
tutional experience. There is also a great difference between the British- 
Canadian of the first generation and his neighbour of the fifth generation. 
Delve into the regimental lists and you will see. Look around and you 
will discover this difference between Canada and the United States — 
that the Republic is entirely assimilative, and Canada, as regards the 
millions of French, is co-operative. The bilingual Parliament is the 
anchorage of the distinctive quality of the French contribution to an 
evolving Canadian nationality. The French in Canada are the most essen­
tially North American people in the Confederation. Their root is deepest 
and longest in the soil. All their problems are here. They cannot regard 
European considerations as the British-born do. Canada first, last, and 
all the time is their gospel. They are not interested in India. The man­
agement of the Suez Canal is not their concern. What are the Falkland 
Islands and the Gold Coast to Saskatchewan? The effect of the war on 
Canada is the fundamental of their participation in it.

WHAT BOURASSA THINKS OF THE WAR
It is a presentable, but not obligatory, argument that the defence of 

Canada is being essentially accomplished in Flanders. The Government’s 
position being what it was, we could not entirely keep out of the war, 
but the quality and method of that participation arc matters of importance 
to the Canadian people, which it is their duty to canvass. The war will 
put Canada back twenty-five years and reduce her capacity to solve these 
vital New World problems which are hers, and not Britain’s, to solve. 
It is no credit to us to say that we are a nation in the war if we act 
like the barbarians we said we would never be.

CANADA’S POSITION
In the events that preceded the war we had no more to say than Ro­

binson Crusoe. We have no more say as to the control of our troops in 
the theatre of war than the Senegalese have whom France has brought 
to her aid. Long before the war, Borden and Doherty, in Parliament, laid 
down the principle that liability to share in Imperial defence involved 
direct responsibility for Imperial policy. The answer to that was that 
London could not share responsibility for Imperial policy. The effort 
was made at succeeding Imperial conferences to induce the Dominions 
to obligate themselves for Imperial wars without a voice in deciding 
what, where, and when those wars should be.

The event proved that Downing Street had its way. Canada has 
supinely abdicated all the true functions of a nation at war—asking no 
questions, asserting no claim to belligerent identity, conducting herself 
like an ancient vassal—a mere puppet among the nations, accepting, appa­
rently with grateful servility, the promise of being "consulted” about her 
own destiny, and never dreaming of herself being represented at the 
table on which her fate may be written. And yet the Prime Minister says 
Canada is one of the great nations in the war I


