefore 

they were within their rights in asking for recognition of
5 their language.
6 LT.-COD. MULLOY : I simply quoted, international law.
i

8

As my friend said here, you do not take their language from 

a .conquered people. Their continuance of it is as natural as
9 breathing. Germany could not take their language from the

10 Poles, and language is never mentioned in Treaties. I say

11

12

13

you cannot take the air from them, and you cannot take their 

language from them. I said there was a moral right, and 

that statement I will stand by on any platform in Canada,

14

15

16

that there is a moral right to the French people in Canada 

regarding their tongue that we do not withhold from Doukabours, 

Germans or anybody else.

17 DR. EDWARDS : If you want to come to a straight issue

18 on the matter, I hope before we get through tomorrow that J

19 the French gentlemen who are here will state if their aim is

20 equal recognition of the French language in the Dominion of

21

22

23

24

Canada from ocean to ocean. If that is their aim, if that

is what they claim, we ought to know it, because if that

is their claim I presume they are making it because they believe 

it will be in the best interests of this country to have such

25

26

recognition granted. Then it will be up to the rest of the 

people of Canada to consider that question as to whether they

27 think it will be in the best interests cf Canada as a whole

28 to have a bilinguial country. We have to look to the future

29

30

of this country, and if you French Canadians think — and I 

will concede that you have a right to your opinion in regard

31 to the matter — if you honestly end sincerely think it will

32 be a better country if we have bilinguialism from the Atlantic

33 to the Pacific, that the people will be better able to fulfil
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1

2
their duties as citizens, you may "be honest and sincere in

contending that, but if you are, then I say you must
Q o concede that those who are not of your race may hold an
4

5

entirely different opinion and may believe just as honestly 

and just as sincerely that it would be a very detrimental
6

/

8

9

thing for the best interests of this country to have a 

bilinguial country from the Atlantic to the Pacific.

I want to refer to another point. Several gentle

men who have spoken hero today, I do not know whether for my

10

11

12

13

particular benefit or not, have rung in the politicians, 

Members of Parlaiament and all that sort of thing, that they 

were a pretty rotten lot.(Laughter) That is the infer

ence you would draw from the references to them I presume,

14

15

gentlemen, that they are a pretty bad lot by and large, and 

that they are responsible for most of this trouble, playing

16 patish politics and that sort of thing.

17 LT.-COL. MULLOY : Some .

.18 DR EDWARDS : I am not go ing to defend the House of

19 Commons — those on the opposite side of the House I am

20 not supposed to defend anyway — (Laughter) -- but when

21

22

you talk about the rottenness of politics and the grafting 

of politicians, let me tell you that your Members of

23 Parliament are just as good and no better than the class of

24 people who elect them. They are a fair representation,

25 morally and intellectually of the class of people who send them

26 to Ottawa or Toronto. Just put that in your pipe and smoke

27 it. You get the essence there. I want to say further

28 that it is a mighty easy thing to get up and lay your burdens

29

30

on somebody else’s shoulders, to throw off all your own sinB 

and all your own failures on to the man who represents you.

31 It is a mighty poor return to the man you elect to represent

32 you when you treat him in that way. I have sat in the House

33 of Commons, sir, since 1908, to the left of the Speaker and
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1

2
to the right of the Speaker, and 1 want to say that whether 

your representatives be Grit or Tory the vast majority of
3

4

5

them are. honestly and sincerely trying to do what they 

can in the best interests of the country.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : Dr. Edwards, we did not take in all
6

i

politicians. You would not for one moment attempt to defend 

all the politicians that we, the people of Canada, have sent
. 8 to either Ottawa or Toronto or Quebec.

9 DR. EDWARDS : No.

10 LT.-COL. MULLOY : I agree with you thoroughly that the

11

12

counti^r gets just the kind of government it deserves.

DR. EDWARDS : I go further, it gets a much better

13 government than it deserves.

14

15

LT.-COL. MULLOY : You know, if you want to roost (

high you must fly high. The point is, not to fly over the

16 roost, but we want better politics and better citizenship

17 in Canada, and we are going to get hath.

18 DR. EDWARDS : Mr. Essery referred to the Prussianizing

19 of the people of Canada at the last election. Was he justified

20

21

22

23

in that ? I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in my judgment 

he was not justified. We were not Prussianized. He says the 

leaders picked out the candidates. I say the leaders did not 

pick them out. The candidates in the various constituencies

24 were picked out by the electors, and in order to give effect

25 to the vote of the soldiers overseas it was agreed to on

26 both sides that each leader should endorse this or that

27 candidate. That is all there was in it.

28

29

30

31

MR. ESSERY : What I was pointing out, and I can prove 

it, was this, that there were attempts made to ^russianize 

men in the City of Toronto — not men like our brother over 

here. Members of the Government came up there, but they

32

33

were told that if they attempted to do that there would not 

be a man elected in the City of Toronto in support of the
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government. We have a right to pick out our own candidate, 

and no leader of any party has a right to say after we have 

picked cut our candidate thnt he shall not be our candidate 

because he does not suit that leader. And Dr. Edwards is 

not one of the men who went back that way, I know that.

6 MR. BELANGER : The hour is getting late and I think

we are drifting very far away from the object of this meeting. 

If we keep on discussing subjects which are not germaiua to 

the issue, then there will be no end to this meeting except

10 a big misunderstanding when we separate tomorrow.

1.1 I intend to speak on this subject tomorrow, but before

1.2 we adjourn tonight I would like to make answer to an objection

13 which I do not want to deal with tomorrow, and that is in

14 respect to illiteracy in the Province of Quebec. When this

15 question was brought up for a while I was asking myself

16 whether a plea was being made to the people of Ontario not

17 to associate and not to come to a better understan ding with

18 the Province of Quebec because the people were illiterate

19 and there was a greater percentage of illiteracy there than

20 in the Province of Ontario. I appreciate Dr. Edwards*

21 earnestness and sincerity, but his argument appears to be that

22 we i^rench Canadians of the Province of Ontario want and are

23 trying tc get the educational system of the Province of Quebec

24 for our children here. Now, this he has not proven and he

25 cannot prove, and. I can prove that it is not the ideal, it is

26 not the aim, it is not the wish of the French Canadians

27 of the Province of Ontario, not for a moment. We in Ontario

28 have different ideals because we live in a different

29 envi ronment•

30 1 have taken the opportunity to make this answer now

31 because tomorrow I ’/ant to keep as much a® possible to the
♦

other points advanced by Dr. Edwards and other speakers this 

33 evening.

. (On formal motion the meeting was adjourned at midnight
to 9 o’clock Friday morning J
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Friday, July 26th, 9 a.m.

THE CHAIRMAN : What is the first proceeding ?

DR. EDWARDS : Mr. Chairman, Brother Belanger was speak

ing last night and he left some remarks that he wanted to 

make this morning. I think he should have the floor.

MR. BELANGER : Mr. Chairman, if the invitation which 

was tendered to me to attend this meeting a few hours before 

the hour of my departure from Ottawa had been coupled with 

an intimation that I would be called upon to speak today, I 

certainly would have filled my travelling bag with documents, 

regulations, reports and quotations instead of putting into 

it merely a smile as sunny as the heat would allow, notwith

standing the disappearance of the cheering cuj> from our midst 

and the very sincerest handshakes for our compatriots of 

other descent.

The name,Bonne Entente, led me to believe that it 

was something akin to what took place over in Europe some 

time ago, when through their visits from one country to the 

other the two greatest nations of the world were brought 

together, and from that bringing together there sprang up 

in the present world crisis the greatest alliance ever known 

for the triumph of freedom, of right and of justice. And 

I hope that from bringing us together, the people of Frenoh 

descent and the people of British descent, there will also 

spring up in this country of ours an alliance out of which 

will be produced a united Canada, a Canada forever indivis

ible. (Hear, hear).

The questions which have arisen in the course of the 

debate have prompted some of my French speaking colleagues 

to ask me to address the meeting, not because of any \ 

oratorical powers on my part, but on account of the peculiar 

position which I have occupied in the Province of Ontario,
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a position which has put me in touch more perhaps than any 

of my compatriots with the question presently at issue, the 

bilinguial school.question. I have been for four and a half 

years inspector of the. bilingvial schools of Eastern Ontario.

Mr. Chairman, Ido think that there is a particular 

place in this Convention for the French-spe king element of 

Ontario. I understand that the primary object of this 

meeting is the bringing together of the Province of Quebec and 

the Province of Ontario. Well, how do we French Canadians 

of Ontario stand in this matter ? $e belong to both Quebec 

and Ontario . We belong to Quebec because we have with its 

people the same traditions, the same language, the same 

ideals and the sama aims; but we belong to the Province of 

Ontario Because we have the same civil laws, because we have 

the same education, because we are making our living in the! r 

midst, and because, let me tell you, and I assert it most 

emphatically, wo French Canadians of the Province of Ontario 

are Joyal to the Province as we are loyal to the country and
*

loyal to the King. (Hear, hoar).

There is perhaps a further reason why we should have 

a distinctive place here in this Convention. -.ft er the 

slight intercourse that I have had with, most of the members 

here I have come to the conclusion that the misunderstanding 

which, it. is your purnose, Mr. Chairman, in celling this 

meeting to do away with, is twofold. In the Province 

of Ontario there is this misunderstanding. We have heard it 

expressed in the course of the discussion that there is a 

rooted belief here that the desire of the French Canadians 

of the Province of Quebec is in a way to invade this Province, 

to push back the English-speaking element of the Province, to 

make the conditions such that the French language will sooner 

or later prevail in this English-speaking province. And in 

the Province of Quebec there is this other misunderstanding,
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that the Province of Ontario, or a large number of its people, 

desire to make out of all Canada a homogeneous race in the 

sense of putting, as was very well said yesterday, in a 

melting pot all the different elements comprising the French 

and the other nationalities, ahd that the primary essential 

to that homogenaty is one language. So that if at the present 

time conditions are made difficult for the French language 

in the Province of Ontario, it is but one step towards 

invading the Province of Quebec and trying by the same or 

similar methods to Anglicize completely and thoroughly the 

Province of Quebec also.

Therefore where do we French Canadians of this Province 

stand 7 I say we stand in the first line trenches on both 

sides. We have to bear the brunt of this double battle. 

Furthermore, the battle is waged on the very ground that we 

occupy, and I am asking myself whether we are not in the 

dangerous position of being in No-man1s Land.(Laughter) 

That is why I say we have a distinctive position in this 

Convention, for I conclude that if ever there is a better 

understanding between the two Provinces it will be made through 

us on account of our partaking of both Provinces and both
■

elements, on account of having in our groups the better elements 

of the two provinces. We are so to speak the link, the 

missing link, in the evolution that, let us hope, Mr.

Chairman, is bound to come in this country of ours — which 

must come if there is ever going to be a Canadian nationality 

worthy the name. We are, I say, the link which is going one 

day to bring together the two chains which at present you are 

trying to weld together.

Such therefore, gentlemen, is our great interest in 

this meeting, and after yesterday’s discussion we do not 

want our compatriots of the Province of Quebec who are'xpresent 

to go back with another misunderstanding — not only a Q
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misunderstanding as regards their fellow citizens of Ontatio 

of another nationality, but a misunderstanding as regards our
o

position, the position of their own compatriots in the Province 

of Ontario. We do not want them to go back with the idea that 

those compatriots have deceived them, that misrepresentations

9 have been made, and that is the sole purpose of my taking

' the floor this morning.

I must say at the very start that I would be very sorry

9 if you were to judge of our bilinguial institutions by the

10 quality of the remarks which I may make this morning. I have

11
been educated solely through the bilinguial primary schools

12
and the bilinguial institutions of this Province. I have

13
learned English, not by practice on the streets, not by 

practice at home, but purely and solely in the bilinguial
15 -

English-French schools of Ottawa and in the bilinguial
16

University of Ottawa.
17 ,

At one time last night I felt the most delightful sen-
18

sation when I heard it stated that the desire of the authorities
19

of this Province was to give to us French Canadians in our
20

schools at least fifty per cent of the time of the school,
21

and that as a matter of fact we had at least 50 per cent of the
22 • ' ■ ' .

school time devoted to the teaching of French. I said to
23

myself, Det the proof of that come and we do not require to
24

take very particular means to come to a better understanding.
25

As Mr. Champagne said on that occasion, ”If that can be proven
26

to me I will myself go throughout this Province on the hustings
27

and make sure that Regulation 17" — since I have got to
28

mention itT"will be adopted by my compatriots." But it
29

was not long before there was a kind of contradiction which
30

wiped out that very pleasant sensation. It was when particular
31 • .

pains were taken to prove a strenuous desire on the part of the
32

French Catholics of this Province if possible to oust from the
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1
schools of Ontario the English language or to put the French

o language in all the schools throughout th$ whole Dominion on 

an equAl footing with the English language.

_ Now, as that is so very far away from our intentions

which we know, as in our own private discussions that subject
6

is never mentioned by people who are worth hearing and whose

8

9

10

opinion is worth discussing, I will say a word as to that.

A great point was made of the fact that in certain sections 

it does happen that when the French-speaking people get to be

in the majority the English element will get out of that
11 .

section and settle elsewhere. Gentlemen, if you will bear
12

with me just one second I think you will find that there is
13

a more deeply rooted reason for that than the one which is
14

generally alleged.
15

This is a matter of national psychology. In two words,
16

the Frenchman is patriarchal and the Englishman is an adept at
1 /

individualism. You take in France, and on a smaller scale
18

here in French Canada, the ambition of the father, whether he
19

is or he is not surrounded by people of other nationalities,
20

is to group around the paternal house his sons as soon as
21

they come of sufficient age to till the soil themselves. You
22

know that that is the case in the Province of Quebec, in
23

districts where there is no question of ousting the English-
24

speaking population. What obtains,on the other hand, with
25

the English people as a rule ? Take the history of England.
26

Why is England the greatest colonizing country in the whole
27

world ? It is because of what I might perhaps term the
28

exiguity of Great Britain itself. As soon as the children
29

can shift for themselves they are either sent out or they are
30 > 

allowed to go to foreign parts, to our own colonies, and
31 .

sometimes to other countries like America. They go to Austral-
32

ia, they come here to Canada, they go to the United States —
33

they settle all over the world* It is the individual system
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against the patriarchal.
9

This is a law of the growth of nations. It is & char

acteristic which cannot be eradicated. We have it in our bones, 

it has been brought to us through generations and generations, 

this patriarchal love, It is far from me to think that there 

is less fatherly love in the Englishman than there is in the

' Frenchman, but this is the Frenchman’s way of loving his 

children.

Now, I think if, rising above the petty parochial

10 prejudices which are sometimes uppermost in all of us, you

11 men of intelligence, you men who do not judge by the surface

12 of things but go to the deeper reason, if you will rise to 

1:5 that plane and find the true reason and tell your people the

14 true reason for this idea that there is a desire in the French- 

speaking people to oust from any section of the Province the 

English-speaking element, I am confident that that misunder- 

1' standing will disappear.

18 . We do want to dominate, but we want to dominate in an-

19 other way as everyone of you want to dominate, a perfectly

20 legitimate ambition. We want to vie with you to make this

21 Canada the best land in the world, we want with our patriotism

22 to do more if possible than you are doing not only for Canada

23 as a whole but in particular for Ontario. We want to make this

24 the banner province of the Dominion, to keep it the banner

25 province, and to develop it more and more and make it surpass 

all the other Provinces, not barring the Province of Quebec.

Unfortunately I lack documents to enable me to enter 

very deeply into the constitutional question, but I would 

ask you to consider a few aspects of the constitutional 

position of the French language in Canada. First of all, I 

will eliminate what was discussed yesterday regarding the 

difference in the position of the French and the other 

languages in this country. I do think that the French stand 
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in an exceptional position in this country compered with 

the other nationalities that are still emigrating here.

Many reasons could be given, I will not delay you 

to enumerate them all, but how would this appeal to you ? 

That any American/born citizen, any German, any Russian, any 

Scandinavian, any Pole or any Doukabour that comes into this 

country comes because he is not satisfied with the conditions 

that prevail in his own country, and in order to get the 

benefits of the freedom of our British institutions here, in 

order to get the benefits of this.great rich country, he willig- 

ly gives up the usages and customs of his ancestors. And I say 

that when he puts his foot, on this land there is a virtual 

contract on his part with the people of this country that he 

is going to submit to the language and the usages of the 

majority. You have seen that in the case of the Galicians 

and the Doukabours. In order to amend that tacit treaty 

it was necessary to have an express treaty between the Govern-
I

ment and those people to guarantee to them the exorcise of 

their own customs and usages. With us of French descent 

who were born here on the soil it is a different matter alto

gether. We did nob abandon any particular customs in order 

to come here to Canada. Did we come to reap the benefits 

of intercourse with you ? No, not at all. We were here

on the ground, and, as it was said, we had no choice but to 

stay here.

So I think, gentlemen, I have shown that there is an 

important difference between the French Canadian nationality 

in Canada and all the other nationalities that emigrate here, 

and I say to you : If you have really the interests of Canada at 

heart, don’t take the French Canadians end put them along with 

the other nationalities in the melting pot. As was aptly said 

yesterday, let your workshop be rather a laboratory. I 

believe that the French Canadians of Ontario will be in that 

laboratory -- what shall I say ? — the olectric spark perhaps
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which will unite together the two refractory elements which are

“ now separate in the Dominion of Canada and particularly in the 

Province of Ontario and the Province of Quebec.

Why are the Articles of Capitulation and the Treaties

3 so very silent as to the French language ? It is not mentioned

6 in them in so many words, hut when a Treaty guarantees to a

" group the use of its French civil laws, its usages and its 

customs and its religion , does not that really for persons whs

9 look beyond the letter of the law and go to its spirit, espec-

10 ially when its spirit is the uniting element, - I say does

11 not that contain in germ a guarantee that the language in

12 which those laws were written and taught, that the language

13 that has been the expression of those customs and usages shall

14 be continued in this country ?

15 However that be, it was asked why religion was specifically

10 mentioned and not language. Well, we replied to that last

17 evening, and I do not wish to repeat myself. At the time that

18 those Articles of Capitulation were drawn up the Catholic

19 religion was in a. very peculiar position in England, Catholics

20 were deprived from holding public offices. It is only of recent

21 date that this embargo was lifted from Catholic citizenship in

22 Great Britisn. Therefore religion here had to be specifially

23 mentioned in those Articles of Capitulation and in the Treaty

24 of Paris and in other documents, but it was thought that there

25 was no necessity of specifying expressly the use of the French

26 language, because it is an axiom of International law that

27 after a conquest or after a cession, call it whichever you

28 like, the vanquished people, the ceded people, have got a

29 natural right to maintain, their language. However, as I sayt
• i . V,

K’k30 the absence of documents prevents me from going deeply into
/ ■■■ ■ %

i X\

31 the question.
/ A. '4'^

32 How would you consider this position, constitutionally

33 speaking ? It is admitted that the Confederation Act, the
' ' j: .

/ - • ; • I

/ . • ?
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British North America Act, gives the French population of 

Canada the right to use the French language in the Federal 

Parliament and in the Federal Courts. Now, what is the 

primary object of education, if not its sole object ? Is 

it not to prepare the citizen of the country so that he 

shall be able to fulfil all his duties of citizenship ?

But it must not stop there. It must at the same time
*

prepare him to enjoy his rights to the fullest extent and in 

the best possible way. Now then, if the Provinces were

10 entrusted with the making of educational laws, were they
x *

11 not at the same time entrusted with the creation of a system

12 of education that would prepare the citizens of the Province

13 of Ontario not only to fulfil their duties, but at the same

14 time to enjoy the rights that are given them by the Constit-

15 ution ? And I say that the Province of Ontario cannot

16 separate in my person the Federal citizen and the provincial

17 citizen, and if 1 have a right to use my language in the

18 Federal Parliament and in the Federal Courts then it is a

19 duty on the part of the Province of Ontario to prepare me

20 in such a way that I will be able to enjoy that right in

21 the best way possible.

22 After all, what is it that we ask ? There is only

23 one cry among our French population, and that is J Give

24 us by all means the best possible education. Give us, as

25 was so well stated yesterday, full and equal opportunity

26 with our co-citizens of this Province. Let us go into

27 practice and into facts. It -was said that in the teaching

28 of arithmetic, for instance, two and two will make four in

29 any language. If you understand the teaching of arithmetic

30 as simply the studying and memorizing of multiplication and

31 other tables, of processes, then I agree with you that

32 arithmetic can be taught in any language; but if the purpose

33 of arithmetic in the schools is to develop the reasoning 
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powers, to create the habit of using knowledge properly, 

then I say that whether in problems or in the very elementary 

processes, if you do not simply tBa8h them by heart, your 

demonstrations will require the help of a large vocabulary.

Do you mean to tell me that you will develop the powers 

of reasoning in a young French boy, who is just beginning 

to learn English and who has a very small number of words 

at his command to communicate to you, by arithmetic as 

quisikly and as effectively in a language which is foreign to 

him as you will in his own tongue ?

Let us take geography. If the teaching of geography 

is nothing else but the teaching of a list of proper names, 

the names of cities and towns and provinces, if that is 

your aim in teaching geography, very well, I agree with you, 

let it be taught in English in all our schools; but fortun

ately the teaching in our schools has been developed to 

this extent that we do not want those methods in our schools, 

and we are fighting to have our native language the medium of 

communication between teacher and pupil just exactly to bar * 

out of our schools these methods of education, which do not 

make learned men but simply machines.

Geography is the teaching of the world as the habitation 

of man, and if you are going to teach the location of the 

City of Ottawa or the City of Montreal or the City of Toronto 

to my child, I want him to know why the City of Ottawa 

happens to be located where it is, at the foot of the 

Chaudiere Falls on the Banks of the River Ottawa., I want 

him to know why Montreal has developed all the industries 

It has, the relation there is between its location and the 

development of its population.

I want your child, if he is a French Canadian, to 

know why, as Mr. Mikel was telling me the first da;/ I arrived 

here, Belleville is destined to become the largest City
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in the Province of Ontario between Montreal and Ottawa. 

I want your child to learn to love Belleville because he 

will see the great future that there is for this City on 

account of its proximity to the great.resources necessary 

to its development.

Well, how can you teach that to a child if to the 

difficulties of demonstration you adtf the difficulties of a 

lack of vocabulary ? No, gentlemen, we want in our

schools the best possible education, whether it is arith

metic, geography or history.

How can you teach history with such a limited vocabulary 

as there is at the command of a child who has been learning 

English for three or four or five years ? The deeds of 

men are infinite in variety, and the great moral and national 

lessons to be derived from the facts of history — how can 

you express all that with a few words more or less under

stood and gathered in four or five years of English tuition? 

We do not want that kind of history. All the subjects of 

the curriculum could be treated in the saana way.

Now I come to a subject which I have very much at 

heart. In the French that is being allowed to be taught 

in our bilinguial schools by the regulations the curriculum 

only covers French grammar, reading and composition; we 

have not French literature. Gentlemen, if there is a reason 

at all for literature being taught in our primary schools 

is it not because we want to give to our boys who will leave 

school at 14 or 15 the choice in after life to enjoy life 

better ? To enjoy liVe better because they will be able to 

take our poetsxand our prose writers and our orators andread 

them with intelligence and take out of their reading an hour’s 

enjoyment, an hour’s perfection so to speak. Is not that 

the reason ? Then I say that in forcing our French child, 

who knows English quite well, who can speak it and write it,
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who will write a good composition, in forging him into 

English literature and depriving him of French literature 

we are committing nothing more or less &han a crime against 

4 the laws of pedagogy.

You all know that language is divided into what

I may term dialects, the poetic dialect and the prose 

dialect. You do net write poetry as you wrote a common 

letter. The .choice of words is not the same. All those 

Anglo-Saxon words that are especially chosen by your pgets

10 and make of your present literature such charming reading

11 are not the words that you generally use in common inter

im course, you barely use them even in public speaking.

13 Well, is that the kind of vocabulary that you want our

14 children to learn ? That is not the vocabulary that they

15 will be using with you in their commercial and social inter

im course. Open any book of English literature and you will

17 see I am right as to that.

18 The French language on the other hand has no such

19 separation of the poetic and the prose dialect. Poetry is

20 distinct in French frgm prose writing in the elevation of

21 the sentiments and in the delicacy and elevation of the

22 , pictures and comparisons and figures of speech and in the

23 arrangement of the words, but not in the vocabulary,

24 so that our children would very readily acquire a love of

25 literature if we were allowed to put before them the words

26 of Lamartine, Musset, Racine, Corneille, Bossuet,

27 LaRochefoucauld, Mirabeau, and all the rest of our splendid

28 French literature. In debarring them from tlr t privilege

29 you are simply not giving to our boys and girls an equal

30 opportunity with the English boys and girls of the Province

31 of Ontario to enjoy life, an equal opportunity to develop

32 themselves by reading in after life, and is it unreasonable

33 on our part, is it from any idea of domination that we ask that

• \ Vx
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French literature should be taught in our schools ?

It will be said that English may suffer by it. It 

was said that if both English and French are taught in the 

school, and if different subjects of the curriculum are 

taught in French, then those schools that were teaching 

in French did not produce an educated generation, and an 

example was taken from the County of Prescott. I happen 

to know perhaps every single school in the County of Pres

cott. The point was made that the electors of Prescott, 

the people of 21 years and above, were for the most part 

illiterates. Gentlemen, let us admit that for the moment. 

The people mentioned in that census, those of 21 years and 

over, are the products of a particular system of bilinguial 

schools that prevailed in the County of Prescott in partic

ular. When those children were educated the bilinguial 

schools of the County of Prescott were public schools, 

not separate schools. They did not see the idea of making 

separate schools out of them because the totality of the 

children in most of those schools were French-speaking. 

There was no French inspection of those schools, they were 

under the Public School Inspector. The teachers were 

prepared at the Model School at Plantaganet, established 

for the very purpose of training teachers and giving them 

specific instructions, and I have evidence that those teach

ers were trained to give instruction in every subject of 

the curriculum through the medium of English and to apply 

discipline through the medium of Englich. .shat is the 

result ? You have given me yoqr own answer. The result was 

that those schools were not efficient, that the pupils that 

came out of those schools did not know either French or 

English, and that after two or three years of such 

schooling the parents would withdraw their children in 

disgust on account of the slight progress they were making.
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That was the product of the kind of schools which in 

certain quarters they are trying to force upon us.

And I may mention this regarding the French language 

to show you what the result was. The school in the County 

of Prescott that is mentioned in the Report of Dr. Merchant as 

the best school around that district is a school that was- 

taught exactly on those principles. Well, a girl that came 

out of that school that same year and passed first in the 

entrance examination came in September to one of our 

bilinguial schools — in fact it was a Model School. She 

was given dictation of ten lines in French and made 45 

mistakes. That is the kind of French that we do not want, 

and that is the kind of French that is being dealt out to 

us by this system of teaching the different subjects of 

the curriculum through English and neglecting French.

Now, you will say perhaps, "But English will be neglected^ 

in the same way." No, gentlemen, you know quite well the 

differences there are between the difficulties of tho Frenoh 

language and the English language. To give a personal 

example , I might say this, that I would not have consented 

for the world to address you at length this morning in my 

own native language, because it is too hard, I preferred 

to speak in English* If I had had no choice I would not have 

attempted to present our side of the argument at all, I would 

have addressed you very shortly. Such are the 'difficulties 

of the French language. We readily take to the English 

language, which brings me to this other point.

What we want in our schools is the best possible English* 

acquired as soon a s possible,and acquired well, and that is 

what we are working towards. We could not get the Governments 

of old to teach improved methods to our teachers so they 

could inculcate the English language to the French bdys and 

girls in the best and quickest possible way. We had to devise
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1 these methods ourselves, we had to bring our teachers to the
9 different institutes and give these methods to them there.
3

4

5

could
We «5»/never get the government of the day to implant in

this Province of Ontario the proper method of teaching English 

to French pupils. It is only very lately that they have taken
6

7

8

9

up that question, and if we have produced children that speak 

English perfectly and write it quite well at 12, 13, 14 and 15 

years of age in most of our schools, it is not due to any of 

those who say that they want our children to learn English in

10 the best possible way, but it is due to ourselves who want

11

1.2

it still more than they do.

You want our children to learn the best possible English,

13 and yet you want to take away from us one <fcf the best mediums

14

15

to accomplish that purpose. In the higher classes when a boy

6’an write his French correctly, is there a better way for him

16 to learn English than translation ? Is not the French language

17 after all the origin of a large portion of the vocabulary

18 which is being used in current conversation? Outside of

19

20

the AnglO'/Saxon words and forms of your language is not the 

whole of your tongue purely French turned into English by

21 the natural process of language evolution ? Why is it a

22 fact that our pupils come k£ out of our schools better

23 spellers, better writers, non-users of slang, than you can

24 produce in your public schools as a rule ?

25 A great deal was made of this point at the time of Dr.

26 Merchant’s investigation and report, that we had only a small

27 proportion of our ptpLls who passed the Entrance examination.

28 On the surface again, gentlemen, that would seem to be a

29 test of the quality of our schools. Let me tell you that

30 it is not a test, far from it, and I will give you one of

31 the reasons. It is this, that in the City of Ottawa, among

32 others, our children and the Irish children, all Catholic
oo DO children, were prevented from going to the High Schools and 

to the colleges. I myself heard two years in succession
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the Rev. Father Fallon, now Bishop Fallon, who was then perish
2

priest of St. Joseph’s Church,, in the month of August before
3 not t o,

the opening of the schools asking the parents/ and even
4

forbidding them to send their children who had finished their
5

primary training- to the colleges and high schools, and 

requesting them rather to send their children to the college 

course of the University of Ottawa. What would have been
8 the meaning of passing the Entrance examination into a high
9 school where you were forbidden to send your children ? Why 

should they have to pass the Entrance examination ? Are the

11 French people to be blamed for that ?
1 ° What was the result ? We opened fifth classes after

the Entrance class because we wanted as many as possible of 

our girls and boys to enter the Model Schools and we trained 

tftem to pass the Entrance examination. In the High Schools of 

the Province they pass the Model Entrance examination after

the second year, but strange to say we got our boys and girls
18 to pass it after the first year of the fifth class, and that

19 is a departmental examination, an examination which is purely 

in English.

-1 Now, if our schools were not efficient how would you

-- account for that ? I could give you hosts of cases, but Asking 

a case very near to me, some years ago out of one of those 

fifth classes thete passed the Model School examination a young

’ French girl who passed with honors purely in English. There

’ was not a word of English spoken in her family, there was no

English in her surroundings. She was purely a product of our

’ bilinguial schools, and she passed with honors, the. first

in the whole Province of Ontario. Then she went to High School

*,u and two years after she was passing her matriculation and normal

School Entrance. She got out of school, and I remember a boy 

going to that school and wanting a private teacher in
OQ

mathematics. The principal said, "We have no teacher available 
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at the present time, but if you will go to Miss So-and-So, 

she will be able to help you. She was the brightest pupil last 

year." The father would not take her; she wqs only 15.

Those are facts, gentlemen, and they are not isolated 

facts. If they were isolated facts I would not generalize 

on them, because I think the greatest cause of the misunder

standing between the Province of Cuebod and the Province of 

Ontario is the taking of a few scattered situations here and 

there and giving them broadcast as the general situation in 

the whole Province.

We have with us a Federal Member of Parliament. It is 

an easy matter for him to ascertain that there is in the 

Civil Service at Ottawa a large number of clerks who have
«

come from our bilinguial schools. Does the Member ever go to 

one of them for information and fail to get a reply in good 

English ? When he does fail it must be only in a few isolated 

cases, and those would not be clerks who came from Ontario, 

because you must know that the Federal patronage —

DR. EDWARDS : I do not know where they came from, but 

on several occasions on Departmental business I came in con

tact with French clerks, and I remember distinctly in one 

instance I had to go to a third person before I could make 

myself understood.

MR, BELANGER : I will accept that. I know it is true. 

But the patronage of the Federal Government spreads throughout 

the whole Dominion, and a large number of those Civil 

Service clerks come from the remote parts of Quebec where I 

daresay they do not get as efficient an English education as 

they do in our Province. If ydu had pursued your inquiry 

and asked where they came from and what schools they attended—

DR. EDWARDS : I did not do that.

MR. BELANGER : You would find they did not come from 

Ontario. Go to the old Ra^ store, the Murphy-Gamble, and 
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all the other stores in Ottawa, how is it that the majority 

of their clerks are French-speaking and yet never an English 

speaking person is turned over to another clerk because he 

cannot make himself understood or cannot be served ? Those 

are facts that csn be easily investigated.

I have a note here as to the systems prevalent in many 

bilinguial countries, but I will not go into this feature 

as I have no doubt you are familiar with the facts.

Now I come to the last case, and I hoped I would not 

have to coma to it at all, I come to the analysis of Regulation 

17. Unfortunately I have not the text of Regulation No.17, 

but I am fairly familiar with it. It begins by defining 

what is an English-French school, and according to the 

Regulation an English-French s chool is a school which falls 

under the Regulation.purely and solely. It is a school 

so designated by the Department of Education to be inspected 

as the Regulation mentions. 3o that outside of the schools 

that fall underRegulation 17 there are properly speaking no 

English-French schools in the Province.

What are those schools that fall under that designation? 

They are defined later when it is stated that only in schools 

where heretofore French reading, writing and composition 

has been taught will It be taught under the regulations. 

So that it is impossible at the present time for French 

Canadians to create a single other English-French school and 

bring it under Regulationl7.

As a proof you have at both extremities of the City of 

Ottawa, in Rockcliffe and Hintonburg, two Separate schools 

created at about the same time. There is not a single 

English-speaking family thereabouts. There is not a single 

English boy or girl attending those schools, but they were 

refused to be recognized as English-French schools because 

they were new schools and not schools Are heretofore French 
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reading, writing and composition had been taught. There you 

have both the letter of the Regulation and its effect in 

practice.

I think I have shown that this idea of teaching all 

subjects after the first form through the medium of English 

is not conducive to giving our boys and girls a good educ

ation, and it is not conducive to giving them a proper educ

ation in English.

Model schools have been created, especially designed

10 to train teachers and instruct them to put into force

11 Regulation 17, so that when those teachers get out of those

12 Model schools they are given a third class certificate,

12 called an English-French school certificate, allowing them

li to teach in the English-French schools, which are defined

15 to be only those schools coming under Regulation 17. What

16 is the result, how is it made to work out ? It does not

17 work out. We have sections where the totality of the pupils

18 attending the schools are French speaking, of French descent,

19 but they do not come under Regulation 17 because they have not

20 .
been put under Regulation 17 by the Department.

21
What course is left to us ? There is another Regul-

22
ation, more important even than Regulation 17. It is the

23
old Regulation 14, which has been assigned a new number, in

24
which it is stated,that in any community where the French

25
language preMls the trustees may at the request of the

26
parents require instruction to be given in the French language,

27
reading and composition. So in those schools where the

28
totality of the pupils are French speaking and where the

29
trustees are French speaking, you have, according to that

30
Regulation, the power of petition in the parents, and you

31
have the power in the trustees of requiring instruction in

32 v
those three French branches, and that is what is done.
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1 But with what result ? The trustees advertise for a

teacher able to teach both languages. A teacher comes 

along. The only ones available are those that have been

4 trained in those Model schools. Of course, the trustees

5 will engage her. The Inspector comes along — I may say

that there are one or two exceptions among the old inspec-

8

9

10

11

12
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tors who have not recourse to that, notwithstanding 

the instructions,- the Inspector comes along and asks the 

teacher to show him her certificate. Reading the certif

icate he finds that it is good for an English-French school. 

An English-French school is a school that falls under 

Regulation 17. That particular school is not under 

Regulation 17* He says, "My young girl, you cannot teach 

here, your certificate does not allow you to teach in 

this school." That is not an isolated fact * am giving 

you. So the Inspector tells the trustees that they 

must send the girl away or lose their grant. The trustees 

say, "We have advertised and this is the only teacher we 

could get." The Inspector replies "Well, I know of 

other teachers", and he sends them the names of three or 

four teachers, second class teachers, who do not know a 

word of French, who cannot teach French, and the Inspector 

shows to the trustees this other Regulation, which obtains 

for all the schools of the Province, that so long as there 

are second class teachers you cannot engage a third class 

teacher except for bilinguial schools.

Now you see how our regulations work. We would be 

content in a way until we are able to get better treatment if 

all the schools with the same number df French-speaking 

pupils and in the same circumstances were classed as English- 

French schools under Regulation 17. Then we would be sure 

that we would have the dual inspection — which we do 

not like of course, because it is a reflection on our own 
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inspectors — but we would have it anyway instead of having 

a fully English and unsympathetic inspection of our schools. 

Is not that a fair demand to make ?

Those are facts, gentlemen, facts that are not gener

ally known, and I think it well to lay them before you'. 

Perhaps you will understand better our point of view and 

will regard it differently after we are through with these 

explanations. We are not despondent at all, and we are 

not planning any reprisals at all in this Province, because 

we have a firm and continued hope in the ultimate natural 

fair play of the British race in this Province. (Hear,hear).

The time will come, gentlemen, when through this 

better understanding we French Canadians will find that our 

situation is understood just as we understand it, that our 

motives and ideals will be clear in the minds of our 

compatriots, and 1 am sure that your efforts in that dir

ection will be very fruitful. We know that when that time 

comes we can depe d on your fair play, as on the Arms of 

England which at the present time are facing the aggressrr 

against right and justice in Europe, those Arms that bear 

that French motto, so proud, so deep in significance — 

Dieu et mon droit — God and my right. (Applause).

DR. EDWARDS : Mr. Chairman, I know there are a number 

who want to speak, and I certainly do not wish to infringe 

on your time.

Necessarily the gentleman who has just taken his 

seat after a most interesting and instructive address, for 

which I am sure we are all grateful, had to refer to the 

remarks made by me. Might I therefore just trespass dn 

your patience for thirty seconds ? I cannot take up all 

the points of his argument in fairness to the rest of the 

gentlemen here who should be given an opportunity to say 

something.
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While his arguments were advanced with cleverness and 

force, both of which words could be taken to the fullest 

extent of their meaning, in my judgment, notwithstanding
/

the cleverness with which they were advanced, there are 

points in those arguments that can be fully met. However, 

I merely want to add one word, which I think it would be in 

place perhaps to say.

Brother Belanger said that the object of education was 

to prepare the citizen to fulfil his duties. That is true. 

We all subscribe to that I am sure. But inasmuch as the 

British North America Act places the onus on each of the 

Provinces of Canada to conduct its educational affairs, it 

is up to the government of each Province to decide what is 

the best course to pursue in educational matters to enable 

the citizens of that Province to fulfil their duties.

If we subscribe to that, then we must say, and our French 

Canadian friends of Ontario must admit, that the respons

ibility is placed upon the Government of the Province of 

Ontario to prescribe what regulations they think are in the 

best interests of the citizens of this Province, will best 

enable them to fulfil their obligations and meet their 

responsibilities as citizens. Therefore it is up to the 

government of the province tc frame the law to that end.

It is up to us as loyal citizens to obey that law.

We cannot and should not endeavor to change that law 

by open defiance. That is not the proper method to do it. 

If we want that law changed in what we conceive to be more 

in the interests of the people of the Province of Ontario, 

to better enable them to fulfil their obligations as 

citizens, then I submit as good citizens we must not put 

ourselves in the position of open defiance, but we must

32 obey that law and adopt constitutional means of having

33 it amended as we think it should be emended in order to
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better enable our citizens to fulfil their duties and 

obligations as citizens. (Hear, hear^. I would commend 

that view to our French Canadian friends from Ontario.

I am sure there are many of them who are honest and sincere 

in their views, for much as I think their views are open 

to question I do not doubt the sincerity of many of these 

gentlemen, but I do believe that their very sincerity 

and their very honesty in regard to this matter has been 

made use of by certain persons for their own particular 

advantage. I believe that some men, whom I have not 

mentioned, have made good money out of it. But I do say 

that it is up to our French Canadian friends, if they 

honestly and sincerely desire a change, if they honestly 

and sincerely believe it is in the best interests of the 

citizens of this country to have that law changed, to put 

up with your inconvenience, as we English-speaking protest

ants have had to put up with the injustice and inconvenience 

of Separate schools all these years, and endeavor to impress 

your views upon the constituted authorities of the country 

while counselling your citizens to submit to the law which 

you do not think is the best lew until such time as you can 

get the law changed by constitutional means. (Hear, hear).

THE CHAIRMAN : At this point I would like to get as 

far as possible any further addresses confined to the 

consideration of methods of getting over the misunderstand

ings that exist. I presume that the only real difficulty 

is the School Question, but there are others perhaps. 

There may be gentlemen here who would like to give us their 

views. Then I want to put before you the proposition, that 

we should have thousands of these meetings in Ontario and 

Quebec, and in that way get this question thoroughly 

ventilated, get at the rights and wrongs of it. If the 

English-speaking people are in the wrong, give them a chance
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to thoroughly understand that; if the French people are in 

the wrong, let us show them that and get them to accept the 

position. But we will not get at anything unless we do 

something of this kind.

I would like to say that if there are to be any other 

meetings of this kind held, let us have it distinctly under

stood that there is to be none of this entertainment

business, no junketting about hhe country to have a good 

time- It was said of the Bonne Entente that they had big 

banquets and a good time generally, but the people looked 

upon the proceedings as not having any very serious intent. 

Let ps go at this as a serious proposition, not to be mixed 

up with parties, entertainments and good ti$es; let us 

get at something useful for the country. If you will 

direct your remarks along these lines at future meetings 

I think we will accomplish a great deal.

, LT.-COL. MULLOY : Would you like suggestions as to 

ways and means of furthering this purpose ?

THE CHAIRMAN : Methods.

MR. BEDARD : As I have to leave by the twelve o’clock 

train, gentlemen, I would like to say a few words on the 

question. I shall talk only from the Quebec point of 

view. I do not know if I shall voice exactly the sentiments 

of my friends from Quebec, but I will simply try to express 

a few thoughts that this meeting has given me. \

In the first place, 1 must say that I am nc politician,
-

I am simply a member of the Institute of Accountants and [V\
"f ■ \ 1:

Auditors of the Province of Quebec, and those who are x
\ 

conversant with that kind of business know the training 

that it involves.

Last April I was very glad, Mr. Chairman, when you

told me at our Convention in Hamilton that one of your 

33 efforts as President of the C.F.A. would be to try to have
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such a meeting as we are holding today. .At the time I told 

you that our society, which is doing business in all the 

Provinces of this country where there are French-speaking 

people and in nine of the States of the Union, would gladly 

co-operate with you.

When we received your invitation to come to Belleville 

we saw that it stated that yon would like to have 3ome 

members from the delegation put before the meeting the 

grievances of the Province of Quebec. We started to see

10 if we could find some of those grievances, (Laughter),

11 but fortunately we did not find any, because in the Province 

of Quebec we have always lived together very harmoniously.
✓

I was brought up in Montreal and for a certain time I lived

14 in a part of the City where the population was half French

15 snd half English. Of course, we had arguments now and then,

16 but I always thought at that time when I had an argument

17 with any of my English-speaking friends that if in place of

18 threshing out the matter I had called up my gang and he

19 had called up his gang there would have been no end to it.

20 I think we French-speaking people of Quebec should

21 not interfere with the French Canadians of the other

Province. I think thejr can take care of themselves. I

23 know difficulties will arise, but such difficulties will

24 even od?cur between the members of a family, and the members

25 of s. parish or a city council have b^en known to quarrel.

26 We are all very interested in this movement and it is

27 up to Us to further it to the fullest extent in our power.

28 We have lived on very friendly terms with our English-

29 speaking friends in the Province of Quebec, but with the

30 trouble spreading I have noticed some of them have been

31 asking themselves if we are not just as bad as some of the

32 papers in Ontario have been picturing us, doubt would get

33 in their minds, and when it reached that point we would find 
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some demagogues or politicians looking for cheap popularity 

endeavoring to take advantage of that feeling.

The effects have been felt already. For instance, 

in Montreal it was an unwritten lav/ that one year we Would 

have a French-speaking Mayor and the next year an English- 

speaking Mayor. Well, since those troubles started we have 

had a mayor who just now is very popular fcith the working

class people who compose the great majority in Montreal, and 

he has made a lot of capital out of that, with the result 

that he has been elected for three terms already. That 

is no.t what we want to do in the Province of Quebec.

12 i am sure if our friends from Ontario will follow the

12 wise advice which has just been given we will see a great 

improvement result. We cannot expect to be received with

15 favor when we come with hands clenched and menace in our

16 mouths; but if we act as reasonable people we can talk matters

17 over and reach an amicable solution of all our troubles.

18 I believe in Bonne Entente meetings. We want to

19 promote greater intercourse between the two races. We do

not know enough of each other. The better mutual under-

21 standing that exists the easier will we settle our difficul

ties, because difficulties there will always be. There have

23 been difficulties since the beginning of the world, and it

24 is not in the power of human beings to suppress them entirely,

25 but we may succeed in minimizing them and many we can settle.

26 It is nfct possible to always agree any more than we can

27 expect lawyers to agree in their interpretation of the law,

28 (Laughter) but when we are inspired by a good spirit I think

29 it is easier to come to a satisfactory conclusion.

30 The Bilinguial School Question of Ontario I know has 

served a certain class of politicians in our Province to

32 stir up strife, but, as you said at Hamilton, Mr.Chairman,

33 the heart of the people is sound, and we have to reach the
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1 people through our fraternal societies and take them out of the
•> grip of the political demagogues, men who have every reason
3

4

5

6

/

8

9

in the world not to allow that or any other question to be .

settled. If we can do that I think we will have done a

great deal towards a satisfactory settlement.

There are lots of things would not happen if we knew

each other better. I remember a friend of mine made a few

purchases in a Toronto store, and when he came to pay his

bill he gave a bank note of the Bank of Hochelaga, Montreal.

iO The Qlerk said, "This is French money, it is no good." I

understand that is a fact I Supposing any one of you

gentlemen while in Montreal went into Dupuis Freres, Limited,12 y

. 13 one of the largest departmental stores of Montreal, and on

14 tendering a bank note of the Bank of Toronto in payment of

15 your purchases were told by one of the clerks, "This is

16 English money; it is no good," I wonder how you would feil?

17 I hope my friend won’t be shocked if I talk of the

18 OrangBffiBB ?

19 MR. ESSERY Not at all.

20 MR. BEDARD I was staying with a family one night

22

23

24

25

26

while travelling in the interests of my Society. The children

were a little noisy, and the mother said, "You must now all

go to bed or the Orangemen will come and take you away." 

(Laughter) Why are such things said ? Because we don’t

know each other. If everyone of us

will work in order that such things

in our sphere of activity

shall not be, I think

27 we will soon have a better feeling.

28 ?Jy friend, Mr. Belanger, said that our customs and our

29

30

way of living were different from yours. That is absolutely 

true. Each nation has its peculiar characteristics/ but

32

there is good in us and good in you, and if we spent all our 

life looking only for the bad that is in each of us 1 believe

33 life would become unbearable, in fact not worth living,

s.
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because there is bad in the best of us and there is good in 

the worst of us, and if we would only look for the good 

that is in each of us it would be much easier to come to 

a better understanding.

Mr. Belanger referred to the patriarchal system in 

Quebec. That is so, because the French Canadian believes that 

the i?oot of patriotism is the tie to his native soil. Of 

course, I know there is a certain type of provincialism, I 

know lots of our people in the Province of Quebec have never 

even come down to Montreal. They imagine the boundary of 

Canada is the boundary of the Province of Quebec; but the 

same sentiment exists in other Provinces. I have noticed it 

in my travels around the country. We men of goodwill must 

try to educate our people and bring them to a full realization 

of what Canada means.

Some speakers have said that Germans, Austrians and 

Doukabours would have the same right to learn to speak and 

write their language as we claim we have. Well, I do not 

think that is quite right. Suppose you and I, Mr. President, 

went into business 50 years ago and the beginning of the 

business was very hard, we had to work 16 hours a day and 

spend all our energies to build up a profitable business, do 

you think 50 years later on account of the development of our 

business if we decided to admit some other partner with us 

that he will come in on the same footing with us ? I do not 

believe so. That is the reason why in the case of joint stock 

companies that were founded years ago where the original 

shareholders bought shares at par, new comers have got to pay 

a premium of 200 to 300 per cent. Why ? Because the 

business has become prosperous owing to the efforts of the first! 

comers. I think there would be a difference between those 

new comers and those who have been at work right from the
33 beginning, and if we want to make this country successful
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1 we should do as Colonel Ponton said yesterday, not put
9

3

everything into the melting pot, but retain the spirit of 

individualism. let us remember what is going on on the

4 other side.

5

6

/

.Then. I think of what has been done by the British Navy 

since the cut break of war, from the Admiral down to the 

humblest seaman, when I look at the French mothers and

8 realize what they have suffered, they have seen their cities

9 destroyed one after another end their monuments, erected

10 centuries ago, swept away by the Huns, then I remember that

11

12

13

the same blood that runs in their veins runs in ours, and I 

feel that if we keep our particular qualities and use them
>

to the best advantage we cannot fail to reach a better

14

15

understanding and with it build up a prosperous Canada,

such a Canada as everyone of us is anxious to see. (Applause)

16 DR. Mac G IL 11 VBA Y : Mr. President and friends : I am

17 interested very much* I came to listen and to learn, and

18 1 am not sure at all that I can make any contribution to the

19 discussion that will be of any material value, and with that

20 uncertainty in my mind I am a little reluctant to trespass

21

22

23

upon your ti$e.

I want to say for the fraternal society with which I

am identified, the Independent Order of foresters, that we

24 have been able to work very harmoniously with our French-

25 speaking fellow members, that the principles underlying

26 our society seem to find a ready response in the minds and

27 hearts of almost everyone to whom we appeal. We believe

28 in the fundamental principles of liberty and benevolence

29

30

31

and. comradeship. liberty that everyone shall think as he 

believes right, always recognizing the right of his fellow 

member and his fellow citizen. We believe that there is ampl
‘V

32

QO*>*)

room to work together and co-operate one with the other 

without interfering with one’s personal convictions and
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without detaching one in any way from fthe traditions of the 

race from which he sprung* We have experienced no 

difficulty along these lines*

One gentleman mentioned yesterday that he believed
I

we had within our society some 25,000 or 30,000 members 

who are of French origin and who doubtless prefer the French 

language and feel more at home in speaking it than they do in 

any other language. That is quite true* There has been the 

greatest liberty, and we think as a society we have accomplish

ed something to bring about a more cordial and friendly feel- 

ing. I do believe that the more we know each other, the 

more we see of each other, the more will we appreciate what 

is good and what is worthy in each other, and, as the gentle

man who has just sat down said, there is much that is good and 

worthy in the worst of us and there is much that is not good 

in the best of us*

I could say some interesting things — at least they 

were interesting to me — about bilinguialism in education. 

I was born of Gaelic speaking parents. The language of the 

Highlands of Scotland was the home tongue in my parents’ 

house, we alvrays talked it around the fireside, and when I 

went to school, and when the rest of the ten children went 

to school, with the exception perhaps of the younger members 

of the family, we did not know any English. This will be 

interesting to my French-speaking brethren here. We had 

not a bilinguial school and we had not a teacher who knew
• I

anything but English. I do not think I knew a single

sentence of English (When I went to the public 'school 

section No. 1 in the Township of Collingwood, a union section 

formed of parts of the County of Grey and the County of Simcoe, 

but I find the others picked up a little English and some of 

us acquired a little fluency, and we have made our way.

We did not find that any handicap to our progress in public
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1 school education and we did not find it any serious handicap
9 —' * to our success in life in after years. I think that
o o

4

5

6

7

8

9

perhaps is worth remembering. It is remarkable how soon 

the child will acquire a language and how rapidly he assoc

iates names and ideas with certain things. In that school 

section I think there was one English-speaking family, the 

others were Gaelic-speaking. We did not stipulate that 

we must have a Gaelic-speaking teacher. We felt that we were 

in this new country and that it would be to our great
10 advantage to become familiar as soon as possible with the
11

12
language of the majority and with the customs and ideals of 

the people with whom we were to be associated.
13

14

15

At this period in our history we are receiving an 

added heritage that is the heritage of all classes and all 

creeds and all races. We must not forget that. We must
16 not forget what is being purchased for us at so unspeakably
17 precious a price on the fields of France and Flanders in
18 these momentous days. I would like to think that those of
19 us who have not been privileged to share in that great
20 adventure will demonstrate to the world that we are not
21

22 i

23

24

25

unworthy of the sacrifices that are being made, and will 

unitedly strive to put an end to the bickering and strife 

and suspicion that prevail.

It is worth remembering too that what they have 

achieved for us lays upon us a very grave responsibility, and
26 that while this does not throw us more completely into the
27

28

29

30

31

melting pot, to which our dear friend, Colonel Ponton, is 

not partial, it will yet fuse us in one sense and make of us 

a greater and more united nation than before, and that we 

shall be increasingly ambitious not to make any part of 

Canada distinctively French or distinctively Celtic or
32 distinctively anything else, but rather to make all parts
33 of the Dominion more distinctively Canadian.
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And we cannot get away from it I think that we are 

essentially English es far as our language and as far as ou±
3

institutions are concerned and largely, i s it not the case,
4 as far as our history is concerned. I could not suspect 

myself of forgetting the race from which I have sprung, I 

could rot suspect myself of forgetting my Highland ancestors 

and what they did in days past and what they did in this new 

land; but I am quite as anxious to remember that I am 

Canadian and that I am British and that my supreme duty now

10 is, as I think it is the supreme duty of every Canadian,

H to think his best thought and to speak his most inspiring

12 word and to do his most helpful deed for Canada as a whole

13 and for the Empire of which Canada is today a part, and of

14 which I hope Canada will always continue to be a, part.

15 I do believe, brethren, that we can do that better

10 by just forgetting a good deal of the past and by not

17 magnifying unduly the race from which we sprang or the

18 language that we were taught at our mother’s knee, and that

19 we will never forget it When I read my Bible I love to

20 read it in the language my mother taught, when I present

21 . my thanksgivings and my supplications to God I find myself

22 doing it in the Gaelic tongue, but as a citizen of a. great

23 country with a great future, with great possibilities and

24 tremendous responsibilities, I do think that we shall fulfil

25 our destiny as a nation by being more united around one

26 great language as we are united around one great land.

27 Those are my personal views. I a$ not speaking at aj.1

28 for the society of which I have been a member for thirty

29 years. I want to say again how very cordial the relationship

30 has been between our French-speaking and English-speaking

31 members, how friendly they have been able to work together

32 and to exemplify and develop the principles of liberty

and benevolence and goodwill to which we have subscribed.
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and how much good we have been able to accomplish without 

asking this member or that member, "What is your race ?" 

"What is your creed ?" "What is your political affiliation?" 

There are other things, and they are big things, upon which 

we can agree and have agfceed.

I spent the first ten years of my ministry in the

County of Glengarry with probably today as many, if not a 

few more French Canadians in it than people of Scottish 

descent. I had not better friends in the county than my 

French Canadian neighbors. They worshipped at another 

shrine, but we were friends and we wore neighbors. It will 

interest some of our friends who are dealing with the 

difficulties of bilinguial schools and separate schools, 

that in the Village of Williamstown the school was a 

public school, but although today the majority of the pupils 

are the children of French parents it is still a public 

school. The people have desired no change. They want to grow 

up in good fellowship with their English-speaking neighbors, 

and when the call came four years ago and men were enlisting 

for service under the flag it was said of that part of 

Glengarry, in fact of all parts of Glengarry, that man for

man French Canadians enlisted with just the same readiness 

as the English-speaking men, the result I think of association 

and comradeship in the public school, at the social gathering, 

and at the bee to raise a barn or to do some other necessary 

public work.

I have been interested and edified by the statements that 

have been made. They have been made with singular frankness 

and clearness and fairness, there has been no passion, there 

has been no prejudice, and I think we have given a demon

stration of unity and good fellowship, and we are indebted to 

you, Mr*. Chairman, for the effort put forth in organizing this 

gathering. I think there is a considerable task on us who
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I represent the fraternalists of Ontario and Quebec to develop

a feeling of brotherhood and to cultivate the idea that we are

3 first of all Canadians and that we are above all British

citizens, and that it is our duty by every means in our power

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

to fuse ourselves into one great unity, and to make ourselves 

worthy of the heritage that came to us from our fathers, a 

heritage that has been so immensely added to by our fighting 

men in these days. Let us strive to be worthy of the great 

responsibility that rests upon us of passing on this 

heritage of unity and strength to the generations yet to 

come. (Applause)•

LT.-COL. MULLOY : Mr. Chairman, will we be able to 

get copies of the leading speeches ? I should very much 

like to have a copy of Dr. Edwards’ speech for instance.

THE CHAIRMAN : An official record is being kept.

We may have it printed. Some gentlemen have intimated to me 

their willingness to provide funds for the purpose.

I shall be glad to hear the views of any other gentle

men*

MR. McKILLOB : Mr. Chairman, none of the gentlemen 

from Quebec having accepted your invitation, I wish to take

-- up a few minutes of your time.

In the first place, I think the meeting has been very 

fortunate in the addresses which we have had the pleasure of 

listening to, and which were so ably and eloquently given, 

and especially are we indebted to the Rev. Mr.Macgillivray 

for the beautiful address he has just given us.

I think this meeting has shown us one thing more than 

any other, and that is that there is no real divergence 

of opinion between the people of the Province of Ontario 

and the people of the Province of Quebec. The one question 

that has taken up a great deal of time here is not a question
3
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between the two Provinces, but is a domestic question 

between the people of the Province of Ontario, and I think 

the answer to that question was very clearly given by Dr. 

Edwards in what he said to you this morning. It is the 

duty of all good citizens to obey the law of the land.

If the French-speaking people of the Province of Ontario 

are not satisfied with the regulations as they at present 

exist, then it is their duty as good citizens not to fight 

the law, but to endeavor to have that law amended.

I think that if the matter is fairly brou^it before 

the public through rhe Press or by means of public addresses^ 

while the English-speaking people of trie Province of Ontario 

are in a great majority, I have no doubt that the spirit of 

fair play which the English-speaking people always exhibit 

will be so exhibited to the French-speaking people as to give 

them what they desire.

This is not entirely a matter between Protestant and 

Catholic^, it is a question upon which the Catholic people 

themselves disagree, but whatever difficulty there may 

be I am sure that if the policy suggested by Dr. Edwards is
\ X carried out everything can be adjusted satisfactorily*

V ■ -.

The Canadian Fraternal Association as an Association 

is indebted to you, Mr. President, for calling this meeting 

together, and I trust it is 6hly the first of many meetings 

which will be held and which will bring the people, of the 

two Provinces together. As was said this morning, the better 

we become acquainted with each other the quicker will our 

differences, which are in many cases imaginary, disappear.

MR. ESSERY : Mr. President, I think these proceedings 

ought to be published, and if the Canadian Fraternal Assoc

iation is not able to do it we should go down in our pockets 

and do it ourselves. (Hear, hear). When we-met here yester-
... ; 'l“s\

day we were a mutual admiration society, afterwards we got
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1 down to business, and if we did nothing else but print the
•> speeches made by my brother over there and my brother here
3 we would be contributing something to the issue that is at 
4 stake with the people.
5 You know the cry has been raised that the people of
6 Ontario have been making an attack upon the rights of other
i

/
8

9

people, and you know that a certain class is in the habit

of pointing out a certain other class as if the devil him-

self was better than that opposite body. But if their

' 10

11

principles are : Equal rights to all, and special privileges 
*

to none, there is no man, woman or child in the Dominion of

12 Canada that could not adopt them. And here today and

13 yesterday we have been frank with each other. Those who had

14 complaints to make have made them, those who had defences
15 to make have made them, and so we have set an example to
16 the drinking junketting crowd who have endeavored to set
17 both parties and peoples by the ears.

18 Novi, there are serious questions at stake, and there

19 should not be any. It is not my fault that my mother or

20 my father was English, and it is not the fault of my 

.21 friend here that his father or mother was French.

22

23

MR. CHAMPAGNE : I don’t
w

MR. ESSERY : But we are

complain. (Laughter)

here in this country, and this

24 country is big enough for all cf us, and we are going to

25 stay here in spite of everything on earth, under it or above

26 it. It i s our land and we can make the laws here, and

27 we are going to do an . The trouble we have got to meet is

28 after the war. We have got to get shoulder to shoulder and

29 provide for those men who have sacrificed themselves for us,

30 for if it had rot been for what they have done for us we

31 would have been a German Province before vie were many years

32 older; and God help us if it ever came to that. Then we 
• )O 
•JO would all have grievances which we would never get 
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redressed. (Laughter)

Now, my own idea is that we should meet this way 

and discuss matters with each other, that we should be frank, 

and that has been the keynote here. I think the statements 

made by the two brothers on each side of the room should 

be disseminated all over the Dominion as a reply to those 

men who are making money by creating disorder, and if it 

was not for the disorder that they created, by gad, they 

would never be heard of,(laughter) and we would never know 

that they existed; but there are enough of them in the 

country and 1 am sorry to say that a great many of them are 

in the printing offices. They make charges in one Province 

to arouse the elephant in the other, and those charges are 

hurled back again from the other side just as you toss a 

ball.

We have heard today something about the first-comers.

I happened to be Chief Magistrate of the City in which I was 

born, and during my term the commercial travellers had a 

banquet, and of course I had to be present* They told about 

who they were, they were the first in every land, that 

wherever there was a commercial traveller his trunks were 

seen, that they were the original men, the first and fore

most. When my time came I said, ’’Gentlemen, we have heard 

a great deal of noise about you and your trunks, but out 

in South Africa the elephants were around with their trunks 

a thousand years before you were born.” (Laughter)

THE CHAIRMAN : Any other gentleman ?

MR. LABERGE : Mr. Chairman, I represent the Alliance 

Nationale, Montreal, and I must frankly say that I was very 

much pleased when my society received the invitation from 

our Worthy President to be here today and to try to wipe 

out the misunderstandings that might exist between the

French race and the English race in this country. I have
x A

'•'K
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heard both sides of the question and I would very much like 

to see the speeches printed, and I am ready as the brother 

who spoke before me to put my hand in my pocket and pay 

my share for the printing of these addresses.

When we met the other societies’ representatives that 

were coming down here we said to ourselves : We have no 

grievance. We are living in a free country, we are enjoying 

British institutions. We want to live under that flag 

forever and we want our children to do the same. We think 

that there should not be any race cry raised, but we of 

French descent in this country think that our tongue should 

be taught our children.

Speaking for myself, I was brought up in a parish 

where there was not an English-speaking man. I left a small 

school at 13 years of age. My father was dead and I had to 

go out to work for a living. I never attended a bilinguial 

school, I never attended an English school, but I went to Laval 

University, and I know enough English to be in a position 

to state that I have been encouraged in my mirk more by 

English speaking than by French speaking. I say this, that 

taking our language and the difficulty we have in learning 

it, it has to be taught during the first years of our life.

It is an easy thing to pick up the English language afterwards* 

We can be understood by our fellow citizens speaking the 

English tongue* We may not speak it as grammatically as you 

33

would perhaps like to hear it, but certainly we can be under

stood. But. if you learn the English language only you have 

not got the time when business overtakes you to learn the 

French language, for it is a difficult language to learn, and 

it is next to an impossibility to master it after one leaves 

school. That is why we think the French language should 

be taught in our schools.

Our French language is not a dialect, it does not come 
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from the mountains or from the valleys, it comes from a big 

country and is spread over all the world. It is an import

ant language to know and it helps men in their business and 

social intercourse. That is why we cannot very well 

understand the aims of those who do not want the French 

language to be taught, or only taught by piecemeal.

I do not think that our language should be taught 

piecemeal. When we are told that if you are learning 

French for two years, and that during those years you are 

learning it for one hour a day, and that means more than 50 

per cent of the school time, I say that is not a real cal

culation. I would say that it is not much more than 25 per 

cent.

Although we have no grievance we have our rights, 

and we ask of the majority that in justice to us those 

rights 136 respected. You have heard from Mr. Belanger,

the exponent of the bilinguial system, how the present 

system works out. Mr. Belanger shows that the children

can be taught French and English, but if you discourage the 

parents from sending their children you may find when those 

children grow up they are illiterate, simply because as 

boys and girls they were not given a proper opportunity to 

be taught in the way we consider is only right and proper.

Gentlemen, I know my province, I have met a good many 

men there in my life, and I think that really today all the 

children in that province are being taught properly. It is 

said that the census shows a large percentage of illiterates. 

Well, gentlemen, I do not say that 60 years ago there were 

not illiterates, but when you take the basis now of children 

of five years of age I think your figures of illiteracy will 

prove misleading. In the sparsely settled portions of our 

Province where the children have two or three miles to go to 

school they cannot attend school at five years of age, the
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1 basis should be taken at the time that they go to school, and 

I say that in every part of our Province there is not one 

single section which has not got a proper school, and we 

think in Quebec that our schools are as good as the schools

5 in any other province of this Dominion.

6 Gentlemen, I thank you very much for having invite!

me to attend this meeting. As I said before, I would like

8 to see the discussion that has taken place here printed, 

because if we meet again we will know the grounds on which

10 our discussion should be based. We were taken by surprise by

11 figures that were given here and which we have not the

12 documents to answer. If those documents are prepared and

13 we know the basis of the trouble, then I would say the

14 trouble is over, for we know that goodwill will fix it easy

15 enough. (Applause).

16 THE CHAIRMAN *. Gentlemen, if your people who are

17 interested in this great question in any particular locality,

18 for instance, in Hamilton, London, Kingston, Quebec City,

19 Montreal, Ottawa, or some other section feel they would

20 like to have a meeting of this kind, it is in their hands

21 to get it up, and I would be glad to go and assist them and 

bring as many others as possible with me. But have such a

23 meeting simple in its form, and do not have the id ea get

24 abroBd that it is a pleasure trip, but have it distinctly

25 understood that we are taking up a serious question in a

26 serious way in order to accomplish a useful purpose.

27 LT.-COL. PONTON : May I say, Mr. Chairman, how much

28 we feel indebted to those who have come such a long distance

29 and who have given us the benefit of their experience and

30 shared their thoughts with us ? And it is a great satis-
thought s

31 faction to know that those are recorded.

I think the characteristic of this meeting is that we

33 have not accentuated our differences nor have we minimized 



137Nelson R. Butcher & Co.
STENOGRAPHERS.

1

9

3

4

5

6

/

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

them, 'but we have just hod the will to be one, to be tolerant 

and fraternal, and if everyone of us goes out of this meeting 

with a zealous missionary spirit animated by the sentiments 

expressed here today, this meeting will not have been in 

vain. Indeed, any two speeches we have heard would justify 

this meeting, for instance those of Mr. Bedard and Dr. 

Macgillivray.

Let me make a suggestion. How much the universities 

could do for this great cause. You will probably remember 

the system of interchange between our University and the 

Universities of McGill and Laval that had begun before the 

war. That can be made a great unifying influence. The 

Royal Military College has also been a great unifier for all 

Canada. We will have our problems after the war is over. 

One problem will be the assimilating of our comrades at the 

Front, and we are just laying the foundation for that which 

will be carried out when they return.

Do I ask the brave soldier
Who fdgits by my side
In the cause of mankind
If our creeds agree ?

. Do I give up the friend
Whom I valued and tried
If he kneel not beside 
The same altar with me ?

The answer is No I Let us swear eternal friendship and

have the will to carry it out.

One more suggestion. 'When we meet on this question 

let us have no junketting, no banquetting, but I think there 

is a missing something here. I think we men are feeling as 

if we had all the burdens of state cast upon us. I tell 

you the war maps of Europe are written in women’s hearts, 

and I think we ought -to bring our wives and sisters and 

sweethearts to these meetings. They are the true unifiers. 

(Hear, hear). You all know Dr. Drummond’s delightful 

picture of the nice little Canadienne. Our next meeting 

may be in the Province of Quebec. I will promise to bring 
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my two daughters down there if you will promise to bring 

your daughters up to Ontario. (Applause)

MR. CHAMPAGNE : I think it will be in order, Mr.

Chairman, to move a-vote of thanks to Mr. Mikel for his 

hospitality, and also to the City of Belleville for the 

kindness they have extended to the members attending this

meeting.

MR. BEDARD : I have much pleasure in seconding the 

motion, Mr. Chai rman.

VICE-CHAIRMAN : I have no doubt this motion will be 

approved unanimously. (Carried unanimously).

MR. LAVAXLEE : In order to render more practical

meetings of this character, would it be in order for the 

President of this Association to invite all the societies

that are represented in this meeting to nominate a member 

to form a committee, such committee to decide the date and 

place of the next meeting and draw up a programme ? If it 

meets with the approval of this meeting I would move in that 

direction.

LT.-COL. MULLOY I I may say that the Bonne Entente is 

a definite and permanent organization, and while it is not 

a member of your Fraternal Association, from your graceful

ness in inviting me here to open the meeting under the auspices

24 • of the Bonne Entente I take it that the Bonne Entente is

included in the Association?

26 MR, LAVALLEE : Sure.

LT.-COL. MULLOY : I might call your attention to the

fact that the Bonne Entente have good organizations in 

Quebec, in Three Rivers, in Sherbrooke, in Montreal, in 

Hamilton, in Toronto and in London, and you will find the 

heartiest co-operation and assistance from any member of 

those organizations.

I®. LAVALLEE : Mr. President, if I did not mention 
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the name of LieutenantTColonel Mulloy it is because I 

understood that a committee of this kind could not be 

formed without Colonel Mulloy being invited to become a 

member of it.

MR. BEDARD : I was just going to move a motion 

somewhat on the same lines, to the effect that we authorize 

our worthy president to choose two men to form a permanent 

committee with him until further notice to look after 

the arrangement of future meetings of the nature of the one 

we are just concluding. That committee could findout 

from the other societies where such a meeting should be 

held, and then if there are special features it can look 

after the details of those features. I would like to see 

us work on our own account those meetings of the fraternal 

societies with the co-operation of the executive and sub

committees of the Bonne Entente. I am a member myself of 

the committee in Montreal. The more effective organization 

we have the more work we shall accomplish, and we shall 

always be pleased to have the benefit of the experience of 

Colonel Mulloy and his colleagues.

THE CHAIRMAN : Limit your committee to two with power 

to add to the number.

MR. BEDARD : Two or more. 1 would not like to have 

a committee that would comprise too many members, because 

the more there are the harder it is to come to an agreement. 

Probably four would be sufficient, and the Chairman 

could be authorized to select those four.

THE CHAIRMAN : Say two or more, with the under

standing that it is not likely to be any more than two 

unless for some special reason.

MR. BEDARD : Then the members of that Committee 

can decide what is to be done and communicate with the

33 societies represented here today to ascertain where 
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and when the next meeting shall be held.
2

The motion was duly seconded and carried. 

(This concluded the business of the'meeting.)
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FOR A BETTER
UNDERSTANDING

Lions Listen to Interesting 
Address from W. C. 

Mikel, K. C.

)
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A largely attended and enthusiastic 
meeting of the Lions Club was held on 
Wednesday afternoon at the Chamber 
of Commerce, with Major Ponton in 
the chair. The speaker of the day was 
W. C. Mikel, K.C., the originator- of 
the “Better Understanding” move
ment in Canada. A summary of Mr. 
Mikel’s address follows:

Everyone will agree that a “Better 
Understanding” is of the greatest im
portance to Canada; a “Better Under
standing” between the English speak
ing Canadians, between Capital and 
Labor and between the East and West. 
There is really no occasion for trouble 
between the English and French Can
adians. The English parts of Canada 
are spending large sums of money to 
teach French in the schools and the 
French part of Canada spends large 
sums of money teaching
Nearly every English speaking Can
adian would be pleased to be able to 
speak French and every French Can
adian is pleased to be able to speak 
English. The trouble all arises from 
a lack of a “Better Understanding.”

We in the English parts of Canada 
would never tolerate a crowding out of 
the English language and it would be 
too much to expect that the people of 
Quebec- would submit to have the 
French language done away with. If 
we mingled more there would be less 
suspicion and prejudice.

Ridpath, the American historian 
tells us that the American Civil Wa\
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LA VERITE’S REFERENCE TO FRENCH CANADIANS.
They are Loyal French Canadians, 

it Says, but They Have not 
Become British.

i

1 
t

(Special to The Journal.)
Quebec, Feb. 25.—The French Can

adians may be British subjects, but 
they -are not Britishers.

That is the declaration of La Verite, 
the extremely jUltra-onontante newfs- 
paper of this city, to a speech made 
in London the other day by Lord 
Strachcona. Here is what Mr. Tardi- 
vel says: “Lord Strathcona, Canadian 
High Commissioner, speaking at a 
meeting of the Royal Colonial Insti
tute in London, has declared, accord
ing to the newspapers, that out of 10,- 
000 French Canadians 9,909 are abso
lutely loyal to the English Crown, 
that the French Canadian is a British
er speaking French.’

“ The first part of this declaration 
is strictly true, the French-Canadians 
are loyal subjects of the English 
Crcwn; they have no desire to annex 
themselves to the United States and 
do not (here Mr. Tardivel goes into, 
italics) aspire after independence at 
the moment. —

“But they are not Britishers, as a 
general rule any more than they speak 
English.

“Lord Strathcona has passed sixty 
years of his life in Canada; he has, 
mixed with our politicians; all more j 
or less Anglicized; but he does not y 
know the soul of the French Cana
dian people.

“The soul of the French Canadian i 
people is a French and a Canadian I 
soul; it is In nowise British.” I

resulted not from slavery or state
rights, but from a failure of the peo
ple of the North and South to mingle 
with each other. They did not under
stand each other, became suspicious 
and prejudiced so that no question, 

I however smalt, could be settled ami
cably.

Archbishop Mannix, aftei- visiting
Canada some time ago, gave out a 
statement in which he said there was 
more bitterness in Canada than in 
Ireland. When outsiders view us that 
way, it is time for sensible men to 
pause and consider. We do not want 
to bequeath to our children a condi
tion such as they have in Ireland. We 
may not be able to see eye to eye on 
all questions, but we can at least un
derstand each other better.

One hundred and forty-five years 
ago, nearly all the people in Canada 
were French Canadians. The new 
republic of the United States was an
xious to have Canada join them. The 
war was on. An American army was 
in hostile occupation of Montreal, ex
erting pressure on the new French 
Canadian British subjects to induce 
them to throw in their lot with the 
United States. They sent a strong 
deputation which included a brother of 
the first Roman Catholic Archbishop 
of the United States, to urge the 
French Canadians to join them. Not
withstanding this, the French Cana
dians remained true to their British 
allegiance and saved Canada for the 
British Empire, and ever since French 
Canadians have regarded adherence to 
the British Empire as best for them
selves. When they have acted with 
what appeared to be ingratitude at 
times, it may be set down as the re
sult of unwise leadership or a lack of; 
a “Better Understanding.” 1

The movement for a “Better Under
standing’ ’does not call upon people 
to give up privileges or yield rights or 
liberties but simply that all Canadians 
will use their efforts to understand 
each other better, and where we can
not agree we will at least agree to dis
agree in a friendly way without bitter
ness.


