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the defence committee:

I1 fait habilement répandre dans journaux de lLondres

que le Canada entend rester maltre de décider a

quelles guerres il prendra part; puis, dans le

secrot du comitd do la défense, il se fait ou se

lajese imposer ces fameuses zones qui, malgrd la

duperie des textes, en réalité soumettent de plus

en plus la "marine canadienne' aux décisions de

1'Amirautd anglaises, Il conclut également avee

lord Haldane une entente secrete umtd'mi“

des forces impériales en temps de guerre,
After the calling of the election, Le Devoir reviewed the
history of the naval issue, time and again, drumsing home
the same case it had been making since the Naval Act had been
vaveiled in Janunary 1910, In this climactic struggle with
Laurier, Bourassa took no chances on the longevity of his
readers' memory. le reproduced quotations from the Liberal
press, especially Le Canada, showing its persistent opposition
to any naval wndertaking for Canada, until the government
brought forth its poliey in !009.°7 Expressing confidence in
the outcome of the crusade of Le Devoir, Omer Heroux attributed
the moderation of Opposition Leader Borden's recont statements
on the navy to the rising antieimperialist sentiment, not only
in Guebee but in the Englishespeaking provinces as well,™"

The Liberal press answered the Nationalists and their
Quebec Conservative allies with a personal attack on Bourassa

that grew increasingly bitter as election day approached, The

%1014, 28 July 1011,
%71b4d.y 16 August 1011,
”Mo. 16 August 1011,
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Prime Minister's campaign in Quebec set the tone for Liberal
replies to the opposition, Brushing aside Monk as inconsequene
tial, Laurier singled out Bourassa for his fire:

De M, Monk, je n'ai en vérité rien & dire: c'est
la doublure de M, Bourassa, M, Bourassa n'aura pas
besoin d'aller & la chasbre, il dcrira ce qu'il
voudra dans son journal et M, Monk sera sa trompette
au parlement,
Me BDourassa m'attague sur la question de la marine:
je persiste & dire que le Canada ost aujourd'hui une
nation et qu'elle en a les devoirs, Au nombre de ces
irs est celui qui consiste a pourveoir ell

sa propre sfiretd sur terre et sur mer,
es oMy Bourassa passe pour le champion des Canadiense~
Frangails, Il dit: j'ai aimé Laurier, mais je 1'ai
quitté parce qu'il a sacrifid Québec, Je suis de race
frangaise ot la race frangailee reste pour mei la plus
chére, mais je ne suis pas le ministre d'une race, je o
suis le ministre de toutes les races sans distinction,

The Liberal press also chose to regard Bourassa rather
than Monk as the chief adversary in Guebec, La Prosse repeate
edly linked Bourassa to the imperialist Conservatives of Enge
lish Canada, warning French Canadians that, if the Conservatives
came to power, it would be the "veoice of Toronto™, the voice
of fanaticism and religious intolerance which would rule Canadae®®
On one occasion La Presse accused BDourassa of being in league
with the imperialist News of Toronto. The editorial went on
to states

Lo chef nationaliste se rend=il bien compte du r8le

misérable qu'il joue? Il ne peut pas s'apercevoir

qu'il est en ce moment la principale espérance de
ces mémes impérialistes qu'il prétend combattre...

%00 Prosse, 25 Auguat 1911,

”Mo. 25 Auguat 19011,

“!blg.. 13 September 1911,
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Again, in the same issue, La Presse quipped:

M. Bourassa et ses disciplea avouent maintenant gue
le service dans la marine n'est pas obligatoire, mais
ils prétendent qu'il le deviendra necéssairement, Oui,
peut-8tre, si les nationalistes réussissent 3 faire
arriver M, Borden au pouvoir,92
La Presse assailed Dourassa for suggesting that cone
seription would be the outcome of the government's naval poll.ey.”
The paper charged him, as well, with arrogance and egotism in
'thlnunu that he alone knew right from wrong or that he alone
could decide who was a patriot and whe a "v-n‘n".“
Le Canada, Laurier's principal organ in Montreal, made
use of a technique practised by the Liberals in past election
campaigns in Guebec, Guoting from a variety of English language
Conservative papers such as the HMail and Empire and News of
Torento, the Standard of St, Johm, the Ottawa Journal, the
Winnipeg Telegram and the Orange Sentinel, Le Canada set out
to show that the opposition in English Canada was ultra=impere
ialist while that in Quebec was ultra-nationalist, Ths excerpts
wore dosigned to prove that the election of a Conservative gove
ernment would mean closer defence ties with the empire and a
policy of direct contributions to the imperial navyj a vote for
the Quebec Nationalists, therefore, was a vote for Borden and
the imperialists,”® Lo Canada also attempted to demonstrate
that Monk's current autonomist campaign was in direct contrade

xh!ﬂ.. 13 September 1011,

% 1h4d., 11 Septesber 1911,
%4 1b1d,, 12 September 1011,
Canada, 2 September 1911 and 5 September 1911,
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iction to the pro-imperialist position he had taken in the
period from 1897 to 1900,”® This charge was used to balance
the accusations in the Nationalist and Conservative press that
Laurier had always been an opportunist on the question of defence
poliey, Finally, on the day before the election, Le Canada ran
a banner headline predicting a Liberal victory which would wipe
out the n.umxuu." It was clear that in Guebec the Libere
als saw their main foes as the Nationalists and not Borden's
federal Conservatives,

At the same time as they struck back at the Nationale
iste, the Vuebec Liberal press attempted to malntain Laurier's
accustomed image as the pride of the FrencheCanadian people.

On 19 September La P'resse ran a lengthy personal tribute to

the Frime Minister, pralsing bim fer the high esteem in which

he was held by all Canadiane, The article went on to point

out that French Canadians had special reasons for being faithe
ful to Laurier, Through the service he had rendered his country,
had he not done more than any other to enhance the reputation

of his race? MI.dorhg the faet that Freanch Canadians were

in the minority in Confederation, how could they dethrone one

of their own whe had attained the highest post in the land?

The article concluded by stating that if his compatriots aband-
oned him in the evening of his life, it would be the province

3

Ibid., 6 September 1011,
Ibide, 20 September 1911,
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Le Selei)

joined in the adulation of Laurier running, as the main heade

of Quebee and not Laurier that would be ‘ilhllllllls’.

line of the paper on 15 September, his famous slogan "“Je ne
suis ni impérialiste ni anti-impérialiste, je suls simplement

99 As the campaign entered ite final days, Le Soleil
played up the positive advantages of reciprocity in an attempt

canadien",

to draw attention away from the troublesome naval issue, The
paper called on readers to vote for "Laurier and mxpmlty"-lw
It is evident from the press campaign of the Liberals
in French Canada that Laurier's supporters felt constantly on
the defensive on the naval issue, Thus, they emphasized the
far greater dangers of electing an imperialist Ceonservative
government, As in past elections, Laurier's defence policy was
upheld not on its intrinsic werit as wmuch as on its being the
lesser of two evila, French Canadians were reminded of their
minority position and cautioned against turning one of their
own sons out of office, Significantly, the Liberals were forced
to rely on Quebec's insecurity and weakness in Confederation
to justify their naval pelicy. It is clear that they believed
that the overvhelming sentiment im French Canada wan still
opposed to Canadian participation in imperial defence except,
of course, for the defence of Canadiamn soil,

The unprecedented character of the 1811 election in

'“m. 19 September 1811,

¥Le Seleil, 15 September 1911,
IWMI. 20 September 1011,
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Quebec arose from the fact that the opposition te the Liberals
was not compromised from teo close an association with the
imperialist Conservatives in English Canada, In 1900, the
Frenche-Canadian Conservatives had attocked Laurier for sende
ing Canadian contingents to fight in South Africa, This
charge had been auccossfully countered by pointing to the
weaknoss of FrencheCanadian Conservatives within their own
party whose majority was mere outspokenly faverable to the
Boer War contributions than were the Liberals,

In 1911, however, the opposition to the Liberals gave
every appearance of constituting a new pelitical bleoe in fede
eral politics, DMonk, the leader of the Luebec federal Conser-
vatives, had spoken out against the FanglisheCanadian wing of
his party on the naval guestion, Bourassa, who held tegether
the coalition bLetween Nationalists and Monk's Conservatives,
had launched his journal, Le Devoir, with an attack on the twoe
party system in its firet issue, UHis endorsement of Monk had
been precisely because of the Guebec Conservative leader's
greater concern for principle than for party nndu-“yoml
An ex-Liberal and one-time supporter of Laurier, Dourassa could
present himself to Liberals as well as Conservatives on the
basis of a common Nationalist platform, Bourassa had long
urged French Canadians to vote for candidates not tied to either

political party, candidates who would follow the independent

ml:!_.g_m. 10 January 1910,
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line of donk if elected, Thus, the editor of Le Deveir pro-
claimed that he was not concerned about whether the candidate
was called a Conservative, a Liberal or a Nationalist, provided
that he oppose the antienational policies of the Laurier governe
ment, Bourassa warned his readers that, unless they embarked
on a new political course, they would always be faced with the
Liberal argument that "Borden would be worse than Laurier, 8
On 8 September 1011 in an election rally at the Monument Natione
al in Meontreal, Bourassa said the main reason the meeting had
been called had been to explain why one-time Liberales who had
worked to put Laurier into power, now wanted to turn him out
of office, lie then set out to prove that Laurier had abandoned
his principles while ex-Liberals, now opposing him, had not, %>

Clearly, Hourassa's aim was to establish an indepenw
dent bloc of Guebee M,P,'s at Ottava who would be freed from
the need to compromise their positions in the interest of
party solidarity with a larger group of English-Canadian meme
bers. A French=Canadian party at Ottawa could only be successe
ful, of course, if neither Liberals nor Conservatives had a
clear majority and if English Canadians did not unite against
its BDowrassa hoped a FrencheCanadian party would be able to
resist imperialist incursions ianto Canadian autonomy, He saw

it as the only means of protecting the "pact"™ of 1867 and the

WM.. 11 August 1910,

1035014,, 9 September 1911,
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"pact” with the mother country.

Laurier's enemies in Guebec included traditional
bleus, Nationalists, and disillusioned Liberals, Try as his
alliecs might to insist that a vote for the Conservative-Natione
alist candidates was tantamount to a vote for Borden, the old
tactic did not work as it had in the past, There were many
reasons why this was se, The Liberals had been in office for
fifteen years and their opponents were better organised and
better financed than they had been in the past three general
electiona, There was, however, the erucial fact that a potent
political alliance, not hopelessly discredited by its Englishe
speaking confederates and armed with a telling issue and able
leadership, exiated in 1911,

On 21 September 1911 the Laurier government went down
to defeat, In fact, there were two defeats, In Ontario, the
Conservatives won 72 seats te 14 for the Liberals, In Quebee,
Laurier's base, where the navy and not reciprocity had been the
decisive issue, the Liberal majority had been reduced from 43
to 11, The ConservativesNationalists in Quebeec had won 27
seatsy but, in their hour of triuwmph they faced the chilling
fact that they had turned nut of office a government based on
a solid Guebec and had replaced it with one based on a solid
Ontario, Most important, the Nationalists had not met their
objective of holding the balance of power in Parliament, The
Conservatives had a clear majority in the House without the
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support of the Nationalists, DBorden needed only a few votes
from Guebee to assure him a working majority and for these he
could count on the English members and the traditional bleus.'®

Not surprisingly, the Liberal press of French Canada
was stunned by the fall of their chieftain, Le Canada commente
ed:

Nous avons perdu ucoup de terrain dans la province

de_Québec, g:-loo 1'alliance Borden=lionk-Bourassaj

e & la campagne de préjugés qui a été mbtonu-l
les t:md!.m-fmcm. an sujet de la marine,

Le Soleil, without offering any explanation for the
defeat, bemoaned the ingratitude of the peoples, Coming close
to charging those French Canadians who had abandoned Laurier
with treason, the editorial suggested that they would regret
the error for the rest of their lives, Le Soleil warned that
French Canada was now entering one of the most alarming periods

in its hl.ltmolo.

With nothing but contempt for Bourassa,

La Presse refused to concede that he had won a vietory., The
Montreal daily pointed to reciprocity as the government's main
stumbling-block, As for the Nationalists, La Presse drew atten=
tion to the fact that Bourassa had lost many of the counties in
which his efforts had been greatest, including, irenically,
Drummond=Arthabaskas La Presse, difforing from Le Canada, con-
cluded that even in Quebec reciprocity had been more important

m‘fm Conservatives had a total of 134 seats and the Liberals 87,
Therefore, Borden needed only § votes from Quebec to assure
his majority, MN.G. Thorburn, Party Politics in C ’
‘Tﬂm‘.. m’). Pe 225.

105, canada, 22 September 1011,

106, 0 Soleil, 22 Septewber 1911,
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than the navy in defeating Luurhr.lw

It is difficult to tell,
of course, whether this asscssment of the election by La Presse
was motivated out of a deaire to belittle the Nationalists in
their moment of triumph or out of a serious analysis of the
facts,

Le Deveir, after greeting the news with almost vioe

lent enthusiasm, ARS

quickly settled down to the political
battles it expected to face in the future, In a front page
editorial on 25 September, Omer Heroux credited the increase
in Conservative strength in Cuebec to the diffusion of ideas
which had created a new political atmosphere in the provinece,
He observed that the success with which old Liberals had been
brought to vote alongeide Conservatives for the overthrow of
the government had demonstrated that any future governmeant
corruption would be met by the same sort of abandonment of the
party responsible, As though he was not entirely sure of the
Quebee Conservatives who had beea elected, leroux warned that,
if any of them departed from the line set out by the Nationa=
lists and Monk on the naval issue, they would meet with certain
do!uhm
After being satisfied that Borden had agreed to hold
a plebiscite on the naval issue, Monk entered the cabinet of
the new government as Minister of Publie um.“" fiis accep=-
tance of office meant that the Liberal press in Freanch Canada
107

La Presse, 22 September 1011,
1

Le Deveir, 22 September 1611,

lmlbg., 25 September 1011,

uom vade, Cit,, pe G614,
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would make use of overy opportunity to point to inconsistencies
between his anti-iamperialist eléctioneering and the policies
of the new government, On 7 Nevember 1911, La Presse ran an
editorial pointing to differences of opinion among Conservatives
regarding naval pelicy mewbers of the party variously favoured:
a gift of dreadnoughts to the British navy, a monetary contrie
bution to the British navy, the construction of a Canadian navy
(the Laurier position), or nothing at all, The editorial then
quoted a story in the Ottawa Journmal which suggested that Borden
would only make up his own mind about a naval policy after he
had consulted the imperial authorities te find out which poliey
they would prefer Canada to follow, La Presse asked maliciouse
ly if it was for this that Bourassa had worked so ardently for
Borden and if this was all the guarantee that Monk had obtained
on entering the cabinet, !}

Dourassa would not, however, allow himself to be made
the butt of antieministerial sniping. His old penchant for
remaining in opposition soon reasserted itself, In February 1912,
he was calling for the repeal of the Naval Aet with all the ine
vective he had ever summoned when Laurier was in office, By
then, the Borden government's coatinuing hesitancy about what
naval policy to follow made it an easy target both for the Nate
ionalist and for the Liberal press in Quebec, On 1 February 1912,
Bourassa, writing in Le Deveir, peinted to the unfairness of a
colony like Canada contributing to the defence of an empire

ml_‘_m. ? November 1911,
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whose foreign policy was entirely formulated by the mother
country:

Seuls, dans le monde entier, les Canadiens, les
ﬂo—l‘lm s lea Australiens, les Sude-Africains,
n'ont rien & y voir, Sujets de Sa Majesté britannie
que, ils subiront les effets de cette politique,
sans mémwe pouveir y répondre, favorabl t ou de-
favorablement, comme peuvent le faire a leisir les
Allemands, lea Russes, les Frangaises, les Américains,
les Chinois, les Delges, les Suisses, les lollandais,
Citoyens des “nationse-soours de 1'empire”, ils palere
ont peut-dtre 1'imp8t du sang ou de 1l'argent afin de
soutenir cette politiquej mais ils n'auront pas,
comnes los contribuables d'Angleterre, d'Ecosse
d'Irlande, le droit d'exprimer par leur vote - l'm-
pression ultime des volontés ¢'un e libre « lour
satisfaction ou leur mécontentement,

In a pamphlet published in both Eaglish and French

and entitled ¥hy the Navy Act Should be Repealed, Bourassa
outlined his opposition to the navy in all its aspects, He

traced imperialist pressures for dominion participation in Brie
tain's wars back to the South African war in 1800, He described
that war as "a conflict provoked by Chamberlain with the almost
avowed objective of bringing to a white heat the exalted jingoe
ism of the colonies and their mistaken loyalty", le contended
that this new wave of imperialism was a departure from the trade
itional practice of the empire as it had existed from at least
the tisme of Confederation, The earlier view, given expression
as rocently as 1806 by the Colonial Defence Committee, had been
that dominion protection of its own territories was all that

could be expected of a colony in the way of imperial defence.

my_m. 1 February 1012,
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Carrying forward the development of the new imperiale
ism Sourassa dealt with the naval question, HNe claimed that
at the Imperial Defence Conference in 1909, the Canadian minis-
ters had been forced to acknowledge that in case of war local
navies would come under the control of the Admiralty, What
then was the value, he asked, of Laurier's contention that
Canada would decide for herself whether te participate in ime
perial wars? By the time Parliament had been called, in time
of war, the navy would already have sailed off under orders of
the Admiralty, The erucial peint in Bourassa's argument, howe
ever, was that Canada, having no say in the formulation of
British policy, should take no responsibility for it:

sesit shows,,.how far Canada is from being a nation,

and, consequently, how illogical and unjust it is to

try and make her assume the responsibilities of a
nation as Sir Wilfrid Laurier wanted her to do, by

ereating his navy,

Bourasea also called into question the contention that Germany
posed a real naval threat to Great Britain, Quoting Sir William
White, late director of naval construction in Great iritain, to
the effect that the two-power standard remained unimpaired,
Bourassa challenged the strategic basis of the need for urgency
on the naval issue,

Now that Laurier had been defeated, Dourassa maine
tained, his Naval Service Act should be repealed, "above all,
because it strikes at the bazic principles of popular rights
and colonial autonomy, and thereby at the very foundation of
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the Espire®,}® As usual, Dourassa did not base his case on
2 desand to cut the tie with the mother country. On the cone
trary, he was basing his position on a plea that the traditione
al framework of the empire be respected and restored, Any de-
parture from the traditional usage of the empire would necese
sitate a choice between imperial federation and complete inde-
pendence, BDourassa had not wanted Canadians to be forced to
make that choice, In 18912, he still preferred Canada's role
as an autonomous colony within the empire with no power or
responsibility in external affairs, He was not confident that
his EnglisheCanadian fellow countrymen were as yet ready for
full nationhood which would require them to pursue a pursly
Canadian and not an isperisl forelgn pelisy, ‘uguestionabdly,
it vas French Canada'e winerity status that led a Nationalist
like Bourassa to eclimg to a colonial arrangement priwarily teo
safeguard bis own people against the majority of their come
patriots, On that basis he had worked to defeat French Cane
ada's most illustrious son, Sir ¥ilfrid Laurier, It was surely
in keeping with his personality and his purposes that Bourassa
should continue his crusade during Borden's term of office,

In February 1912 P,A, Choguette, a Liberal Senator,
preposed a resolution that would repeal the Naval Service Act,
Choquette, who had voted againat the bill when it was passed
two years before, argued that the Conservatives had opposed

TPienr1 ourassa, by the Navy ict Should be Repesled, (Hentreal,
lolﬂ). PPe 9y .
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the bill when they bad been in opposition., He said the electore
ate had disavowed the Laurier naval policy when it had defeated
the Liberal government, Therefore, the Senator concluded, the
Naval Act should be repealed, The Senate, however, defeated
Choquette’s motion by a vote of 51 to 2,1%%

In an editerial on the issue, La Presse, though not
approving the Choquette motion, took up his argument and pointe
ed out that the Conservatives had changed their tume about the
Naval Aet since coming to power, The editorial also made use
of the opportunity to recall the Nationalist boast in 1911 that
Af they had twenty seats in Parliament they would soon be rid
of the Naval Act, la Presse ended on a wore solemn note,
warning that the government, instead of doing away with the
navy, might well undertake schemes more agreeable to the im=
perialists and the Adeiralty,}'®

The Choquette resolution was not, in itself, a parte
feularly important event, It did sueceed, however, in dramae
tizing the fact that the Conseorvative government had mot yet
decided on a naval policy., Borden had been placed in the absurd
position of having to defend the Laurier Naval Act until he
ecould produce an alternative undertaking, The Prime Minister,
therefore, announced that the government intended to consult
on the naval question and then present a new bill which would
replace the Laurier Act, The Prime Minister also stated that

TI4,, vresse, 20 February 1012,
llslh;g.' 20 F.bm 1912,
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before a "permanent™ naval policy for Canada could be undere
taken, the people would be consulted, He did not, however,
indicate vhether by consultation he had in mind a plebiscite
or a general election, or how soon after the bill the opinion
of the electorate would be sought, 1’

As it turned out,; the firet body to be consulted

was the Admiralty. In the summer of 1912, Dorden paid an ex~
tended visit to Dritain, where he was warned by Winston Churehill
of the pressing danger of German aggression, In a series of
conferences at the Admiralty, Borden expressed willingness to
comnit Canada to a naval m.n"
programme were to remain unkoown to Canadians until the fall
of 1912,

The details of that

After Borden's return to Canada on 6 September 1912,
it became clear that the government planned to undertake a new
departure in naval policy. The plan that had been agreed upon
between Dorden and the Admiralty was that Canada would make an
emergency contribution of thirtye~five million dollars to Brie
tain for naval purposes, ¥#hen lMonk demanded that a plebiscite
be held on the issue, be was turned down by the cabinet. On
18 October 1012 the Guebeec Conservative leader resigned, '

Le Courrier de St, Hyaeinthe commented that donk had
quit for honorable reasons, '’ L'Evénement also paid tribute
116,

'Y 6 Mareh 1812,
117

Mason Wade, Ops Cits, p. 624,

II.MO' pe 627,

119, 4 Courri st the, 20 October 1912,
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to Monk for his sincerity in remaining true to the pesition he
mmﬂﬂnmy.m In an editorial on the resignation,
La Presse held Bourassa responsible for the calamity that had
now befallen the Quebeec Conservative-Nationalist alliance!

My Bourasaa a bien raison de couvrir de fleurs sa
tombe (¥onk's) politique, car c'est lui qui 1'a tud,
c'est lui qui 1'a convaineu que tous les moyens
étaient bons pour renverser Laurier, qui lui a mis
entre les mains 1'arme a deux tranchants du plébiscite,
en lui faisant eroire que Laurier disparu, les cone
aervateurs-nationalistes gouverneraieant le pm ot
forcerait la majorité d'accepter leurs wvues,
In a subsequent editorial, lLa Presse conceded that
Monk had taken an honourable course in resigning and called

on L.P, Polletier and W.B, Nantel to follow suit, 22

When
. Louis Coderre, Conservative member from Hochelaga, subsequent-
1y accepted the position of Secretary of State instead of the
more important Ministry of Public Works, which Monk had given
up, La Presse charged him with entering the cabinet in a dise
honorable way and claimed that CGuebec's position in the governe
ment was being mu.m
On 5 December 1012, the Prime Minister introduced the
Naval Add Bill calling for the immediste expenditure of thirtye
five million dollars for the construction in Britain of three
dreadnoughts to become part of the Royal Navy, Borden justified
the measure by arguing that the Royal Navy was seriously threate

ened by the buildeup of German naval power, flle further maintained

120, vEvinement, 10 October 1912,

"”‘m, 19 Cctober 1912,
122,34, 21 October 1912,

1231b1d., 20 October 1912,
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that in the light of present circumstances such a contribution
would constitute the best defence for Canada'‘s coasts, e

pointed out that the emergency contribution was intended only

as a temporary wluyom

The Conservative preﬁ in French Canada supported
the Naval Aid Bill, L'Evénement said the weasure would ine
crease the importance of Canada in the empire and would mean

an inerease in stature for the cmtr.r.m Le Courrier de Ste
liyacinthe argued that the continuing Liberal support for a
Canadian fleet was proof that Laurier and not Borden was the
true lmrmut.m
The Liberals in the fouse of Commons and the Liberal
press in French Canada, denying that Germany posed any serious
threat to Britain, challenged the basis of the Prime Minister's
action, On 8 February 1913, Le Canada ran a frontepage story
quoting a statement by British Colenial Secretary, Lewis Harcourt,
to the effect that the imperial government did not need the gift
of a New Zealand dreadnought for use in European waters, Argue
ing that this was proof of the falsity of Borden's statements
about the naval emergency, Le Canada observed that the Laurier
naval policy had put Canada in line with the other dominions
and in perfect harmeny with the imperial government.l®’ with
the Conservatives proposing new Canadian expenditures for naval

mﬁ.l. Tueker, "The Naval "olicy of Sir Robert Bordea", (Cana~
dian Ristorical Review, 1947), p. 13,
123, tkvénement, 6 December 1912,

128 Courrier de 8 inthe, 14 December 1012,

1276 Canada, 8 Pebruary 1013,
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defence and with the Nationalists ineffectually calling for no
naval policy at all, the Liberal press held to their middle
path, « in their eyes the golden mean, ~ of the Laurier Naval
Service Bill,

After a long and arduous debate in the Rouse of Commons,
the Dorden Naval Aid Bill passed third reading and was sent to
the Senate on 15 May liﬂ-m
under attack in Guebeec for their imperialism, voted to defeat

the measure by a vote of 51 te 27,

There, the Liberals, so long

The Quebec Conservative press remained loyal to Borden
throughout the debate on the Naval Aid Bill, Le Courrier de
St, HUyacinthe asserted that if asked to choose between a con-
tribution to the imperial navy and the comstruction of a Cane
adian fleet, the province of Guebee would side with the contrie
bution proposed by Borden, 2 After the Senate had defeated
the Borden bill, L'Evénement accused the Liberals of deserting
their patriotic mpmtbnuy.lw

With the defeat of the Naval Aid Bill in the spring
of 1913 the debate in French Canada about imperial defence
before the outbreak of World War I virtually came to a close.
Ironically, in the end the Nationalists and the Liberals were
in agrecment about the Senate's rejection of Borden's bill,
Naturally, they disagreed on the reason for the impasse. Bourassa,

mﬂ.l. Tucker, Up, Cit,, p. 14,
129, ., ¢ s inthe, 24 May 1913,

130, 15vinonent, 3 June 1913,
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exultant, expressed his opinion in Le Devoir:

Ainsi, aprés quatre ans de projets de toute sorte...

il ne reste rien, rien - ni canadienne, ni

dreadnoughts, ni contribution a 1'Angleterre...

Et pourguoi? Gr@ice & 1l'opposition constante des

nationalistes,

Oui, p&n'ruu. 3 nous mllcool'a‘

The extravagance of Dourassa's claim to eredit for
the defeat of both Liberal and Conservative naval policies,
is revealed by the fact that there were no Nationalists in the
Senate and that even if all the Nationalists in the louse of
Commons had been Liberals, the Conservatives would still have
had a majority. Bourassa may have thought that the pre-1899
situation had been reatored., For the moment, Canada had no
active policy on imperial defence beyond the protection of
her own territory and the obligation undertaken by Macdonald,
Laurier and Borden to go to Britain's aid in war if she were
menaced, The chapter that had opened when Laurier despatched
Canadian troops to South Africa in 1899 had hopefully been
permanently closed,

Frenchk Canada's oprosition to a more active role in
imperial defence had continued undiminished from the Boer Var

to the defeat of the Naval Adid Bill in 1913, In spite of the

impressive strength of the Nationalists in 1911, however, Laurier

retained his majority in French Canada, The Nationalist challe
enge to the twoeparty aystem, generated around the imperial
defence fssue, had failed to gain a stronger voice for French
Canada at Ottawa,

u‘]g_ Devoir, 30 May 1013,




CONCLUS ION

The sending of a Canadian contingent to South
Africa in October 1899 ushered in a new era in Canada's
relations with the empire, For the first time Canada's
defence responsibilities were seen to include the protection
of the empire as a whole and not just Canadian territory,
It is beyond the scope of this study to inquire into the
reasons why the Oritish dq-lnlm. Canada in particular,
were entering into a wore active role in imperial affairs
at this time, For our purpose it is sufficient to note
that the rise of pane-Anglo-Saxon sentiment and the widee
spread demand for closer imperial unity were relatively
recent phenomena, It was in response to these trends rather
than in seecking a new arrangement that the French<Canadian
attitude to imperial defence was crystallized,

French Canadians were not attracted by a vision
of closer imperial unity which was, in Skelton's phrase,
"narrowly racial® in its prineipal features.' Canadian
selfegovernment in internal affairs had been accomplished
and eventual independence wae seen as little more than some-
thing to hope for in the distant future, The proximity of
the United States and the possible threat te Canada from

that quarter was a factoer in making the gtatus gquo appear

IO.D. 8“1‘”. R. c&t.. l!. ]’. ‘gt
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as the best arrangement that could be realized, Moreover,
many French Canadians regarded the colenial limitations on
the Canadian state as a protection against attempts by English
Canada to tamper with the constitutional guarantees of Frenche
Canadian rights,

As our study has shown, French-Canadian newspapers,
of all shades of opinion, tended to reflect this general
agreement in 1890, The decision of the Laurier government
to send troops to South Africa altered the pattern of relations
that had grown up between Canada and the mother country since
Confederation, This specific threat to the gtatus quo necesse
itated specific responses for the safeguarding of breoad prine
eiples about which there was general agreement, There was
little enthusiasm in Quebec for the South African war, not
least because the Boers were a people analagous, in many rese
pects, to the French Canadians, The FrencheCanadian Liberal
press, concerned to uphold the position of the government,
defended ites decision to send troope on the ground that if
the Conservativea had been in office, a larger comuitment
would have resulted, The Guebec Conservative press, vith the
advantage of freedom to attack government policy, expressed
openly the traditional preference of French Canadians for
isolationism in imperial relations. Clearly, the response of
the partisan press in French Canada was shaped by party necess=
ities. There was no disagreement, however, between the papers
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of the two political parties on the general desirability of

Canada remaining aloof from the wars of the empire, Whatever
advantage accrued to the Quebec Conservatives from being in
opposition was more than offset by their alliance with the
strongly imperialist Conservatives of Englishegpeaking Can ada,

In fact, the two-party system served as an instrument of

majority rule which overrode French Canadian views on this

issuej it tended, moreover, to prevent French Canadians from
unreservedly defending their traditional view of imperial rel ations
in the election of 1800,

Although no effective opposition to Canadian part-
icipation in the Boer War developed in French Canada, the Con=
servative and independent French language press did continue
to express the traditional French-Canadian attitude to impere
ial defence., In its editorial of 14 October 1899, La Presse
outlined the basic case against participation in imperial wars
that was to be reiterated until World War I: the colonies
were an accident of empire with no influence on the mother
countryj Britain had done nothing to assist Canada in her dis-
putes with the United States and Canadians should expect no aid
in future, The editorial drew the lesson that Canada and the
mother country did not have identical interests in defence
policy and urged Canada to follow Britain's example in not

mixing politics with lonu-ontoz

25 Presse, 14 October 1899,
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Henri Bourassa was, in fact, the one political figure
in French Canada able to oppose the sending of troops without
being liable to the charge of partisanship, le was able to
defend what he considered to be the traditional Canadian attie
tude to imperial defence only by resigning from Parliament and
by breaking, at least temporarily, with the Liberal party, He
based his eriticism on the argument that Canada, lacking a voice
in the formulation of British poliecy, should take no responsie
bility for backing up that policy around the world, For the
time-being Canadian independence was less important to Dourassa
than the avoidance of the new imperialism, Clinging to the
guarantees of colonial irresponsibility as the best protection
for the French-Canadian minerity, Bourassa dared not hope for
independence, Beyond internal selfegovernment loomed either
imperial federation, independence or some mixture of the two,
as the next stage in Canadian development, For the present,
Bourassa believed that "it were safer te postpone the day of
our meiputhu".' but faced with the alternative of imperial
4 Fearing
that Canada would be forced to choose too soon between the two

federation, he would definitely opt for independence,

alternatives, UDourassa expressed his foreboding about the new
era in imperial relations that had opened with the Boer Var:

A new chapter is opened up in the history of our

country which alters the situation so favorable to
us of sixty years..,The champions of our liberties
are no morej their disciples, reduced to impotency,

’lnri Bourassa, Great Pritain and Canada, (Montreal, 1902), p. 46,
“robert mumilly, Histoire de la Provinee de Guébes, XVIII, p. 34.
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have been succeeded in the British cabinet by
adherents of a new school of thought, the direct
descendants of the very men who had planned our
enslavement,d
The central feature of the new era was the prospect

of a closer tie between Canada and the mother-country or some
form of imperial federation, It was this spectre that overe
shadowed the response of French Canadians to any discussion
of imperial defence., Wilfrid Gasecon, the political editor
of L'Avenir du Nord, warned his readers, in an editorial on
21 December 1800, that the most likely road to imperial fed-
eration lay in a changed Canadian constitution that would
require Canada to contribute men and money to imperial defence
on a continual basis,® In Gascon's claim that contributions
to imperial defence invelved a change in the Canadian constie
tution there was implicit the argument that the people should
ratify any such change, an argumeat which F,D, Monk used a
decade later in calling for a plebiscite on the naval question.
Justifying their party's policy of moderate contrie
butions to imperial defence on the grounds that the Conservae
tives would comnit Canada to further imperial ventures, the
Liberal press in Guebee wore able to remain on the offensive
during the election of 1900, At the first possible opportunity,
however, the Liberals abandoned what they realised was an une
popular peliecy in French Canada, In an official government

BI.P. 0'Connelly, "The Ideas of Henri Bourassa", C ian Jo
Political & e, ioﬁﬁo’.
®Ltaventr du Nord, 21 Decesber 1890,
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declaration’ and in a statement by Laurier in the Fouse of
Commons® in 1902, it was made clear that the government cone
sidered Canada's main contribution to the empire's defence to
be the economic development of the country and the improvement
of the militia, PFor this reason the government refused to
countenance changes in the status guo on imperial defence,

As far as Laurier was concerned, only commercial relations
would be discussed at the Colonial Conference of 1002, With
this initiative, Laurier was retracing goverament policy to
the pre~l1809 practice of none-participation in imperial wars,
For the firest time since the outbreak of the South African war,
he received the unanimous backing of the FrencheCanadian press.
During the next seven years, the Liberal government
wvas able to avoid serious criticism in French Canada concerne
ing the imperial defence gquestion, Indeed, in 1503 the unfave
ourable settlement of the Alaska boundary, due to the defection
of Lord Alverstone to the American side, allowed Laurier to
hint that Canada might some day take over the running of her
foreign policy, The Alaska boundary decision underlined the
view that Britain could not be relied upon to side with Canada
against the United States, laurier responded to the double
lesson of the Boer Yar and the Alaska boundary question by
preceeding to evolve his policy of promoting Canadian natione
hood within the empire., Nationhood would protect Conada against

,m. 13 Mareh 1902,

Ivide, 17 aprid 1902,
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the schemes of the imperial federationists as well as encoure
aging selfereliance in dealings with the United States, Natione
hood would further serve as an outlet for the expansive senti-
ments of English Canadians while aveiding the imperialism which
would alienate Quebec, Of course, the imperial defence question
was only one aspect of the Laurier policy of nationhood, The
promotion of immigration, the building of a second transcone
tinental railway, the settlement of the Canadian west « these
were the ingredients of the Macdonald-Laurier mational poliecy
and of the prosperous first decade of tln- twentieth century,

In spite of Laurier's successea in imperial relations,
a new Nationalisnt movement appeared in Quebecs The very face
tors that led to success for Canada as a whole promoted une
easiness in French Canadas The traditional rural society of
Quebec was belng rapidly transformed by industrialigation and
urbanization, The floed of European immigrants to the country
wvas adding a whole new section teo the population that could
only increase the Lnglishespeaking element in the long run,
The creation of the provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta in
1900 and the loses of French-Canadian educational rights there
underlined the fact that western Canada was to be almost entire-
ly Englishespeaking, 7The founding of the Ligue Hationaliste in
1900 was indicative of Nationalist response to the threatening
situation facing French Canada in these years. In 1907 Boure
assa turned his attention te provinecial politics, and in cone
junction with the Quebee Conservatives attempied to unseat the
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Gouin government,

The advent of the naval issue in March 1909 proe
vided an opportunity for the Conservative-Nationalist allie
ance, initiated in provincial politics, to enter the federal
arena, Under the formal leadership of Menk, but guided prime
arily by Bourassa, the new force was to pose an alternative teo
Laurier's paneCanadian nationhood, Concerned that French Cane
ada have an independent voice in Ottawa to state its case in
imperial relations and domestic affairs, Bourassa believed
that enly by breaking with the two-party system could his
people prevent the erosion ef their rights, Such a change of
the Canadian political system was needed, in his opinion, te
safeguard the "pact" of 18067, BPourassa was working for a
fundamentally different Canada « one in which the dvality
would be institutionalized in the country's political system
as well as in the country's cultural 1life, Thus he posed what
might be described as a bienational alternative to Laurier's
pan=Canadian formula,

At the core of the debate between Laurier and the
Nationalists on the naval guestion was a disagreement about
the extent to which Canada had already achieved nationhood,
Laurier justified the creation of a local Canadian naval force
on the ground that Canada had bocome a nation and must take a
larger responsibility for her defence, In presenting Laurier's
case to the Freneb-Canadian people, the Liberal press played
down the extent to which the naval foree waas to be part of a
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larger scheme of imperial defence, invelving in wartime, the
likelihood of admiralty command of the Canadian fleet, Instead,
the Liberal press in Quebec saw it as a step in the achievement
of nationhood, a move in the direction of selfereliance, n
the other side the Nationalists and their Guebec Conservative
allies argued that Canada, far from being a nation, was an ire
responsible colony with no rights or duties in the matter of
defonce or foreign policy, beyond the striet protection of
Canadian soil, Naturally, the Nationalists attacked the Laurier
formula as pseudoe-nationhood, while they were themselves crite
icized for demeoaning the extent to which Canada had outgrown
her colonial past,

In countering the Conservative-Nationalist onslaught
in the election of 1611, the Liberal press made much of the
contradiction between the imperialist wing of the Conservative
party in Pnglish Canada and the Nationalist wing in Guebeec,
They were relying on this technique, as they had in 1900, teo
convince French Canadians that the Liberal way was the moderate
vay, and that it was atill the best guarantee of French-Canade
fan rights. Le Canada of Montreal, for example, quoted the
EnglisheCanadian Conservative press to show that the election
of a Conservative government would mean closer defence ties
with the empire and a policy of direct contributions to the
imperial navy,? As in 1000, the Liberals upheld their defence

;h_cﬁ"_‘.ﬂ! 2 September 1011, 5 September 1911,
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policy not so much on its intrinsic merits as on its being
lese ambitious and less dangerous than that of a Conservative
government would be, The Liberals continued to believe that
the FrencheCanadian consensus im opposition te a more active
role in imperial defence still prevailed, In any case, the
Liberal tactic did not succeed as well in 1011 as it had in
1900, The Conservative-Nationalists could not simply be
written off as the French supporters of a primarily English
and imperialist movement,

No essentially new element was added to the naval
debate in the FrencheCanadian press with the advent of the
Borden government, The Liberal press continued to reiterate
its belief that the Laurier bill was the best sclution and
took every opportunity to demonstrate the impotence of the
Nationalists in the new government, When the Borden Naval
Aid Bill was voted down by the Senate's Liberal majority on
29 May 1913, both the Liberal press and Le Deveir were pleased
with the outecome, The Liberals and the Nationalists both took
credit (the Liberals more convincingly) for having halted a
dangerous imperialist initiative, For the moment, Canadian
efforts to build a local fleet or to contribute to the navy
of the mothere-country had been stalemated, In the last year
before ¥World War I, a deceptive calm prevailed, and it appear-
ed, superficially at least, that the pre-1899 era of isolatione
ism had returned,



176

The outbreak of a genaral European war in August 1014
took Canadians by surprise, The situation, placing Britain
herself in mortal danger brought inteo play the repeated pledges
of Laurier and Borden to place Canada at Dritain's side in such
a case, In the face of this unprecedented situation, the Frenche
Canadian press responded initially with support for Canadian
participation in the war, On 6 August 1014 lLa Presse told its
readera:

Le fait est que nous sommes en guerre comme la

Grande-Dretagne clle-m@mej et pour ceux qui

tiennent & la Mére-Patrie, nous devons entrer

de tout coour dans 1'esprit nouveau,l10

The reasons for the temporary FrencheCanadian support
for the war are beyond the scope of this theesis, Suffice it
to suggest that the appearance of Britain and France in a
common mortal struggle, the heroism of Delgium in August 1914
and the enormity of the ¢risis itself, may explain the cheering
of French reservists and the waving of Union Jacks that occurred
in Montreal in the first weeks of the war, It should also be
pointed out that it was generally expected until 1914 that a
Eurepean war could only last a few monthse, Thus Canadian ine
volvement could be anticipated to mean little more than the
sending of supplies and the assurance of moral support, Certaine
ly the idea of sending hundreds of thousands of Canadian troops
to Burope, contemplated by the end of 1914, would have been
quite beyond the thought of anyone in Canada when war broke out,

mm. 6 August 1014,
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In this initial atmosphere even Lo Devoir was vague in its
position, with Bourassa writing passionately about the fate

of France after his return from luropo.u

On 29 August 1'“.
however, Bourassa wrote his first eritical editorial about the
wars

Sans doute, il ecst naturel et légitime pour tout

Canadien de souhaiter ardemment le triomphe des

ames Anglo-Francaiscsj mais tenir 1'empereur

Guillaume seul et personnellement responsables de

la catastrophe tra exagéré sinon injuste &

tous ceux qui ont observd avee nnﬁlnu et vigi-
lance les prodromes de la tempéte,

On 8 September 1914, it became clear that Bourassa's
discussaion of the origin of the war had little to do with a
concern to protect the German Emperor's reputation, On that
day, he picked up the threads of his traditional position en
imperial defence and analysed the present conflict in these
welleknown terwsi

Lo Canada...n'a aucune obligatien morale ou cone

stitutionelle ni aueun intérét immédiat dans le

conflit actuel,

In the same editorial he referred to Canada as a
"dépendance irresponsable de la Grande-Bretagne”, a position
he had long held in contrast to lLaurier's view that the country
had already achieved nationhood, He then stated the corollary
of his view of Canadas

Clest done le devoir de l'Angleterre de défendre

le Canada, et non celui du Canada de défendre
1'Angleterre 13

r‘mg. 27 August 1914,

nlb;!.. 29 August 1914,
B1v1d,, 8 Septesber 1014,




178
It had taken Bourassa a little over a month to make
his position on the war coincide with the position he had held
on the quostion of imperial defence for the previous fifteen
years, Sir Wilfrid Leurier campaigned in Quebee to encourage
French=Canadian recruitment into the armed forces, By the end
of 1914, though, it appears that enthusiasm for the war had

largely worn off in French M.“

Considering the unbroken
tradition of opposition to participation in imperial wars that
had proved so durable in the fifteen year period from 1899 to
1914, it is not swprising that French Canadians soocn came to
feel that the war was not theirs to fight, Even if the recrmit-
went of Fremch Canadians inte the armed forces had been carried
out with more tactful consideration for their sensibilities or
the divisive Ontario schools dispute not existed during these
years, it is difficult to aveid the conclusion that superficial
attempts at boane entente would not have altered French Canada's
deep opposition teo participation in Britain's wars,

The FrencheCanadian press, during the period we have
been examining, served as a major vehicle for transmitting the
views of the political leadership in Quebee to the people, Parte
isanship, of one kind or another, was so strong throughout the
French~Canadian press that no standard of objective journalism
could be said to have existed, Consequently, news and feature
copy, as well as editorials, were heavily slanted in the dire
ection of the paper's political bias, Fspecially during election

T4} tzaboth Armetrong, The C of 9l4-18, (New York,
1037). Pe .l.
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time, mont of the daily newspapers of Quebec became unabashed
party organs,

Considering the sharply partisan nature of the
FrencheCanadian prese, it is important to realize that on the
erucial guestion of imperial defence, a broad consensus existe
ed in favour of limiting Canada's participation in imperial
warse The press did not waver in its suppert for party pelicy}
but the press always cast its backing in terms that would be
acceptable to French«Canadian opinien,

The major division between French Canadians was on
their attitude to the basic guestion of Canadian nationhood.
Here, Laurier represented those who wanted to work toward the
evolution of a common Canadian nationality, Bourassa, on the
other hand, sought a union that would accommodate two distinct
nationalities in its midet, For this reason he favoured a
etrict adherence to the constitution and to what he regarded
as the "pact" of 1867,

It would be a mistake, of course, to see the debate
az taking place between political factions of anything like
equal gizes Only Lo Devoir and the weekly Le Nationaliste
gave full suppert to the bienationalist position, Laurier's
conception of Canada received the support of the much larger
Liberal press, notably Le Soleil, le Canada and inecreasingly
La Presse, The Conservative press, notably L'Evénement and

Le Courrier de St, Nyscinthe stood somewhere in between,
- Basically, they were straightforward party organs whose edite
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orial policy was sympathetic to Bourassa only during the
period of the Conservative-Nationalist alliance, In fact,
Bourassa's failure to affect the thinking of (uebec Consere
vatives more fundamentally, as reflected in the Conservative
press, was an important reasen fer his failure to launch a
permanent new bloc in federal politics, The failure of this
atteupt at securing an independent Quebec bloc at Ottawa, am
attempt which arose out of the issue of imperial defence,
can be seen as one of the main factors in the concentration
of most future FrencheCanadian nationalists on provincial
politics,
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