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Extracts of « Sharing the continent »
	Practically all Canadians have friends or relatives in the United States, and have spent a good deal of time there. Hence it is generally assumed, in both countries, that English-speaking Canadians, at least, cannot be told apart from Americans. This was a view that I held myself until I spent a couple of years in England as a student. Then I realized that there was a difference, but I found it hard to put the difference into words….



	After that, I began an academic career, and have taught briefly at several American universities. My American students often ask me if I notice much difference between teaching them and teaching Canadians in Toronto. They usually expect the answer to be no, but my answer is yes.

	American students have been conditioned from infancy to think of themselves as citizens of one of the world’s great powers. Canadians are conditioned from infancy to think of themselves as citizens of a country of uncertain identity, a confusing past, and a hazardous future.

	I begin with the geographical differences. Some years ago I first saw Herbert’s Marcuse’s One-Dimensional Man in a bookshop, and what came into my mind was a quite irrelevant reflection: “I wonder what he’d say if he had to live in a one-dimensional country?” For Canada, through most of its history, has been a strip of territory as narrow as Chile, besides being longer and more broken up. In the United States, the general historical pattern has been based on a north-south axis with a western frontier that moved gradually across mountains and rivers and prairies to the Pacific. In Canada there is a single gigantic east-west thrust down the St. Lawrence, up the Great Lakes, and across the prairies, then through whatever holes a surveyor could find in the Rockies to the west coast

	One direction in the Canadian imagination : the direction that followed the east-west Laurentian movement and responded emotionally to the national motto « a mari usque ad mare »

	But as settlement in the country advanced, a more longitudinal and north-south consciousness developed. This perspective focussed on the American connection rather than the British Empire, and tended to see the country as a series of northern spurs of the United States.

	Ten years ago, a sour little joke was circulating in Canada : what we wanted was a combination of British political institutions, American economic buoyancy and French culture, and what we had was French politics, British economic buoyancy, and American culture.

	The pattern of Canadian history has been almost the opposite of the pattern of American history. The United States had a war of independance against a European power in the 18th century, and a civil war on its own  soil a century later.
Canada had a civil war of European powers on its own soil in the 18th century, and a movement of independance against its American partner in the 19th.

	

	


