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tional argument against the intervention of Canada in the European con-
flict. To speak of fighting for the preservation of French civilisation in
Europe while endeavouring to destroy it in America, appears to us as an
absurd piece of inconsistency. To preach Holy War for the liberties of
the peoples overseas, and to oppress the national minorities in Canada,
is, in our opinion, nothing but odious hypocrisy.

Is it necessary to add that, in spite of his name, Capt. Papineau is
utterly unqualified to judge of the feelings of the French-Canadians? For
most part American, he has inherited, with a few drops of French blood,
the most denationalised instincts of his French origin. From those he
calls his compatriots he is separated by his religious belief and his ma-
ternal language. Of their traditions, he knows but what he has read in a
few books. He was brought up far away from close contact with French-
Canadians. His higher studies he pursued in England. His elements of
French culture he acquired in France. The complexity of his origin and
the diversity of his training would be sufficient to explain his mental
hesitations and the contradictions which appear in his letter. Under the
sway of his American origin, he glories in the Revolution of 1776; he
calls it a war “for the principle of national existence”. In good logic, he
should approve highly of the tentative rebellion of the Sinn Feiners, and
suggest that Canada should raise in arms to break the yoke of Great
Britain. His American forefathers, whom he admires so much, fought
against England and called upon France and Spain to help them against
their mother-country, for lighter motives than those of the Dublin rebels.
The Imperial burden they refused to bear was infinitely less ponderous
than that which weighs today upon the people of Canada.

With the threat contained in the conclusion of his letter, I need not
be concerned. Supposing always that he is truly responsible for that
document, I make broad allowance for the excitement and perturbation
resulting from his strenuous life. He and many of his comrades will
have enough to do in order to help Canada to counteract the disastrous
consequences of the war venture in which she has thrown herself head-
long. To propagate systematically national discord by quarreling with
all Canadians, either French or English, who hold different views as to
the theory and practice of their national duty, would be a misuse of
time. Moreover, it would be a singular denial of their professions of
faith in favour of liberty and civilisation.

As to the scoundrels and bloodsuckers “who have grown fat with
the wealth dishonourably gained” in war contracts, I give them up quite
willingly to their just indignation. But those worthies are not to be
found in nationalist ranks: they are all recruited among the noisiest
preachers of the Holy War waged for “civilisation” against “barbarity”,
for the “protection of small nations”, for the “honour” of England and
the “salvation” of France. Yours truly,

Henri BOURASSA.
P. S. — I hope this will reach you before you leave for the front: no
doubt, you have been the first to respond to the pressing call of your
partner. H. B.




