OME weeks ago, down among the Lavergmes,
at St. Irenee, their summer home, the writer
was playing a revised version of the Pilgrim’s
... Chorus from Tannhauser. :
Tl gamble you don’t play that in Toronto,” said
nand, at the end of the piece.

‘On the contrary,” I assured him, “about fifty
Sicians in Toronto gave a performance of it last
Aristmas’' week among a ecrowd of art workers and
tre forced to repeat it.”
That may be art—but not Toronto,” was his crisp
Olnder.
e was not so far astray. That was before the
tente cordiale was organized. It is possible that
0nto may yet prove a willingness to meet Quebec
¥ half way in a mutual desire for a better
€rstanding. But there are extremists in Toronto
Will be somewhat annoyed at any ‘“rapproche-
1L Widd
ter in the day, discussing Roger Casement, some
Ventured the opinion that he should have been
1 his own choice of how to die.
No,” exploded Armand. ‘“‘By the British people
Was adjudged a traitor. If he was a traitor, he
“I'ved nothing but a hempen rope. If Toronto
€T hangs me, I ask nothing better.”
nge Lavergne was on stage. Toronto has no
to hang anybody. Mr. Bourassa invented that
i In his hands it makes material for bad articles

Worse speeches. - Col, Lavergne knows that this
>an talk is only borrowed hysterics.
anything following hereafter about the first
nant of Henri Bourassa-——who would delight

© tried for treason by a Federal Parliament
heroized as a martyr by a Quebec minority—
“T® must beno mere racial or local prejudice.
Toronte Is intolerant—for the time being obliterate
0to. If Lavergne is parochial, bigoted, mistaken
Us say so. Where each is right, Toronto or
Tg€ne, let us admit it. .

BENT a day and parts of two others with La-
&rgne, both at St. Irenee and in Quebec. I was
*Ntenced to this by any court except that of
fellowship. I cannot recall having spent
4hter hours with any new-found acquaintances
here.  There were the Judge, father of Armand,
e his mother, Madame his wife, and himgelf.
%}ly a4 man sometimes gets softened down to
a4l consistency. But I had spent several hours
% Lavergne in his office and on the Terrace at
°C. He was not different, except that he was
“T Cynica] in the home, delighted to say more
& things about Toronto, and seemed generally
'€ restless.
VA4S from Toronto, which in matters affecting
" Is not far from Missouri. I had some belief-
© Empire; he professed to have nome. 1 be-
“that the British navy was an institution that
ed at least a measure of liberty for the world:
“€Ved that it meant the freedom of the seas
“Teat and greater Britain. T believed in Canada
It in the war as a voluntary act; he believed
1Dulsory enlistment based upon the clause in
N. A. Act, which he read to me from the French
Office. He attended early service in the St..
church Sunday morning, while I slept, ad-
that T had no particular personal faith in
altars and confessionals. We were mutually
€0 about our individual beliefs: also, per-
Mutually reticent to a Certain = degree.
De talked to me as freely as he does to
Deople. But that he was ingenue emough to
all he knew I have no belief; and though
“lability and that of his people drew me out, I
.. 1eTe were a few lurking obliquities and
of my own that I did not lay upon the table.
‘¢ it. Neither of us tried to convince the other.
Ve did try to do was to discover our differ-
‘as far as possible to determine how, as
48, in all deference to our varying birth,

. to avoid the mere lingo of sociability that puts on

“you do.” ‘
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WILL COL. LAVERGNE ENLIST ?

By So Doing He Will Prove Himself o Real Nationalisi

“Because we do not believe in volunteering to go
t6 a war concerning the declaration of which we
were not consulted. Because I believe in enforeing
FOR the sake of the good that he and his compatriots 1he law of Canada, which says——"

By AUGUSTUS BRIDLE

may do in place of the mischief that Bourassa's ”
mania has accomplished, Col. Lavergne is invited to E took down the B.N.A. Act and turned up Clause
admit that in a time of nation-making emergency it is 10, which he read to the effect that in Case
possible to act on the principle ot compromise. The Can. { R R i B
adian army abroad contains men with every conceivable of Canada engagine i any war deemed fo be for the
defence of the couniry, the Government shall have

variation of doctrine about the exact political character - .
of the future Empire. It contains ‘many French-Cana. DOWer to command the services of all able-bodied
men of military age. !

dians who were born with as great a love of Canada and
“Enforce the law and we will obey it,” he said.

as little political allegiance to France as Col. Lavergne.
In the face of a common menace these men have buried “French-Canadians believe in obeying the law.”
“Even a law in which you do not believe?”

their differences. Because of that danger to all civiliza-

tion these French-Canadians have refused to believe that o > = 5
Decidedly., Iet the Government institute a na-

tional register. Let them tell us it is our duty to

the madness of Henri Bourassa is any more Canadian
than the manla of modern Germany. .As a former dis-
ciple of Bourassa without whom there would have been comply with the terms of that and to shoulder arms.
no organized movement known as French-Canadian na- We will obey.” :
tionalism, Col. Lavergne has the opportunity to realize This is one of the rocks on which Nationalism
that Mr. Bourassa is not now and never can be the real splits with Ontario, as represented by Toronto, the
Yoiee ol erpneh. Tanade: «The : courtesy; wiltended: tv most military city in Canada. Talk to the Orange-
Bourassa in the invitation to speak at the entente cor- d-He will ‘b satirical at th 2 £
diale gathering in Nicolet he abused by attacking Sir »ma.n L el € more sy ’rlf’a i € expense ¢
Lavergne than Lavergne ever is over Toronto ang’
the old parties. And unless we go behind that, no
common ground can be located:

Wilfrid Laurier and the Empire and by talking about
the possibllity of taking the measure of his neck with a
hangman’s rope. It was the speech of a madman to
whom conciliation Is impossible. Col. Lavergne is privii- What is the common ground as enﬂunéiaterd by
eged to repudiate that madness. By enlisting as a com- Lavergme? It is—Canada. X
Wi Back what he has 1ot I tn.esteom of omver cams, _THSL aguin noeds interpretation.  Ontarlo  dna
dians, both English and French, and become a leader of Q‘uebe(‘: do not implicitly agree on what Canada
sound French-Canadiarism instead of following a false Ieally is. :
light that leads to anarchy and disruption. Whether he As an Ontario man practically cradied in‘ the bush
does so or not makes no difference to this article which = lands and brought up among the stumps, I was free
is an attempt to discover a little more of the common to say with regard to the Nationalist assumption
ground between the two races. that he represents Canada better than the average
citizen of Omntario,
“Yes, since your grandfather’s grandfather may
have been born in Quebec, vou have at least the
advantage of a lineal descent. But the pioneer in
Ontario born in England became just as true a
Canadian as any Quebecker whose ancestors came
over three centuries ago. The bushman’s shanty
in Ontario was just as Canadian as the habitant’s
shack on the St. Lawrence, even if the bushman was
born in England.”
Liavergne did not demy this. He probably expected

He is used to argument of this kind. -

“Yes,” he said, “and if differences went no further
than that we should have more in common  than
there now is between either the French-Canadian or
the Anglo-Canadian and the mid-Europeans who have
been brought here by hundreds of thousands.”

He agreed that it was the national business of
both the Anglo and the French-Canadian to unite in
the conservation of a real native-born Canada amons
a population which, if immigration should be resumea
on the scale it had reached before the war, would
some day outnumber both the native races put
together, &

“We believe in Canada for Canadians,” he insisted.

“But not in Quebec for the Anglo-Canadian?”’

He shrugged. “We haye four hundred thousand
Anglo-Canadians in Quebec now. They will not tell
:you they are an oppressed minority. Go to the
Eastern Townships and Montreal and ask them.”

“But is not Quebec essentially your——2v

“Ha!” he exclaimed. “That is an old argument—
that French-Canadians should be put on the reserva-
tions like the Imdians.. No!” he added, with warm
gusto, ‘‘we have as much right to plant our parishes
in provinces outside Quebec as any European immi-
grant has. At least that. /'So we have three hun
- dred thousand in Ontario; a number of settlements in
the Western provinces——"

“But if you are anxious to preserve what vou call
national liberties of language, religion and race, why
don’t yeu first occupy Quebec? You have a trifie
more than two millions. You have room for meore

, than twice as many.”

“Impracticable. The practice of Quebec govern-
ments does not encourage outsettlement. The tim-
ber laws are against us. The farmer is not em-

race and education, we could admit thgm and at the
same time find a common ground broader and bigger
than the differences. In so doing, we endeavoured

affable masks and when the conference is over begins
at once to play the school for scandal.

My first visit was to his office, opposite Mountain
Hill, overlooking the River St. Lawrence. ' There
were simple habitant rag rugs on the floor made by
some of the people in Arthabaska, where Lavergne i
was born, and has since practised politics along with
his law and his Nationalism. I do not remember
that there was any portrait of Laurier on the walls—
though there was a small one of Bourassa. It is
some time since Armand Lavergne had anything to :
do with Laurier, whom he sometimes describes as
an old Tory; though his father, the Judge, warmly
remembers the day when Laurier and himself began
a twenty-five year partnership in law at Arthabaska,
and will not agree that the great French-Canadian
Liberal leader has become a Tory or has lost his
ancient power in Quebec. . 4

Lavergne’s most obvious symptom was his open-
ness to discussion. He seemed eager to be under-
stood; in which he differs radically from his captain,
Bourassa, who takes a fanatical martyr’s delight in
being misinterpreted. This comparison to Bourassa
ig inevitable, though sometimes perhaps not in the
best literary taste. Lavergne is not a mere echo
of his chief, whose audacity he may simulate in
public, but in private is as good a listener as he is
a talker. Bourassa is a bad listener. ILavergne
misses nothing. He is willing to converse,

““Since meither of the old parties in Canada has any
ideas,” he said, “it is necessary for the-Nationalists
to have at least a few.” ;

There seemed to be truth in this. Much depends
on how far we can interpret Nationalism.

“Pardon me if I offend any of wyour political
notions,” he asked. SRR

“T am not-carrying them with me. What T want
to understand is the reason you take the stand

“Bspecially in respect to the war, perhaps?”
“Yes. Why do you block enlistment?”




