
and intelligence to see facts as they are and to respect the motives of 
those who persist in their determination to remain more Canadian than 
English or French.

In short, English-speaking Canadians enlist in much smaller number 
than the newcomers from England, because they are more Canadian ; 
French-Canadians enlist less than English-Canadians because they are 
totally and exclusively Canadian. To claim that their abstention is due 
to the “baneful” influence of the Nationalists is a pure nonsense. Should 
I give way to the suggestion of my gallant cousin, I would be just as 
powerless as Sir Wilfrid I-auricr to induce the French-Canadians to en­
list. This is implicitly acknowledged in Capt. Papineau’s letter : on 
the one hand, he asserts that my views on the participation of Canada in 
the war is denied by my own friends; on the other he charges the mass 
of the French-Canadian population with a refusal to answer the call of 
duty. The simple truth is, that the abstention of the French-Canadians 
is no more the result of the present attitude of the Nationalists than the 
consequence of the liberal campaign of 1896, or of the conservative ap­
peals of 1911. It relates to deeper causes : hereditary instincts, social 
and economic conditions, a national tradition of three centuries. It is 
equally true, however, that those deep and far distant causes have been 
strengthened by the constant teaching of all our political and social 
leaders, from Lafontaine, Cartier, Macdonald, Mackenzie, to Laurier in­
clusively. The only virtue, or crime, of the Nationalists is to persist in 
believing and practising what they were taught by the men of the past, 
and even those of to-day. This is precisely what infuriates the poli­
ticians, either blue or red. To please the Imperialists, they have re­
nounced all their traditions and undertaken to bring the French-Cana­
dians under imperial command. Unable to succeed, they try to conceal 
their fruitless apostasy by denouncing to the hatred of the jingos the 
obtrusive witnesses of their past professions of faith.

The jingo press and politicians have also undertaken to persuade 
their gullible followers that the Nationalists hinder the work of recruiters 
because of the persecution meted out to the French minorities in Ontario 
and Manitoba. This is but another nonsense. My excellent cousin, I am 
sorry to say, — or his inspirer — has picked it up.

The two questions are essentially distinct, this we have never ceased 
to assert. One is purely internal; the other affects the international 
status of Canada and her relations with Great Britain. To the problem 
of the teaching of languages we ask for a solution in conformity with the 
spirit of the Federal agreement, the best interests of Confederation, and 
the principles of pedagogy as applied in civilised countries. Our attitude 
on the participation of Canada in the war is inspired exclusively by the 
constant tradition of the country and the agreements concluded half a 
century ago between Canada and Great Britain. Even if the irritating 
bilingual question was non existent, our views on the war would be what 
they are. The most that can be said is, that the backward and essentially 
Prussian policy of the rulers of Ontario and Manitoba gives us an addi-


