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whicli led me, and my English playfellows, to shoulder each other

ofl thc sidowîilk, wliioli incited tliem to bail us as Johnny Batistes

and lis tocall thein sacré Irlandais, whenever we met in any " ollicial
"

capacity ; that hostility which ariscs from tlio distinctivc cliaracter of

two races that diffcr in religion, language, habits, customs, sympa-

thies, aspirations and even in physical externals; that involuntary

hostility whicli springs more from sensation than interest, that cornes

neither from the heart nor from the head, and whicli outleaps thc

boundarics of reason, because it dwcUs not in individuals but in the

masses; that hostility, in short, which is born from the juxtaposition

of two dureront nationalities on the same sod—liko two lovers beforc

the same woman—onc of whom some day must win : a natural, fatal,

inévitable and almost Icgitimate hostility, because it is thc consé-

quence of that universal law of nature, the struggle for life.

One may ask, Why should we fear Independence on account of

thèse drawbacks, which aftcr ail arc drawbacks we face from day to

day under the existing conditions? The reply is that, slight as it

may scem, the influence of England is really enormous in Canada.

And, as England has a vital interest to keep peace within lier colonies,

this influence lias so far been to us an élément of safety which might

be sorely missed and regrettcd once the tie that binds us to her has

been undone or broken. It must be addcd that the French Cana-

dians are neither blind nor indiffèrent to considérations of gênerai

importance which may aiïect the présent and future welfare of the

country as a whole, in such an event as its political freedom under

a separate flag. We, as well as others, see our inimitable frontiers,

as impossible to défend against the smuggler as against the invader;

we see our commerce and industry more or less at the mercy of an

all-powerful neighbor wlio, at any moment, might bring us to starva-

tion by merely closing her doors; we understand that, owing to tlie

existing différence of climate, the European émigration will ever

more willingly flock towards the United States than towards us, and

consequently that, whatever may be our efforts or achievements in

material progress, we cannot but be enormously and perpetually dis-

tanced by the prodigious increase of the American Eepublic. And
from ail this, we conclude that to be neighbors under such conditions

is for us to be forever condemned to a discouraging inferiority, with

no alternative but that of bending the back and of throwing our-

selves upon the generosity of our rivais, whenever any misunder-

standing or conflict of interest may arise.
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