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This thesis, which deals with tic last decades of thc French
régime in Qanada, is the first part of a further thesis, which I
hope to prepare, dealing with economic and social development in
Ganada from 17"0 to 1774, that is, the transition period from
French to English rule. The object of the present account is,
therefore, to give some descrigtion of just what Great Britain
received when Canada was ceded to her in 1763.

The most cutstanding characteristics of economic aetivity in
French @anada were inertness and gjovernment paternalism, the
former usually being attributed to the latter. An attempt hasg
been made to correct thls impressicn in some degreec and to arrive
at a balance ol the variocus factors which conditioned the
economic life of Qanada. The various phases of economic activity

have been described and their relative importance estimated.
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CHAPTER 1.
THE FORGES OF SAINT MAURICE.

The most outstanding characteristics of economic life in
New France were government supervision aﬁd, with the possible
exception of the fur trade, inertness. The backwardness of
the colony is attributed with almost monotonous regularity to
the paternalistic attitude of the French government. The
assertion is in part true but it can also be demonstrated
that government intervention was necessitated by the
backwardness of the colony. The development of the iron
industry in @anada is a particularly striking illustration
of this latter argument. )

The last effort to exploit the copper deposits that the
French knew to exist in the Lake Superior district was made
by the S. Denys de la Ronde, commandant of Chagouamigon, a
trading post at the south western extremity of Lake Superior.
That attempt came to an end in 1700 when the MM. Forster, two
German mining experts, reported that a large outlay would be
necessary for the success of the venture. 2°

Veins of lead too, were found in the colony, notably at
Bale 8t. Paul. The deposits were mentioned in the Forsters!

acocount, 3+ and the S. Jacrau and eight workmen were sent

1. For an account of S. de la Ronde's attempt, see J.N.Fauteux,
L'Industrie au Oanada, t.l, pp.l0-18

2. Ordres et Dépfches,B,Vol.70(1), p.23". Mémoire du Roy au
Beauharnois et Hocquart, Marly, May 13, 17L0.
The Forsters's report is given in the Corres. Gén., C"A,Vol.7lL,
pp.95-97.

3, Loe. cit.




down to verify the report.l- However, any hope of exploiting
the mineral disappeared with the King's decision that he
could not afford to invest any money in the project. 2:

The only mineral, therefore, that was exploitedto any
extent during our period was iron, found at the back of Three
Rivers. The Forges of St. Maurice had been founded by
private enterprise. The S. Poulin de Francheville, a Montreal
business man, discovered iron deposits on his seigniory of
St. Maurice, some three miles from Three Rivers, and in 1729
he set out to exploit them. By 1733 however, he had exhausted
his own capital and in that year the industry entered on its
second phase, that of company control.

The enterprise seems to have been conducted by incompetent
men with insufficient capital with the result that, almost from
its inception, the new industry was a burden to the government.
The company was unable to finance the Forges from private funds
and in order to complete the establishment had to make repeated
application to the authorities for loans. By 1738 the King
had invested 192,642 livres«in the enterprise. The debt was
to be paid in the produet of the Forges but production fell far
short of expectation and the date of payment was twice
postponed. 5. Finally, in 171, the whole enterprise collapsed,

for in that year the partners handed in their reslignations and

1. Corres. Gén., C"A,Vol.73, p.22. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre, Quebec, Oct.l5, 17U4O.

2. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.72, pp.240-241. Mémoire du Roy a
Beauharnols et Hopequart, Marly, May 12, 1741,

P

. For an account of this early historY of thg Fgrges, see
J.N.Fauteux, L'Industrie au Ganada, t.l, pp.56-98.




declared the company bankrupt. i-

This was the end of the private exploitation of the mines
of St. Maurice. The whole affair had been hopelessly mis-
managed. Now, with the company divided against itself, the
blunders came to light in angry accusation and recrimination.
Ougnet, one of the partners, placed the blame on de Vezin, 2.
another member of the company. Ougnet pointed out that de Vezin
had declded on a practically entirely new establishment and the
partners, depending on his judgment and his estimate of costs,
had gone ahead. But matters had not turned out as expected.
The new plant was .to have produced 300,000 pounds of iron by the
autumn of 1738 but the product by that date was 14,000 pounds.
The total cost of the establishment was computed/ %,1{:15»’01:%]0]0}’
livres - well over 100,000 livres had teen spent by 1737 before
the Forges were nearly completed. 3-

In accordance with de Vezin's plans a building large enough
to contain six forges was raised on the banks of the St. Maurice.
Two forges had been installed when it was discovered that the
stream could provide enough power for only one of them, so thaé
the other had to stand idle. This necessitated the construection

of another building beside the stream and the installation of

i ~

1. Gorres. Gén., O"A,Vol.112(1l),pp.113-161. Démissions des SS:
Cugnet, U oct.l7ul; Simonet, 9 Oct; Gamelin, 9 Oct; de Vezin,1l3 Oct;
Taschereau, 1 Oct. —

2. The Forges, taken over by a company in 1733, were not making
satisfactory progress. In 17%5,therefore,the Minister sent out
Olivier de Vezin, "maltre des forges", to act as technical adviser.
De Vezin condemned the whole establishment. In 1736 a new company
was formed which included de Vezin among the partners. (J.N.Fauteux,
op.cit. t.1,pp 63,73,7&,81.) . '

3. Corres Gén., C"A,Vol.ll2 (l)’pp 117-1%1. Mémoire de Cugnet-a

Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, Oot. b, 1741,



more forges to provide employment for a number of workmen
already engaged. 1.

When the construction was finished the troubles of the
company were by no means over, for the equipment had been so
badly made that it was in constant need of repair. Thus
there were long periods of idleness when the workmen drew wages
for doing exactly nothing at all. 2.

The fault, however, was not entirely de Vezin's. He claimed
in his own defence that his colleagues had been inefficient and
wasteful. The establishment was overstaffed with incompetent
clerks who devoted their time and efforts to their own interests.
The executives too, had evolved a scheme for diverting some of
the company's funds into their own pockets. They maintained
an agent at St. Maurice who carried on a brisk trade in
merchandise with fﬂe company to the very considerable profit of
the vendors. The workmen were pald in goods?'with the result,
as the Intendant pointed out, that they demanded and received
a 20% to 25% higher wage than they would have done had they
been paid in money. Furthermore, the men, restricted by this

"truck system" of payment, were dissatisfied and insubordinate. L

1. Gorres.Gémn., C"A,Vol.74, pp.128-130. M.de Vaudreuil de
Cavagnal au Ministre. Oct.23,1740;  Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.112(1)
pp.11%-131. Mémoire de (Qugnet & Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Quebec, Oct.l, 1741,

2. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.112(1),pp.113-120. Mémoire de Cugnet 3
Beauharnois et Hocquart, Quebec Oct.lt, 1701, Gorres.Gén.,
C;ﬁ,Vol.llE(l), pp.l}-lﬁ. Hocquart au Ministre. Que. Oct.320,
1741.

3., Gorres.Gén., C"A,Vol.112(1), pp.119-206. Mémoire de De Vezin
4 Maurepas. (1711)

b, Corres.Gén., C"A,112(1), pp.33-37. Hocquart au Ministre,
Quebec, Oct. 30, 1741.



The result of all this was that the annual expenditure,
estimated at 60,000 livres, had mounted regularly to 90,000
livres. 1-

The authorities in France must have been thoroughly disgusted
with the whole fiasco. The government had been gradually led
on, chiefly perhaps by the undue optimism of Hoegquart, to invest
a large sum of money in the industry. The Intendant had
encouraged de Francheville to carry out his projeect in the
beginning and it was at Hocquart's instance that the first loan
had been made to the enterprise. 2. When the vhole establishment
had to be rebuilt a further loan was granted on the assurance of
Beauharnois and Hoecquart that they were confident of the success
of the venture and of the infinite advantages that would acerue
to the colony.J-

Without the encouragement of the Intendant and the support,
however unwilling, of the government in France the iron industry
in CGanada could not have made even such progress as it did. The
failure of the private venture was the result of the 1ill use to
which the incompetent individuals concerned put the loans they
were granted. Now, in 17!1, the whole unsatisfactory affair
culminated in the government's being left to cope with an

imperfectly equipped plant, staffed with a number of sullen and

1. Qorres.@én.,C%A,Vol.112(1), pp.1ll3-120. Mémoire de Cugnet &
Beayharnois et Hoequart. Quebec, Oct. 4, 17W41.
2., J.N.Pauteux, L'Industrie au Canada, t.l, p.60
3.  Beauharnoils et Hocquart au Ministre. (1735) guoted by
J.N.Fauteux, op.cit +t.l, pp.76-77. :




rebellious workmen whose standing grievances were doubtless
aggravated by the fact that the company, when it abandoned
the Forges, owed its employees 16,000 livres in wages. 1-

The first step taken by the Intendant was to provide for
the continued functioning of the Forges while some decision as
to their ultimate disposal was being reached. The S. Estébe,
Royal Storekeeper at Quebec, was put in charge of the plant in
1741 and the following year its direction was taken over by the
8S. Martel de Belleville, Oress$,and Perrault. 2-

In 1741, four courses were open to the government. First,
the Forges might be abandoned completely. Against this
proposal were the arguments that the iron produced would be
ugeful for the shipbuilding recently undertaken at Quebec by
the King and that to give up the enterprise entirely would mean
the irretrlievable loss of the money advanced. It was evident,
therefore, that nothing remained but to continue the venture.
The three possible methods of doing so were: first, to float a
new company in the colony; secondly, to form a company in France;
and thirdly, to carry on the business in the King's name. The
first plan was impracticable because, as the authorities fully

realized, it was impossible to find, in Canada, men with

1. Corres. Gén., C"A,Vol.112(1),P.21. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct 30, 1741.

2. Gorres.Gén., C"A,Vol.112(1),pp.2-3. Hocquart au Hinistre.
Quebec, 0ct.30, 17%1; Oorres.G4n.,C"4,Vol.112(1),pp.263-26.
Hocquart au linistre, quebec, Oct.26, 17"2;

Inv.des Ord., Vol.3, p.30. August 30, 1742,
In 1749, the S.Hertel de Rouville, lieutenant-general of
Three Rivers, was given the general supervision of the Forges
and everything relative to them. (Inv.des.Ord., Vol.3, pp.135-136,
Oct.15, 1749)




sufficient capital for the undertaking. With reference to

this plan Hocquart wrote "On ne peut-point compter qu'il puisse
g'en former une (i.e. a new company) en Canada; les fortunes y
sont trop borneés et dans une entreprise de cette esptce il faut
des fonds considerables d'avance au moins de 80 m#.il n'y a icy
aucun particulier, en estat de faire ces avanoes".l° There were
plenty of capitalists in France but it was improbable that the
prospect of taking over a debt-ridden and unsuccessful venture in
an unprosperous colony three thousand miles away would appeal to
them. In 1743, one individual, curiously enough, did offer to
organize a company in France to lease the Forges from the King
for twenty-five years at an annual rental of 10,000 1ivres.2’
Nothing more 1is heard of the proposal however; in all probability
it was dropped when war broke out the following year . The
government was not at all enthusiastic about carrying on the
business on the King's behalf. About this time the authorities
had been sharply reminded, in connection with the fur trade, that
‘exploitation pour le compte de Roy" had a painful habit of running
into large expenditures and small profits. However, by the
process of elimination, the government reached the coneclusion that

it could do nothing but shoulder the flnanecial burden. Accordingly,

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.112(1),p.6. Hoequart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 20, 1741.

2. Ordres et Dépeches,B.Vol.76(1),pp.2U47-250. Ministre A
Beauharnols et Hocquart. . Versailles, April 320, 1743,
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the monopoly of Ougnet's company was revoked and the Forges were
taken over in the King's name, in payment of the debt. 1-

Before describing the progress of the industry during our
period it would perhaps be convenient to give some account of
the establishment itself. The buildings were scattered
irregularly on the banks of a stream that flowed through a valley
and emptied into the St. llaurice River.. They comprised the
buildings that housed the furnace and the forges, the houses of
the directors and of the other officers, workingmen's lodgings,
and a variety of storehouses, stables,and so on. Across'the
little river three dams had been thrown in order to provide water
power for the plant. 2-

The mineral was a kind of moor ore found in a series of
detached lumps in veins lying six to twelve inches beneath the
surface. The ore was rich, fairly clean, and soft enough to be
crushed in the fingers. When the furnace was charged with ore
and fuel, gray limestone or clay marle was added as a flux to
carry off the impurities. J- The pigs were formed by plunging
a large ladle into the boiling ore and emptying the liquid into

\

gutters in the sand. . The molten slag,5' floating on top

1. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.247-249; Ordres et Déﬁeches
B,Vol.76(1),pp.255+261. Arrest du Roi, Versailles,May 1,1743,
Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.78(1),pp.265-266.5inistre & Beauharnois
et Hocquart. Versallles, April 21, 17k, N

2 Franquet,Mémoires et Voyages,pp.18-20. Franquet, a royal
engineer sent out to Louisbourg in 1750, was charged by the
government at Versailles to inspeect the fortifications in New
France. He toured Oanada in 1752-1753.

3, KglmégravelsiHRJNorth America (London 1771.Tr.by Forster) Vol.3
pp.&(-88.

h.  Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, p.20

5. i.e. the limestone (or marle) charged with the various impure
elements in the ore, for which it has an affinity.




was presumably either tapped out through an opening in the side
of the furnace or, perhaps, skimmed off. The power provided by
the stream was probably used to operate the bellows which forced a
‘draught through the furnace.

Two other buildings each contained two forges, one of which in
each case funetioned regularly while the other was reserved 1n case

of breakdowns. 1.

To procure wrought iron from pig, the high
percentage of carbon which the latter contains must be eliminated. 2.
The records do not convey much information as to how this was done
at 8t. Maurice. Presumably, the pig iron was heated 1in the
chaferies, then hammered to drive out the impurities and to form the
iron into more regular shapes. Water power must have been used
to operate the bellows and, of course, the tilt hammer which was
added in 174t7. 5- Up to that time the iron must have been wrought
with sledges.

In 1747 the Forges undertook the manufacture of cast iron goods. o
The material for the foundry consisted, probably, of specially
selected pigs. Pig iron, with its high carbon content, 1s in
itgelf a kind of cast iron.  For the successful production of
castings however, the material must contaln not only iroa but als
certain quantities of silicon, manganese, phosphorous,and carbon,
and as little sulphur as possible. The pigs vary in their proportion
of these necessary elements. Before chemical analysis replaced
the rule-of-thumb method,common practlce was to have the pigs

inspected by a foundryman who judged thelr quality by their colour

and closeness of grain andthen selected a number which together

1. GOorres.G4n.,C"A,Vol.74, pp.128-129. Vaudreuil de Cavagnial
au Ministre, 0ct.23, 1710.

3
2 L.W.Sprin Non—Technical Chats on Ir and St -.ed.
2. Infra? p.gi on and Steel(Ser.ed.1927)p.93

Infra, p. 1




10.
contained all the necessary constituents. 1. This was
perhaps, the method employed at 8t. Maurice. The Forges had
only one furnace so that after the smelting was over, the furnace
was probably cleaned out and some of the pigs remelted, this time
to be used for casting. The question of a second furnace to be
used exclusively for this work was raised but none was ever
installed. 2° The final step in the manufacture of castings
was to pour the metal into moulds and allow it to harden. Franquet,
on a visit to the Forges, saw stove parts being cast, with such
accuracy, he declares, that the pieces fitted together perfectly.
In another shed,pots, kettles, and other hollow ware were made. J-
Perhaps the best account of the progress of the Forges during
our period is to be derived from an attempt to interpret such
statistles as are avallable concerning the returns from the
enterprise. The statistics are incomplete and for that reason
the analysis must be dealt with in somewhat arbitrary or, at least,
not strietly logical, divisions.
17%1i- The fortunes of the industry during the King's administration
175 rose and fell. From October 1741 to the end of 1745 the total
expanditure about balanced the total receipts but the value of
the stoeck on hand on January 1, 1746, amounted to 50,32 livres,
which the authorities declared must be regarded as the profit of

the Forges up to that time. . It was an asset that might have Dbeen

1. L.W.Spring,Non-Technical Chats on Iron and Steel (Second
edition, 1927Y pp.162,16/-168.

2. Infra, pp.16-17. - |

P. Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, pp.20-21. Le 28 (juillet, 1752)

L. Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.85, p.53%. Ministre & Hocquart,
Versailles, March 6, 17U47.




11.
termed a potential profit. In any case, although the returns
were not large enough to cover the government's original investment
the enterprise had not fallen steadily farther behind, as it
had dbne during the period of company control.

During the royal régime the administration was, onc the whole,
sounder than it had been. For example, a stop was put to the
pernicious practice of paying the workmen in goods. 1. During
this.period the output increased; from October 1741 to October
1742 the product was 336,886 pounds,z' and for the yeér 17H2—17&3
the return was about 100,000 pounds.’+ In 17U! the Forges for
the first time supplied bullets for the service.u' Moreover,
the iron shipped to Rochefort was sold at a price of 160 livres
per thousapd pounds whereas the prices obtained by the company
had varied from 12F livres to 129 livres.”+ These factors
explain perhaps, why the Forges had not retrogressed during these
years.

Cn the other hand, the industry had made no exceptional
progress by the end of 1745. Up to 174! when the Forges began
to make bullets, only the usual kind of wrought iron was

produced on which the usual criticism was passed, namely,

1. Ordres et Dépeéches,B,Vol.72,p.271. Ministre & Beauharnois et
Hoequart. Marly, May 12, lzh;

2. Corres.Gén.,C"'A,Vol.112(1): p.275. U%moire sur les forges de
Saint Maurice. Quebec, 7L 2; p.301. Extract, signed Estebe.

E. Ibid.,Vol.80,pp.33- 3l Hoequart au Minlstre Quebee,Cct.23,17"3

. Ibid.,Vol.81(1l)p. ?9 Beauharnois et Hoequart au Ministre.

Quebee, Oct. 17,174L

5. 1Ibid.,Vol. 112(1) 273 Mémoire sur les forges de Saint
Maurice. Quebee, 17 2.



12.
good iron poorly wrought. 1- No new equipment was acquired
during this period so that the iron works had to funetion with
the unsatisfactory apparatus installed by Ougnet and Company. ©:
The furnace broke down at least as early as December 1741 5+ and
was not relighted until the following May.u- In the spring of
1743 the Forges suffered another, though a shorter, interruption. 5.
Finally, the workmen continued to give trouble in spite of the
removal of thelr most outstanding grievance. An ordinance issued
by Hoecquart in 1745 prohibited the selling of any but very small
quantities of wine and brandy to the workmen at St. Maurice,
forbade the men to absent themselves from the Forges without
permission, and finally, enjoined upon the directors to correct,
with fines and other punishments, any scandals or public debauches
that might re-occur. The Intendant, after a visit to St.llaurice
in 1745, found it necessary to impose these restrictions.
Disciplincat the Forges was not evidently all that it should have

been.

1. Ordres et Dépeches,B, Vol 76(1),pp.136-137. Ministre & Hoequart
Versallles, April 11, 17 3,
orres. GPn ,C"A,Vol. 79 p.358. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.2, 1743,
Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol. 78(1) p.115. }inistre & Hocquart.
Versailles, March 2& 17
2. OQorres.Gen.,C'A, Vol 112(1) p.26. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 20 17 1.
Ibid.,Vol. 76,p. 77 Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebec, Dec.1l7, 1741
Tbid.,Vol.77,p.340. Hocquart au linistre. Quebee, June 28,1742
TIbid. Vol (9,07 Beauharnois et Hoequart au Ministre.
Montreal June 17, 17*3
6. ord.des. Int., M 30 Vol.17, pp.lo9-112. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Quebec, Feb. 12, 1745

U
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1747

13.
During the next period, comprising the years 1746 and 1747,

the standing profit (i.e. the profit from November 1741 to January

1748) rose to 72,286 livres. 1l- The produection of bullets was

continued in 1746 £. and in 1747 3 and a long yearned for tily

b,

hammer necessary for making gun barrels was established. Moreover,
in 1746, two founders were sent out to the colony and a new product
was added to the output, namely cast iron goods.’*®  The statement
of the total produect for 1747 included a variety of cast articles of
which the most notable are 4 small cannon, one-and two-pounders,

2 mortars, 267 bombs, and 201 stoves. There was also a quantity

of the usual wrought iron as well as some forged iron (fer de

martinet) and 27 pounds of steel.6‘ The making of steel was in

the nature of an experiment and was not repeated.

1. Ordres et Déptches,B, Vol &89,pp.107-108. Ministre A& Bigot.
Versailles, April 18, 17 9
According to M. Pauteux (L'Industrie au Ganada, t. l,p 117) this
sum was the profit from November 1/L1 to November 174&. The
author does not quote any authority for the statement. The
Minister 1s basing his statement on a letter received from Bigot,
dated September 29, 174€. The latter date could not therefore
in any case have been November 174&. (Ihave not founc Bigot's
letter in the Oorrespondence Générale)

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A, Vol 85,p.3%3%. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec. Sept.26, 17 hg,

3. Ibid., Vol. SS,p 93. Estat de Erodult des forges de Saint Maurice
(1 janvier 1747 -1 octobre 1747) Signed,Martel de Belleville.
St. Maurice, Oct. 18, 1747.

b,  Ibid.,Vvol.88, p. 85, Hooquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 15, 1747.

5. Ibid., p. &9

6 Thid.,Vol.88,pp.93-9 Estat du prodult des forges de Saint
haurice (1 janvier 17¢7 ~ 1% oectobre 17 7) Signed, Martel de
Belleville. St. Maurice, Oct. 1%, 17U47.




1748

1k,
Most of the cast iron goods found a ready sale in the colony,
The stoves in particular were in great demand, some being
bespoken before they were cast. All were sold and brought in
21,000 livres. In this year, too, a large quantity of iron from
St. Maurice was used in the construction of the vessel, St.Laurent,

then building in the King's shipyards in Quebec. 1* It was

doubtless this increased output that accounted for the increased

profit.

By the end of 1748 however, the Forges had taken a loss which
reduced the standing profit to 36,222 livres. ©+ Rouillé, Linister
of Marine, attributed the decrease to the incompetence of those
who had had the direction of the Forges during the preceding few
years. 3. There is, however, a more probable explanation. When
peace was declared in 1748 and uninterrupted communication between
France and the colony was resumed, there was an immediate and large
influx of goods into Canada. From the fall of 1747, iron from
St. Maurice had been selling at an increased price of 30 livres
the hundredweight . and it is possible that the local product
now met a competition that it was unable to withstand.

Furthermore, the casting of artillery and munitions, begun in
1747, was continued, unwisely as it happened, during the

following year. The project had been urged by the colonial

1. Corres.G4n.,0"A,V0l.38,pp.85-87. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 15, 1747.

2. Ordres et D°peches B,Vol.91, p. 222 Ministre & Bigot.
Versailles, June 14 1750

E. Ibid.

. Corres.Gén., C"A,Vol. SS,p (2. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct. 4, 1747, Prom 17ML, St.Maurice iron had sold at 25 livres
the hundredwelght. (Corres.Gén., C"A Vol.81(2)p.339. Hocquart
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. &, 17uhk
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authorities since 174U, L. Doubtless elated when the making
of cannon was finally undertaken, governor and intendant must
have been somewhat dashed when they heard the judgment passed
by experts in France on the cannon cast at St.Maurice, for the
guns were found to be hopelesgsly defective as a result of bad

2. As the Chevalier de Beauvharnois later pointed

workmanship.
out, the workmen who had made them were "mouleurs de bombes et de
marmites" and lacked the technical skill necessary for larger and
more accurate work. J°. However, the bombs, too, were declared
defective by the French artillery offlicers who insgpected them.u'

La QCalissonni¥re and Bigot evidently refused to be discouraged
by the report from France for they proposed not only to continue
the new manufacture but also to expand it. The Governor, at
least, comforted himself with the thought that the cannon made
in 1747 had been, after all, only a first attempt. 5+  He,
together with the Intendant, pointed out to the Oomte de Maurepas
the desirability of having a skilled workman in Canada who might
succeed in establishing a furnace that could produce material for
thé casting of large pleces of ordnance. Moreover, they suggested
that the S.Mercier, Canadian artillery officer, who was going to

France for further instruction in his profession, might also be

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.81(1),p.60. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec,0ct.17, 174+;  Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.Zl,
pp.291-292. Ministre & Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles,

May 12, 17&5; Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.85,pp.107-10%. Beauharnois et
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.30, 1746.

2. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.87,p.220. Ministre & La Galissonnidre
et Hoecquart. Versailles, April 25, 174&.

3, Gorres. Gén.,C"A,V0l.90-91,p.228. Le Cher de Beauharnois au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l, 17"8.

b, Moreau St. Méry Coll.,F4Vol.l3,pp.!t2-tn3. Ministre & La
Galissonni®re et Hoecquart. May 31, 1748

5. Oorres.Gén.,C"s,Vol.u0-91, p.150. La Gali s .
Juebec, Oct.l@, IWUS. r Bl ssonniere au linistre.
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given the opportunity of learning something of the manufacture
of large calibre cannon so that he might help in perfecting the pro-
cess in Ganada. 1+ And in fact, Mercier vigited the founderies
at Metz, Douay, Parchemin,and Rénconges. 2. Meanwhile, the
Chevalier de Beauharnois, acting on the orders of La Galissonniélre,
spent six months of the year 1718 at St. Maurice and supervised
the casting of some of the cannon produced that year. The total
product for 1748 included 6 small cannon, 1l mortars, 2 petards,
and a quantity of bombs and bullets. The ordnance was dis-
tributed to Forts Niagara, Frontenac,and St. Frédéric and two
cannon were used to arm a barque. J°

One cannot help but feel, however, that all thisaetivity
represented a waste of time and money. It seems probable that
better and cheaper cannon could have been obtained in France
while the workmen at St. Maurice might have devoted thelr time to
some more profitable manufacture. Laudable though the attempt was
to add a new branch to the industry, the practical advantage did
not justify the effort. The casting of small cannon was to have
been a step towards the manufacture of larger ones. In 1748
the Minister of Marine promised to procure a Master Founder for

the Porges when peace came ' and added somewhat vaguely that he

l. GOorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.90-31,pp.27-28. La Galissonniére et Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 26 1744

2. Ordres et Dépeéches,B, Vol 89,p.109. Mlnlstre 4 Bigot.
Versailles, April &, 17 9% Corres.G%n.,C"A,Vol.96,pp.102-103,
Le Mercier au Mlnistre Rancognes, March 8, 1750. |

3. Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.90-.1,pp.228-2%2. Le Chevalier de
Beauharnois au-Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l, 174&,

L, ordres et Dépkches,B,Vol.87,p.220. Minlstre 3 La Galissonni&re
et Hocquart. Versailles, April 25, 1748,
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would see then what could be done about constructing another

furnace.l‘

The plan never reached fruition however, for in 179
Maurepas informed Bigot that for the time being the establlshment-
at 8t. Maurice of a foundry for casting large artillery was out

of the question.e'

The project continued to remain "out of the
question" for no large ordnance was ever cast in New France.
Meanwhile the fruitless attempt to establish the manufacture in
Ganada had served only to divert the workmen from more profitable
production and presumably, to cause in part the decline in the
returns from the Forges for the year 1748.

By the end of the following year, the situvation was very much
worse for the standing profit in Januvary 1749 (some 36,000 livres)s’
had been completely wiped out and the Forges had a defieit of
olt ollp livres. The most obvious explanation for the catastrophe
was the fact that, in 1719, extensive repairs had to be made to the
Forges. lMoreover, it was becoming inecreasingly difficult to meet
the competition from France. Bigot had lowered the price of
Ganadian iron from 30 livres the hundredweight to 25 livres, but the
iron from France was selling at a still lower figure, notwithstanding
the added costs of transportation and customs duty. The
situation appeared so serious to the Intendant that he declared that

the Forges could not be operated without loss unless the import of

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.87,p.21%3. Ministre & La Galissonnidre
Versailles, Mar ¢h 6, 17u48.

2. Ibid., Vol.89, p.1l08. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles,
April 18, 1749,

3, Supra, p.ll.
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French iron were entirely prohibited. L.
In that year too, the labour problem was becoming .acute.
Bigot realized that the most profitable output of the Forges was
cast iron utensils, such as stoves, kettles, ete. and a master
founder and other workmen for the foundry were badly needed.="
Skilled iron workers were evidently scarce in France; certainly
none of them could be induced to go out to Ganada.B‘ The Forges,
moreover,lacked not only trained workmen but also unskilled
labour for such tasks as cutting wood and hauling ore. Habitants
were drawn from the surrounding parishes for the work but they
complained that the cultivation of thelr land was being neglected
and resisted the summons so strenuously that they had sometimes
to be coerced,with conslderable violence, into coming. The
result was that many of them moved out of the distriet rather than
submit.u’ The outcome of all these difficulties is only too
clearly indicated by the financial standing of the Forges at the
close of the year 1749.
1750, Affairs however, took a turn for the better. By the end of
%;gé 1751 the standing balance had reached 24,604 livres D+ and the
following year, 1752, was the best the Forges ever had, for it
closed with a standing profit of 73,531 livres. 6. The reason

for the sudden increase is not at all obvious. The probable

1. orres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.96,pp.58-60. Bigot au Ministre.Quebec,
Oct. 27, 1750, -

2. Ibid., p.h2

%3, Ordres et Dépéches,B, Vol 89,pp.68-69. Ministre @ Bigot.
Versailles, April 11, 17 9.

4L, Franquet, Mémoires et Voya es, D. 113%.

5. Ordres et Dépfches,B,Vol.9({,p.20t. Ministre A& Bigot. Versailles,
June 30, 175H3%. o .

6. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.99,pp.141-142. Ministre & Bigot.

Versailles, June 6, 175L
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explanation is that, by this time, the rush of French goods
into fhe colony at the close of the war, was over and the lmport
had resumed more normal proportions. Moreover, the Forges were
apparently free from ‘delays during this period and, the scheme for
casting cannon abandoned, the time was probably devoted, for the
most part, to the easily sold produections of the foundry. The
manufacture of wrought iron was not neglected and in 1752 some
was shipped even to Santo Domingo. 1. Finally, the colonial
authorities had, in 1750, solved the problem of supplying unskilled
labour, by employing soldiers. For this purpose another company

| Troupe de la Marine ‘ o
of the / was added to the garrison at Three Rivers.“®

Two or
three journeyman smiths were found among the troops but these,
though useful additions to the staff, knew nothing of foundry
WOIk-B' In 1753 the iiinister of Marine was still looking in vain
for the workmen whom Bigot had requested four years earlier.u' It
is to be supposed that had these men been procured the Forges
would have shown a still largerprofit by the end of 17h2.

1752-  After 1752, the industry declined until by January 1, 1758 the

1758 total profit shown for the King's administration since l?ul wa.s the

ingignificant sum of 3,150‘livres.5‘ In 1753, the Forges

1. Oordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.95,p.148. Ministre & Bigot. Compidgne,
July 7, 1752. .

2. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.53,p.89. La Jonquitre au Ministre. Quebec,
Sept. 30, 1749; Corres. G3n.,C"A Vol.93,pp.302-30L. Bigot au
Ministre. Quebee, Oect. 7, 1749; Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.91,p.71
Ministre & La Jonquilre et Bigot. Versailles, April 10, 1750.

3. Gorres. @én.,C"A,Vol.96,p.61. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,

Oct. 27, 1750.

4, oOrdees et Dépéches,B,Vol.97,p.205. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles,
June 30, 1753%. .

5e Ibid., Vol.109, p.135. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles, Feb.9,
1759.
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suffered interruption as a result of the levies made for the
expedition to theTOhio River. The Minister of Marine thought
that this was only an "accident passager" Lo put it was un-
doubtedly the beginning of the decline of the Forges. During
the stress of the war years that followed, the colony had neither
men nor provisions to spare for the establishment at St.Maurice.
Had the Porges been capable of supplying munitions the industry
might have received a fillip from the war. But in 1757, Le
Mercier declared that there was not a workman in C@anada who could
make either bombs qr~bullets and that, in any case, the Forges
were not capable o% producing sufficient material. ©- The Forges
were still functioning in the aumumn of 1759 5- but at least by
the summer of 1760 they had evidently come to a complete standstill.h

Thus the King never recouped the advances he had made for the
establishment of the Forges some twenty years earlier. Even if
the Forges had concentrated on the production of small castings
and even if no war had intervened it is doubtful whether the
original investment would ever have been recovered. In my
opinion, the industry must inevitably have decelerated to a stop.

The iron industry never really throve in @anada. During our

period the whole enterprise lacked any semblance of spontaneity.

The government had taken it over because it could not do otherwise

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.99,pp.1t1-142. Ministre & Bigot.
Versailles, June 6, 175L4.

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.102,pp.325-326. Mémoire sur l'artillerie du
Canada (Le Mercier) Quebec, Oct. 30, 1757.

3, Lettres de 1'Int.Bigot, (pub.by COasgrain,Quebec 1895) p.&3.
Bigot & Lévis. Montreal, Qet. 20, 179 .

b, Gan. Arch.Report, 1905, Vol.l("),p.3%. Dumas & Vaudreuil,
ThTee Rivers, June 11, 1760.
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and it is evident that the Forges were regarded throughout as
something of a white elephant. Even in 1752 and 1753 when the
business was at its most profitable, the liinister of Marine was:
st1ll anxious that the whole concern should be handed over to
private enterprise if a company could be found to undertake it. L.

The Forges did not supply a real need in the colony or in
France, for long established and privately owned concerns in the
mother country could always supply a better and a cheaper prgduct
than the @anadian one. Nor did the Forges fulfill a demand for
employment in Canada; as we have seen, Canadians preferred to move
out of ﬁhe distriect rather than to accept paid work at St. Maurioe.2‘
The industry, at least after 1711, was in a sense extraneous to
Canada.. It was operated at the expense of the King for the
profit of the King and was carried on by artisans imported from
France and by soldiers recruited in France.

The labour difficulty was an insuperable obstacle to the
ultimate success of the enterprise. Skilled French workmen had
to be cajoled into going out to the colony and toock advantage of
their position to extract high wages from their employers. At
the expiration of their contracts they promptly returned home or
agreed to stay only on terms extremely favourable to themselves.
Moreover, the ability of these so-called "skilled"artisans was

questionable for the criticism of Canadian iron was usually, that

l. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.97,p.205. Linistre & Bigot.
Versailles, June 30, 1753; Vol.;Y,op.1lM1-1M2. iinistre & Bigos.
Versailles, June 6, 1754.

2. Supra, p.l1l8.
3. FPFranquet, Mémoires et Voyvages, p.lll.
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good iron had been ruined in the making.l: The best labour was
therefore, scarce, costly, and not very competent.

The difficulty in obtaining unskilled labour has already been
noted.g‘ When,in order to obviate this obstacle and to decrease

men from the Troupe de la
wages if possible,/ Marine were employed, the soldiers, realizing
how much they were needed at the Forges, demanded excessively high
wages. When their demand was refused they dawdled through their
work to the detriment of production.z‘ One does not find a town
of workingmen's houses rising at St.Maurice, their owners dependent
on the Forges for a living, and the settlement growing as the
industry expanded. On the contrary, all labour, French or
CGanadian, skilled or unskilled, was only too anxious to be anywhere
but at St. Maurice. )

It seems to me highly probable that the government in France,
especially in view of the parlous conditions of the Treasury, would,
in the course of a few years, have reached the conclusion that the
lifeless industry was not worth the trouble and the expense that it
cost and would have abandoned the enterprise. The one argument
that might have been raised in defense of the Forges was that the
production of iron in the colony might contribute to the progress
of the King's shipbuilding. But that excuse for existence would
not long have remalned valid for, as we shall see, the odds were
that by 1760, war or no war, the shipbuilding venture would have

collapsed. b,

1. Supra, p.l2

2. Supra, p.l8

E. Franquet, Mémoires et Vovages, p.ll3.
.  Infra, p.47
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It seems probable that the real driving forece behind the
enterprise had been Hoecquart. He had encouraged the individual
who first undertook it and had done all he could to maintain it,
even to helping with his own private funds.i- When the government
took it over, Hocquart was keenly interested in the venture and
anxious for its success. It was undoubtedly his insistence that
had caused a foundry to be added to the establishment. After his
departure, the Forges were left with a much less eager champion.
Bigot, with a shrewder brain, lacked Hoequart's illogical
enthusiasims. It is true that the new Intendant was ready to push
the undertaking of casting cannon but it is ineconceivable that,
at the time when the Forges had suffered their most severe reverses,
Hocquart would have pointed out, as Bigot quite reasonably did, that
the costs of the enterprise were bound to increase as the supply
of wood in the immediate vieinity steadily diminished.2:

Laudable though the attempt was to exploit Canada's resources,
it was, on practical grounds, wasted effort. The colony was not
ready for such a development; its main interests were unalterably
farming and the fur trade. Not even the weight of the government
could counterbalance the deadweight of CGanadian indifference.

Paternalism did not thwart the development of the iron industry
in QGanada. The private enterprise undertaken by Canadians was 3
complete failure. Such success as the exploitation of Canadian

iron had 1s to be attributed solely to the government.

1. Corres. G3n.,C"A,Vol.112(1)p.22. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 20, 1741. In the spring of that year (17“1) the
Intendant advanced the company 3,000 livres from his own pocket.
2. Corres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.96,p.59. Bigot au Ministre. QJuebec,
Oct.27, 1750.



CHAPTER II.
SHIPBUILDING AND SUBSIDIARY INDUSTRIES.

I (a) Private Shipbuilding.

In the early years of our period the building of ships by
private individuals came to a stop. The industry had never
been extremely vigorous. Any contretemps, such as a shortage of

L. There

food or an epidemic,usually caused a complete interruption.
was never, apparently, a company organized in Quebec to build ships
to order. Probably the prospective owner employed a few
carpenters and directed the work himself, or elsé‘turned over the
enterprise to a master carpenter who hired an assistant or two.
Occasionally,, French merchants had ships built at Quebec.2°
Possibly some @anadian merchant undertook the construetion or
perhaps it was directed by the Intendant, unless, of course, the
French house had an agent in the colony.

The principal reason for the fallure of the enterprise during
the decadeswith which we are concerned, is that it was a period of
"contretemps". There are, however, two other factors in the situa-
tion to be considered, namely, the suppression of the royal
gratulties, and the establishment of the royal shipbuilding.

From 1731 the King had given bounties for all ships over forty

tons built at Quebec.z‘ In 1739 the colonial authorities were

1. e.g. The small pox epidemic and the famine of 1733 and the
dearth in 1737 each time caused a complete cessation of ship-
building (J.N.Fauteux, L'Industrie au Ganada, t.I,pp.2U6-249)

2. e.g. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit t.pr.EHS. '

%3, J.N.Fauteux, op.cit. t©.I,pp.2t3-2U6,
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evidently satisfied with the progress that the industry was
making for in that year they advised the King that the gratuities
no longer seemed necessary. The King, with not the slightest demur,

promptly suppressed them. 1.

Quebec merchants did not forbear to
complain of the adverse effect of the suppression on the industry 2
but it is not evident that the lack of gratuities really dis-
couraged construction. In 1740, that is, the year in whieh the
King withdrew his support, 6 ships ranging from 68 to 300 tons
were built.’* In 1741 there were 9 of tonnage from 30 to 177,u‘
and the following year, 1742, 12 vessels were constructed.5‘

Shipbuilding for the King, which began in 1739, did constitute a
drain on the local labour supply. The Quebec merchants added
that to their complaints in l7ﬂl,6' and Beauharnois and Hoecquart
themselves admitted that the King!s work was, to a certain extent,
hindering private undertakings.7' The hindrance was not so
serious, however, as to prevent ships being built in increasing
numbers up to 1742.

Meanwhile the colony had been suffering a period of dearth.

By 1743 the scarcity of provisions was such that private con-

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.70(1),p.231. M3moire du Roy &
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Marly, May 13, 1740.

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A Vol.75,p.22. Mémoire de S.Desaumers, (syndic des
négoceants de Québec) & Beauharnois et Hocquart. 17U41.

3. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.72.p.235. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois
et Hoequart. Marly, May 12, 17U41.

L, Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,p.%61. Liste des Batiments de Mer
construits en Ganada, pendant l'annde 17"1. Signed, Hocquart.
Quebee, Oct. &, 1701,

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76(1),p.379. Mémoire du Roy &

Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 17U43.

Loc. vit.
Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,p.357. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre

Oct. 2, 1741,

-\'O\
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struction was completely interrupted.l' The following year war
came, with the result that a number of individuals who had

intended to build abandoned the idea.2°

With trade seriously
hindered there was little advantage in building vessels. By 1748
there were, according to Bigot, only three schooners in the colony,
and small coasting boats were entirely lacking.B'

In the period of peace that followed, matters did not improve.
Carpenters for private shipbuilding could not be procured in the
colony. All the avallable labour was employed in the royal
shipyards, or in bullding boats for the service in preparation for
the war that was imminent. Between 1750 and 1752 the Controller,
Bréard, did build four ships at Quebec. . These were probably built
however, by labour obtained from the King's shipyards by the
Intendant's influence. °° There is no record of any other ships
having been built during thisperiod. The minlster, writing in
1755, suggested that the governor and Intendant should encourage
private shipbuilding in the colony. He added that before the last
war (i.e. before 1744) French merchants had had ships built at

Quebec 6. The implication is that no vessels had since been built

1. Ordres et DéPtches, B,Vol.78(1l),p.15L. Mem01re du Roy 3
Beauharnois et ,Hocquart. Versailles, MNarch ol 17&&

2. Ibid., Vol. 83,p 158. Mémoire du Roy & La Jonquiere et Hoecquart.
Versailles, April 1, 1746

3. Ogrres .Gén.,C"A, Vol 92,p.%2. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 0Oct.10,
174

b, Mémoire pour Guillaume Est2be (Paris,1763) pp. 132~ RIRINS
Affaire du Qanada, Vol. III,p.1%0. Mémoire pour Bréard.

5. Infra p. 44 -

6. Ordres et Dépéchles,B,Vo0l.101, p.110. Ministre & Vaudreuil et
Bigot. Compiggge, July 15, 1755.
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in the colony for merchants of France. There is one rather
special case. @ne of the boats built by Bréard was said to be
for the 8S.Gradis of Bordeaux.l- The boat was, however, probably
built for, and certainly used by, the company of Bigot, Bréard, and
the Gradis.g’

The second war combined all the factors that had militated
against the industry on earlier occasions within our period. The
famine was worse than it had been in 1713, the colony's commerce
was more completely interrupted than it had been between 17! and 178
and the supply of labour was shorter than it had ever been before;
all the carpenters were engaged in building boats for the service
which were needed in much larger numbers than they had been during the
earlier war.

The conclusion is that private construction was destroyed by the
yvears of famine and of war that the colony underwent during our period
and, to a minor extent, by the effeet of the King's shipbuilding on
the labour supply. It is probable that had these decades been
years of peace and plenty, the King's enterprise would not, in
itself, have prohibited all cther construction. It seems reasonable
to suggest that some compromise would have been adopted. Certainly
such was the case when ships first began to be bullt for the King.

The storeship "Le Qanada", begun in 1739, could have been finished
in 1741, but its completion was delayed for a year in order not to

interrupt too much the private constructions’®  Had the industry

1. Affaire du Ganada, Vol.-III, p.137. Mémoire pour Bréard. “ot.
2. Gorres.G4n.,u"a,Vol.98,p.175.Bizct au ilinistre.duczbec/26,1752.
2 vorres.@én., u"A,Vol.Yﬁ,p.l65. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Oot.ll,l?%)
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continued to show any sign of life, it is altogether probable
that the King would have continued to co-operate in this manner.
After the famine of 1743, however, private shipbuilding never did

give any indication of reviving.
(b) Royal shipbuilding.

The last two decades of the French régime witnessed the rise
and fall of shipbuilding for the King in Qanada. Between the
years 1739 and 1756 nine vessels were launched and a tenth was left
in the course of construction. These were;-

1. Le Canada, a 500 ton storeship, completed in 17"2. 1.

2. Le Garibou, a 700 ton storeship, completed in 17UL, &

3. Le Gastor, a 26-gun frigate, completed in 1745. 2°

L, Le Garcasson, a l2-gun sloop, completed in 1745. L. -

5. La Martre, a 22-gun frigate, completed in 1747. 5.

6. Le Saint Laurent, a 60-gun vessel, completed in 1748, 6.

7. L'Orignal, a 72-gun vessel - completed in 1750. '°

. L'Algonquin, a 72-gun vessel, completed in 1753. g

9. L'Abénakise, a 36-gun frigate - completed in 1756. 7

1. oorres. G°n ,O“A Vol.78,p76. Le Vasseur au Ministre,., Quebec,
Aug. 25, 17k

2. Ibid.,Vol.81(2),pp.291-292. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, May 13,
1 ’-!-E

E. 7Ibld ,Vol. 83,p 263 Hocquart au liinistre, Quebec, Hay 19, 1745.

. Ibid.,Vol.83,pp.26k-265. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec May 19,17k

5 Iold.,Vol 85,pp ll 12. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Hinistre.
Quebec, Sept.lg, 17M6.

6. Ibid.,Vol.90- 91,p 3 La Galissonni®re et Hoequart au Ministre.

Quebec, Aug. 17, 1748

7. Ibid.,Vol.95,pp. 13—14. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 0ect.2, 1750.

g. J.N.Fauteux,L'Industrie au @anada, t.I, p.273.

9. Corres.Gén., C"A,Vol.101,p.387. Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov. 1, 1756.
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10. Le Québee, a 30-gun frigate, .-, begun in 1756.
There 1s no record of its having been completed before the cession.

The royal venture was never really successful. A variety of
factors affected its progress. Canada could supply very few
ordinary workmen and still fewer skilled carpenters. In 1739 there
were some fifty carpenters in Quebec among whom only twenty were
considered really competent.g' None of these was capable of
directing a large undertaking. Therefore, when the King, at the
instance of Hoecquart, @eoided to have a 500-ton storeship built at
Quebeec, he sent out the 8. Le Vasseur to organize and inaugurate
the construction.

The "Oonstruecteur" arrived in the spring of 1739 and work was
begun by the end of September. It is noteworthy that a request was
promptly sent to France for twelve young and competent carpenters.B'
Before these twelve arrived every available carpenter had been
pressed into service in the King's shipyards.h' And it was soon
discovered that labour drawn from the local supply was expemsive.S’
Thus, at the very beginning, the keynote of the labour problem was
strueck, that is, the linked difficulty of scarcity and high cost.

Even aftgr the French workmen had arrived 6. there were not

enough carpenters to meet the demand. Within a few months Hocquart

l. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.101,p.387. Vaudreuil au Ministre. Quebec,
Nov.l, 1756; The frigate was still on the stocks in 1758. (Ordres
et Depcches B,Vol.109,p. 1%32. Ministre & Vaudreuil et Bigot.
Versailles Feb 9,1759) It is possible that the shlpyard and the
ship with it were destroyed during the siege.

2. J.N.Pauteux, op.cit., t I,p.251.

F. JdeNe Fauteux, op.cit., l,pp.250—251
L Corres Gén.,C"A,Vol. 73,p t0. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec,July 73,
17%0.

5. J.N.Fauteux,op.cit.,t.I,p.251.
5. One of the twelve who reached Ganada in the summer of 1710, died

of fever. (lorres.Gén.,u"4,Vol.73,p.63. Hocquart au M
Yuebec, Sept. 30, 17u05 2! aq inistre.
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1.

was asking for twelve or fifteen more, but the Minister was

unable to meet his request.g' We have already seen that the
completion of"Le Qanada'" had to be delayed for a year.B‘ In 1741
Le Vasseur complained that he had to carry on the work without a
foreman and with a somewhat motley collection of (¢anadian workmen
of various callings who were being employed as carpenters.u'
Ganadian labour had been found to be expensive. French labour
proved still more so. In 1711 the Minister declared that while
he had expected wages to be a large item, he had not anticipated
so staggering a sum.” Hoequart had suggested that workmen might
be brought from France and pald at the rate usual in Qanada, vig.
Lo sous per day in winter and 50 sous in summer.6' The Minister
however, realized that 1t would be futile to attempt to persuade
French artisans to come to Canada without the inducement of much
increased wages.7'
Attemptswere made frowm the beginning to overcome the obstacle
of the scarcity and high cost of labour by training Canadian

g,

workmen in the King's shipyards. The Minister approved the

plan of employing apprentices 7+ and he suggested also that the

Gorres.Gén.,C"4,Vol.73,p.113-11%. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebeec, Oct.31l, 1740. , .

Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.72,pp.203-20%.1Yinistre & Hoequart.
Mar 1y, May 6, 17U1.

Supra p.27

Corres.Gén.,C",Vol.76,p.149. Le Vasseur au Ministre, Quebec,
Oct. 10, 1741, .

Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.72,p.206. Ministre & Hoequart. liarly,
May 6, 1741. .

Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.73%,p.11". Hocquart au Hinistre,Quebec,
Oct.31, 1740. o .

Oordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.72,pp.203-204. Ministre & Hoocquart.
Marly, May 6, 17M'1. o

Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.7%,p.68.» Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Sept .30, 17L0

Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.7"(2),p.2%1. Uinistre & Hocquart.
Fontainebleau, 4pril 17, 1742,
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French workmen should be encouraged to settle in the colony.l

No very great success was achieved by these efforts, however.
By 1744 3 good many of the French carpenters had returned homeg'
and others were anxious to do so.z' Some Canadian workmen had been
trainaféx considerable cost,5 but the number was insufficient.
In 17 Hoequart informed the Minister that more rapid construection
would be impossible unless master carpenters and journeymen were
sent from France.6'

In 1748 "L'Orignal" was begun and the Minister evidently
wanted it completed within a year. But Bigot pointed out that the
ship could not possibly be launched until 1750 unless a hundred and
fifty carpenters were sent from France /- The Intendant suggested
that the men should bring thelr families and that some young men
should be sent out who would marry and settle in the colony.g-
It is possible that the remark was occasioned by the fact that
workmen had been drifting back to France. Coming to Canada did
not, evidently, appeal to the French artisan. In spite of the

Minister's efforts to engage carpenters 9. only twenty-three were

l. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.7t (2),p.227. Ministre 3 Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Fontajnebleau, April 17, 17U42.
2. orres.Gen.,C"A,V0ol.81(2),p.399. Hocquart au linistre. Quebtec,
Oct.8, 17k, )
,E. Ibid., Vol.82,p.13. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.29,17W".
. Ibid., Vol.75,p.357. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Oct. 2, lgul; 1bid.,Vol.79,p.372. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.?, 1743
Ib%d.,Vol.?@;u}M. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebeec, Oct.28, 1741.
Ibid.,vol.81,2),p.390. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,Oct .7, 17U,
Corres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.52,pp.31-32. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct. 10, 174%.
. Ibid., pp.Mo-%1. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.16, 17!&.
Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.89,pp.65-66. Ministre A La Jonquidre et
Bigot. Versailles, April 11, 1749,
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sent out in 1749. Bigot again declared that he must have a

hundred or a hundred and fifty workmen.l'

The Minister promised
him sixty 2. but only twenty-eight arrived and their contracts were

- for only a year. The result was still another request for carpenters
and the warning that "L'Algonquin" could not be finished until 1752
unless they were sent.> About this time the question of

abandoning the XKing's enterprise arose so that there was no

further thought of sending out additional labour.

The apprenticeship system inaugurated by Hoequart had not been
really successful. In 1718, Bigot wrote "Toute espece d'ouvrier
manque iei. le Canadien est naturellement de tout'metier, mais il
ne l'emploit que pour son usage.' " The following year he declared
that the number of young Canadians employed as apprentices was
small and that they could not be counted on as a labour supply for
the future. Some tired of the vocation and abandoned it, and
others, who came into money, promptly went into business. D

The one notable exception was the Sieur Oress?. Cressé,, a young
man of about seventeen, the son of one of the directors of the

Forges, had been taken on as an apprentice by Le Vasseur in 17''5.

He was given the magnificent title of "El®ve Sous-Contructeur"

l. Gorres. Gén.,C"A,V0l.93,p0.29'"-295. Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.6, 174G,

2. Ordres et Dépgches,B,Vol.;l, p.103. Minigtre & Bigot. Versailles,
April 15, 1750.

3. Oorres. G6n.,U"4,Vol.96, p.17. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
oct. 9, 1750.

.  Gorres. Gén.,U"A,Vol.92, p.'l. Bigot au Ninistre. Quebec,
Oct. 16, 1748,

5. Ibid., Vol.93, pp.29%-295. Bigot au linistre. Quebec,0ct.5,17'y.
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and the anything but munificent salary of thirty livres a mont Tl'
He was evidently an apt pupil. By 1747 he was ready to direct
work in the yards under the general supervision of Le Vasseur.2
He had full charge of the construction of the frigate "L'Abénakise
built between the years 1753 and 1756,3' and in the winter of
1755-1756 he directed the building of two "corsaires" at Fort
Frontenac. °

The scarcity of labour was a persistent drag on the industry.
The high cost of labour was a persistent irritation to the Minister.
The drain on the limited funds of the French Treasury was not
perhaps extremely heavy, at least when compared withcﬂgﬁritems of
government expenditure, but the cost of labour was a égod deal
higher than the Minister had expected it to De. As we have
already seen, the Minister complained of its cost for the
construction of "Le Canada.”" "Le Castor',launched in 17“5,cost
292,737 livres of which 138,116 livres were for wages. The
Minister declared that this was excessive and that wages should
be reduced.é‘ But reduction was impossible as long as prices
remained high./*  In 1752 Bigot estimated that labour in

Oanada was twice as dear as that in France.g‘

1. Gorres.Gén., C"A, Vol 85,pp.69-70. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 9, 17 9; Ordres et Depeches,B Vol.85,p.91. Ministre
. & Hocquart. Versailles, March 13, 1747.

2 Eorres .Gén.,C"4,V01.89,p.15%. Le Vasseur au Ministre,Det.10,
1747

3. Ibid.,Vol 99,p.465. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Versailles,
Feb.25, 1754.

L. Oorres. Gen.,C'A Vol.101,p.127. Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Montreal, Oct. 18, 1756.

5. Supra. p.30.

2 Ordres et Dépéches,B, Vol 83,pp.66-67. Ministre au Hocquart.
Versailles, March 2, 17 .

7. Corres.Gén.,C"A, Vol. 85,p 65. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec,

g

Qct.9, 17U46. .o
. Ibid.,V0l.98,p.165. Bigot au Ministre. jJuebec, Oct. 21, 1752.
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The actual workmanship, however, seems on the whole to have
been good. Le Vasseur was a thoroughly competent man. He was
well enough versed in his trade to draw up the plans for the

ships the Xing ordered. The plans were then submitted to France

1.

where they might be amended. I have found only one instance

where Le Vasseur's plans was completely rejected and had to be
done over. This was the plan for "Le St. Laurent", a bigger ship
than had ever been attempted before.g' Any carving that was done
wa.s designed by Le Vasseur.-" The "Constructeur! during his
sojourn in Qanada developed a new design for floor timbers and

for knees which was approved in France.u'

The work done by the carpenters was evidently of a satisfactory
standard. There is only one recorded case where any fault was
found in France with the construction of a vessel, viz. "Le
St. Laurent“,5' of which the design had already given Le Vasseur

6. g

trouble. The workmanship of "Le Ganada",7' "Le Caribou',

G
"Le Castor"’  and"La Martre"lo' wa.s commended. "L'Orignal" never

1. e.g. Ordres et Dépéches,B;Vol.70(1),p.231. Mémoire du Roy &
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Marly, May 13, 1740; Vol.85,p.78&.
Ministre & Hoequart. Marly, Jan.23, 17ﬁg ete.

2. Ibid.,Vol.78(1),p. 155. M3moire du Roy & Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Versailles, March 24, 1744, 4

%7. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.85,pp.103-10"., Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, March 20, 1747.

., cﬁrres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.89,p.l57. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 0ct.l0,
1 .

5. grgres et Dépéches,B,Vol.89,p.9%. Ministre & Bigot.
Versailles, April 18, 1749.

6. Supra, . .

7. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76 (1),p.135. Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, April 11, 1743.

g. Ibid., Vol.&l,p.251l. Ministre & Hocquart. Versailles, May 5,
1705, .

9. Ibid., Vol.%3,-p.63%. Ministre & Hocquart. Versailles, March 2,
1756,

10. Ibid., Vol.&7,p.146. iinistre & Le Vasseur. Versailles,

Feb. 23, 1748,



reached France. I have found no record of criticism of
"L'Algonquin® or of "L'Abénakise'.

Difficﬁlties with the men do not seem to have hindered the work
seriously. Some of them did have an unfortunate habit of leaving
the shipyard during working hours to smoke and drink in the nearby
taverns. An ordinance was issued in 1741 to stop this practice,t"
but how effective it was is not clear. In any case there do not
seem to have been any further complaints.

Further difficulties were caused by jealousy between French
and Qanadian workmen. On one coccasion the QOanadians were given
a holiday on account of bad weather while the French carpenters
were required to stay and work under shelter of the hangards. The
French refused to obey orders but Hocquart effectively suppressed
the "mutiny",as he called it, by putting the %rebels" in irons.2-
The workmen apparently continued thence forward in a state of
admirable docility.

It is not evident that such difficulties were ever really
serious. Hocquart always did his best to keep the peace among the
employees, and to prevent, or promptly to correct, any disorders.
Neither he nor anyone else, however, could remedy the scarcity
and the dearness of labour.

But the labour problem was not the only source of worry to the

authorities in France. From the beginning they complained

bitterly of the cost and quality of Ganadian lumber. For example,

1. Ord. des Int., M29,Vol.XVI,pp.158-159. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Sept. 2, 17U41.

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,p.356. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Oct.2, 1741.
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in 17"1, they professed she greatest surprise at Hocquari's
estimate for the storeship then building. Not only were the
labour costs considered excessive but alsoc the price of wood.l'
The King had hoped that the cost of labour in CGanada, known to be
high in comparison with that in France, would be offset by a
decrease in tie cost of lumbcr..2

Hocquart had attributed the unexpecvedly high cost to waste.
The carpenters had not realized the necessity of felling the trees
before the heavy Irosts. The cutting was therefore/ggge until
January and February and tce trees, icy and trittle, fractured
when felled. Thus a great many of what should have been the
best pieces were lost.B’

There was waste in another directicn, also. A good deal of
wood was cut and trcught all the way to Quebtec only to be found
worthless. The Minister, agcair urging economy in 17k,
declared that this must be the prinecipal reason for the excessive
costs.h' Actual lumber prices in QGanada were consideradvly less
than those in France yet it had cost the King a great deal <o
provide the material for his yards.E’

The following year the Minister resolved to have all the
lumber supplied by contractors so that the loss occasioned by

e

the rejects would not fall upon the King.°* The plan was not

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.?E,ﬁp.205—206. *inistre 4 Beauhranois
et Hocquart. Marly, May 5, 17M1.

2. Ordres et D4péches,B,Vol.72,pp.235-235. U4moire du Roy A
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Marly, May 12, 17"1.

3, Gorres.G3n.,C"A,Vol.73%,p.55. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Sept .30, 1710.

L, ordres et Dipéches,B,Vol.7%(2),p.226. Linistre & Beauharncis
et Hoequart. Fonvainektleau, April 17, 17%2. .

5. Ibid.,pp.231-232. Linistre a Hoecquart.

6. Ibid.,B,Vol.76(1),».123. iristre & Beauharnois et Hocgquarst.
Versailles, April 11, 17"3.
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very successful however, for mountirg prices had to be pald to
the entrepreneur on account of the increased cost of food in the
colony.l' By 1746, Hocquart was again having most of the lumber
supplied Ypar mwonomie",e‘ probably because hg found it impossible
to get contractors to go into the Lake Qhamplain district during
the war. ©Evidently the trouble with rejects continued,for in
Oetober 1751 Bigot wrote that a third of the wood cut the
previous winter was found to be rotten and had to be replaoed.B'

But the cost was by no means the most alarming fact to be
faced. For meanwhile "Le @Ganada'", who had made her maiden
voyage to Rochefort in 1742, whence she had been despatched to
Cayenne and Martinique, had again reached port in France.

There an inspection of her timbers found the oak spongy although
the rest of the wood seemed to be in good condition?‘ In 1745,
the mizzen mast of "Le Qaribou", completed the previous year, was
found to have deteriorated to such an extent that it had to be
replaced.5‘ Four years later some of the beams and the ribs
were dilscovered to be so badly rotted that it was proposed to
break the ship up although she had had only five years of service.

In the same year, 1719, there were complaints of the condition

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A, Vol 79,0p.360-361. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 2 17L3
Gorres. GPn.,O"A Vol 81(2),pp.3%83-38", Hocquart au iinistre.
Quebec, Oct. 7, 174l ]
2. Corres. Gen.,G'A Vol. 85,p.63. Hoecquart au linistre. Quehec,
Oct.9, 1746.
3. 17Ibid.,Vol .98,pp.169-170. Bigot au linistre. Quebec,0ct .21,
52
L, Ordres et Dépéches,B: Vol 76(1),ppl35-136. Ministre & Hoequart.
Versailles, April 11, 17l3, Vol. 78(1),pp 82-83. Ministre &
. Hoecquart. Versallles, Mar ch 17, 174!
5. Ibid.,Vol.81,p.251. Ministre & Hoaquart. Versailles, May 5,
1705,
6. lY%&E@.,VOl.89,p.95. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles, April 18,
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of the timbers of "Le Saint Laurent".l' Bigot when he heard
the report on the Caribou, promptly added fuel to the fire of
the ministerial indignation. All those in charge maintained
that nothing but the finest wood had gone into "Le CGaribou' but
Bigot declared that, speaking for himself, he had béen amazed
when he first came to Canada, at the quality of the wood that was
accepted. He was assured, however, that they must either take
that lumber or have none. The Intendant added that, of the
lumber then on hand for "L'Orignal" and "L'Algonquin", seventy-
five per cent would have been rejected at the "ports du Roy" in
France. For however falr to behold much of it was cracked by

frost or decayed at the oentre.z'

All of which was probably true
but not calculated to turn away the iinister's wrath.

When Hocquart arrived at BrestB' he had a second inspection made
of "Le Qaribou". La Jonquidre and Bigot were informed of the
result by the Minister. While the side planking was sound, not
a rib of any large size but had begun to rot. Decay had begun in
most~the tree nails, too. It was found that the pieces of wood
that decayed were’fhose which had been taken from the centre of
a tree. The expé;ts concluded that in the big trees the heart
was not as dense or as strong as the outside, whereas in young
trees which were still growing the centre should be strong and

compact. If this were the case some use should be found for the

kind of young and small timber that Canada could supply. The

1. Ordres et Dépeches,B,V0l.89,p.66. Ministre & La Jonquidre et
Bigot. Versailles, April 11, 1749.

2. Gorres. G%n.,C"A,V0l.9%,pp.292-29", Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.6, 17U49.

2 Hoequart became Intendant at Brest after he left OQanada.
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King decided,therefore, that after the completion of "L'Algbnquin"
two small frigates should be built. On the test ¢f the duration
of their wood the decision of continuing or discontinuing the
King!s shipbuilding in Ganada would depend. The ribs for these
ships were to be made from young trees. As for tﬁe logs to be
cut into side planking, a section in the middle, three inches
tpick, was to be discarded so that the planks would be made only
of the sound outer part of the tree. If these precautions were
exactly observed the Minister felt that there was hope for the

continuat ion of the industry in Canada.l'

In short no more big
ships were to be built in Canada and the construection of small
ones remained an open question.
In 1755 the Minister stated quite conclusively that the
construction in Qanada of ships of high tonnage had to be
abandoned after the ill-success of "Le Qaribou® and "Le Saint—Lauren;
of which the wood was found to be of poor quality. He had also
heard the disquieting rumour that the experts at Brest had not
a very high opinion of "L'Algonauin" launched two years before.
If the two frigates tren bullding proved no more satisfactory
the King intended to abandon shipbuilding in Ganada altogether.°:
A "Conseil de Construction" including La Jonquidre, Bigot, and
Le Vasseur, had decided in 1750 when the frigates were ordered,
that the wood ought to be left, under shelter, to season for two

"
or three years.E' A shanty was finished in 1752 ° but

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.91,pp.108-111. Ministre & La
Jonquidre et Bigot. Versailles, April 15, 1750.

2. Ibid., Vol.101,pp.108-109. Ministre & Vaudreuil et Bigot.
Compieégne, July 15, 1755.

3. Corres.G%n.,C"A,V0l.96,pp.15-16. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Cet.9, 1750.

I, Ibid.,Vol.98,~p-167- Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.21, 1752



according to Vaudreuil was used for other purposes so that
the lumber for the frigates remained exposed to the weather,
which did not contribute to its soundness. The Governor feared
that, as a result, the frigateswould be no better than the other
vessels had been.l' But the King was never called upon to make
a final decision for the question was decided for him by the
outcome of the war.

It is difficult to ascertain just what was at the root of the
trouble. We have already looked at the theory held by the

judges in France.e'

An anonymous writer advances another
explanation that seems plausible enough. The logs after they
had been floated down to Quebec remained in the water a 1§ng time
and contracted a moss which rotted then. When they were finally
taken out, saturated with water, they were placed in the shipyard
and exposed to all weathers. The lumber was further exposed

to extremes of heat and cold for another two years while the ship
was on the stocks.z' As we have seen, the "Qonseil de
Construction" decided that the lumber should be sheltered while
it was in the yards.u' In 1757 Le Vasseur decided that he would
try to shelter the frigate "Le Québec",then on the stocks,during

the winter because he had come to the conclusion that the melting

of the snow was the chlef cause for the rotting of the wood.” "

1. Corres.Gen.,C"A,V01.101,p.388. Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov.l, 1756.

2 Supra. p.38

3. Historical Documents, First Series (Que.Lit.and Hist.Soec.)
Considérations sur 1'Etat du-Canada,(0ct.1758), p.1%.

L. supra. p. .
5. Gorres.Gén.,0"A,Vol.102,p.33%. Le Vasseur au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov.l, 1757.
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The simplest explanation is, of course, that the carpenters
sent out to mark the trees for cutting were unable to judge
the quality of the standing timber. At one time, at least, the
King seems to have held this opinion. Writing in 1742 with
reference to the amount of wood cut for the CGanada which had to
be rejected, he added that it was to be hoped that the rejects
would not be so great in future as the workmen who chose the trees
should have learned something from their first experience.l'
The true explanation is probably to be found in all three
suggestions taken together.

Other factors,too, contributed to the failure of the industry.
Their influence was perhaps indirect but they,undoubtedly
combined further to disgust the King with the whole enterprise.
The industry had seemed to be growing. In 1713 the King,
having been informed of some new discoveries of oak and fir,
decided on the construction of a larger ship that ever before;
this was "Le Saint Laurent!" built to carry sixty guns.2° The
decision at once raised the question of building a new dockyard
to facilitate the construction of larger ships. Accordingly,
the new "Ohantier du Cul de Sac" in Lower Town was begun.B‘

As Le Vasseur pointed out, one of the advantages of the new ship-

yard over the old one which was on the St. Charles near the

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.7L(2),pp.t12-413. Mémoire du Roy &
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17"a.

2. Ibid., Vol.76(1),p.380. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 1743,

3. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.85,p.8. Beauharn01s et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 19, 1746.



Intendant's Palace, was that the ships could be launched
directly into the harbour so preventing any possibility of

running aground on the way down the river.l

The new shipyard
was not ready in time for the building of "Le Saint Laurent".
However, the ship was launched successfully from the "Chantier
du Palais" and brought down the river without mishap. The first
ship to be built on the "Chantier du Cul de Sac" was, therefore,
the 72-gun vessel, "L'Orignal". On September thé second, 1752,
"L'0rignal", completely finished even to her paint, was launched.
The shlip started by herself, breaking the cables holding her,

and leaving the slip, broke her back as she was taking the water.
The shock was so violent that the pitch spouted from her seams

to a distance of ten feét. Then the ship,caught by a light wind
and the current,was carried along until it ran aground on a

rock below Qape Diamond. The vessel could not be dislodged

and in any case was so badly damaged as to be beyond repair.

s’

Accordingly such fittings as were intact were removed and the
mulk abandoned.:
The King must have lnvested a considerable sum of money in

the new shipyard. Beauharnois and Hocquart had estimated the

1. Gorres.@Gén.,C"A,Vo0l.80,p.106. Le Vasseur au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 30, 1743, |

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.95:pp.8-11. La Jonquidre et Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 1, 1750; pp.1l3-1%. Bigot au Ministre
Quebee, Oct. 2, 1750. -
Presently the wreck worked loose and sank. Ultimately it
became a hindrance to navigation by reason of the great
number of anchors caught and lost in it. It was decided at
last to get rid of this "anehor nest" and so in 1878-1479 311
that was left of the Orignal was raised (F.C. Wurtele, The
King's Ship L'Orignal. Prinyed in Trans.of the Roy.Soc.of
Oanada, Second Series, Vol.IV, Sect.2.pp.73—7%)
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cost at over one hundred thousand livres i, and the actual
expense may well have overreached the estimate. That seems
frequently to have happened in Qanadian ventures. The cost of
material and of two years labour had gone into "L'Orignal" and
now the ship was lost owing in part, at least, to faults in the
construction of the dock ©* and in part perhaps to carelessness.z'
The accident produced an indelibly bad impression on the minds
of the authorities. ,Rouillé's%reply to the letter informing him
of the disaster is indicative of the feeling created in France.
He said "La perte d'un V&Y tel que l'orignal est tres considerable
par rapport & la depense, mals elle 1l'est encore bien d'avantage
relativemen & l'etat actuel de la marine et aux efforts que l'on fait
pour son retablissement. Vous devez bien penser dtailleurs qu'un |
tel accident n'est pas propre a accrediter la construction des V¥
dans la Colonie. Je mloccupe cependant toujours de cet objet.
Il seroit en effet bien facheux et pour la CGolonie et pour 1le
Service méme de la marine qu'on fut obligé de l'abandonner. Il
faudra pourtant bien en venir a cette extremité si 1l'on ne trouve

pas les moyens d'y faire de bons VX et avec l'oeconomie dont la

1. Ordres et Dépéches B,Vol.81,p.268. Ministre & Beauharnois et
Hoecquart, Versailles, May 5, 1745.

2 The slip seems to have been too short and too steep. To
prevent the re-occurence of such an accident the rock behind the
shipyard was dug out and the stocks drawn back %3 feet so the
ship- could have a longer and more gradual run when 1t was being
launched. Furthermore the stocks and the slip were lowered so
that the water at high tide could be let in 2

. (Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.95,pp.15-16. Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct.2, 1750)

% Both Governor and Intendant blamed Le Vasseur for not taking

proper precautions in launching the vessel. (Ibid.,p.13; Ibid.,

pp.188-191. La Jonquigre au Ministre, Quebec, Sept.l7, 1750.

L, Ministre de Marine.
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construction doit y &tre susceptible".l‘

Rouillé went on to say that, in the confidence that La Jonquiére,
Bigot,and Le Vasseur would work together in harmony, he believed
that the é&éatest obstacle in the way of the continuation of
shipbuilding in CGanada was the poor quality of the lumber.g’ But
the assumption was premature as the Minister discovered within a
few months' time. In the fall of the same year, 1751, Le Vasseur
volced his fears for the industry of whieh he was head. He
declared that the construction was neglected by those who should
have been insterested in it. Bigot did everything without
consulting either Le Vasseur or the good of the service.

Favouritism was shown to individuals to sueh an extent that in

the summer of 1751 the King's yards were without a single master
carpenter while a private bullder was employing thirty of them.
Etienne Corbin, "contre maitrek, maintained by the King at a salary
of 900 livres per annum, was working only for these favoured
outsiders. Moreover, CGorbin, actinzg on the Intendant's orders,

had used lumber stored for "L'Algonquin". Le Vasseur, returning
from a sojourn in the woods on one occasion,, found that such
inroads had been made that instead of having dried and seasoned wood
for the vessel, he had to use green wood fresh from the forest.

The trouble went even further. Le Vasseur's statement of the wood
he wanted cut to replace pieces found bad in the course of con-
struection had been tampered with, Instead of the wood he hagd

requested, small pleces suitable only for private construetion had

been cut and ‘transported to Quebec. The "Qonstructeur's" final

\

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.Y%,p.85. Ministre 4 La Jonquilre et
Bigot. Versailles, June 25, 1751.
20 Ibido’
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compla int was that extraordinary expenses were being ascribed,
Quite inaccurately, to the construction of "L'Algonquin" to such
an extent that Le Vasseur felt that the immense cost could not
fail to disgust the Gourt.l'

Le Vasseur at the time was decidedly embittered by what he felt
to be an unfair imposition. In 1751 he had wanted to visit
France but had been forbidden although "L'Algonquin" could not
be completed, in any case, by the next year. PFurthermore, he had
just been deprived of a bonus of 300 livres which he had received
for the last two years.g’ Finally, both Governor and Intendant
had blamed Le Vasseur for the loss of "L'Orignal"s' His
complaint might therefore be ascribed to a desire to vent his
spleen. But it is not without siznificance that Brdard, as we
have seen, was able to build four ships between 1750 and 1752 when,
according to Bigot, the King's construction was being delayed for
lack of workmen.u' Moreover, Le Vasseur was not in a sufficiently
influential position to afford to make groundless assertions
about those in authority. Lastly, in view of what is known of
Bigot's character it seems justifiable to believe that Le Vasseur's
accugations were substantially true.

Bigot did not fail to strike back. In 1/52, Le Vasseur was

granted a brevet as "Inspecteur des Bois et Forets en Qanada'" to

look after the conservation of lumber. The "Constructeur!'sh

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.:7,pp.27-251. Le Vasseur au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov.10, 1/51
2. Ibid.
2. Supra. p.*3, Note 2.
. Supra. p.26.
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promotion possibly did not please the Intendant. Bigott's hand
ig apparent in a joint letter from Governor and Intendant
ridiculing all Le Vasseur's suggestions.i:

In 1754, Le Vasseur then in France addressed another letter of
complaint to the iiinister. Bigot is not named but he would seem
to be implied. Wood from the shipyards was still being issued
to private individuals and replaced by planks that were useless for
the Kingl!s ships. Le Vasseur felt quite justly that he was the
best judge of what luuber could ve spared and that none should be
lssued except on his certificate. Moreover, he objected to
interference with his workuen. The choice of workmen was
evidently not in his hands with thé result that men absented
themselves as they pleased; ¢n uther occasions they were drafted
in such large numbers that the yards were swarming with incompetent
workmen wh¢ increased expenses 2. and could hardly have made for
effioiency.

| These complaints were not the major cause for the faillure of the
King's enterprise. But the suspicion cast on the Intendant and
the very patent lack of harmony between the engineer and the heads
of the colony were not conducive to peacé of mind in France, nor
were they a redeeming feature of the already troublesome and
profitless colonial industry.

It was the war, of course, that put a final stop to the enter-
prise. For the building of the second frigate, "Le Québec", was

abandoned in 1758 because all the carpenters had to be used t¢ build

1. orres. Gén.,C"A,V0l.98,pp.%-12. Duquesne et Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 15, 17hH2.
2. Ibid., Vol.99,pp.t66-I67. Le Vasseur au Ministre.

Versailles, Feb.25,175L
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boats for the service.l-

But the industry was dying anywd&. Even had war not come
it is probable that "Le Québec" would have been among the last
ships bullt in the colony for the King. Ganada had nothing to
offer but lumber and that was rapidly proving to be only a
specious advantage. Even had the colony been able to produce
small ships successfully costs would have remained almost pro-
hibitive. Labour must have continued both scarce and dear.
There were no industries in New France that could supply, to any
appreciable extent, the needs of the royal shipyards. Probably
all the pitch that was required was produced in the colony, but

the amount of rope supplied was negligible.z‘

The Forges did
provide some iron for the ships but never all that was necessary;
none of the few cannons that were cast was ever used on any

of the King's vessels. Practically everything but lumber had to
come from France. The government must soon have tired of the
cost and inconvenlences attendant on the building of ships in
Canada.

When the decision to build had been made there were no yards
in Quebec ready to undertake the work at once. Cn the contrary,
a great many preparations were necessary. Besides the cost.
of wages and material the King had to make a large capital

invegtment.

A shipyard had first to be established on the St. Charles, not

1. Corres. Gen.,C"A,Vo0l.103(2),p.505. Le Vasseur au Hinistre.
Quebec, Oct. 30, 1758.
2. Infra, pp. 64,66
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far from the Intendant's Palace.l’ t was soon disecovered

that the depth of water there was not sufficient®® and the

river had to be deepened before "Le Qanada" was launched .- In
17&3 it was found necessary to enlarge the "Qhantier du Palaish.
Two moles were bullt out from the old quays to a distance of

150 feet so that a large basin was formed. A new dry dock was
bulilt between the moles and capstans were to be placed along them
so that the ship could be drawn down the slip into the Water.u'

As we have secn a new yard had presently to be built at the Cul de
Sac.5'

A number of workshops, hitherto unnecessary, were set up
around the shipyard. For example, in 1740 a blockmaker sent out
from Rochefort, was settled in a house near the"chantier“,6° and
a variety of other ateliers were established.Y' In 1718 Bigot
expressed his intention of placing forges within the new shipyard
as well as the other necessary workshops.g' Accordingly five
forges were bullt near the "Chantier du Cul de Sac", four for
making knees and the fifth for the manufacture of nails. By 1750
iron knees were supplied for "L'Orignal". As for the making of

nails, Bigot asked in 1749 that four workmen should be sent out

. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit. t.I. p.2N5.
. Corres. Gen.,C'A,Vol 78,p.89. Chaussezros de Léry au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct . 30, 17k2. _

. Ibid.,vol. 80,p 8%. Varin au Ministre. Quebec, June 26, 17U43.
. Ibid Vol 79,pp.317-322. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec,
Sept. 15, 174z

Supra, p. 1!-4..

This house was first rented from the S.Foucault and later
bought . Qorres. Gen., C'A;Vol.73.p.70. Hocquart au llinistre.
Quebec, Sept. 20, 17 0; Vol.73%,p.11%. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 31, 17+O Vol. 81(2),p 357. Hoecquart au liinistre.
Quebec, Oct. &, 170k, ‘ H o
7. Ibid.,Vol. 85,p (1. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.., 17'6.
g

. Ibid.,V0l.92,p.35. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.1l0, 17u4g,

ot N n =
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from France as there was no one in Qanada capable of doing
the work.l' It is not recorded whether they ever arrived.

The industry was never so firmly established as to permit of a
staff of workmen being maintained continually in the colony. For
example, the ships were always rigged by the crews sent out to

sail them home.g‘

These men were sometimes set to other tasks,
too. In 1752, for instance, canvas was seﬁt for "L'Algonquin®
instead of the usual finished sails, made in the workshops &b
Brest. This was a mistake for there were no workmen in Qanada
capable of making up the canvas. Bigot asked, therefore, that
some sailmakers should be included among the crew as well as a
"Maitre Voilier" to cut out the sails.’- Gaulkers were requested,
too, on occasion, when the French workmen wére too busy to do the
work. Canadian workmen were not capable of doing the kind of

]
caulking required for the King's vessels.

1. Gorres. G4n.,C"A,Vol.93:pp.295-296. Bigot au Ministre.
ngbec, Oct.6, 1719; p.356. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.2,
1745,

Hitherto the kneesha d been made from spruce roots.(Ordres et
Dépéches,B,Vol.72,p.222. Ministre & Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Marly, May 6, 1741; Gorres.Gén.,C"A, Vol.81(2), p.382.
Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.7, 17UU. gﬁgs In 1748
Bigot found a smith capable of making iron knees. Le Vasseur
supplied the workman with a wooden pattern and he produced a
satisfactory specimen with lron from the St.Maurlce Forges.
(6orres.Gen.,C"A,V01.92,p.67. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Nov.l, 17.48)

2., e.g.. Gorres.Gén.,C"A:Vol.77,p.241. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, June 28,1712; Vol.79,p.368. Hocquart au Hinistre.
Quebec, Oct. 3, 173 etec.

%,  Oorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.98,pp.162-163. Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 21, 17h2.

L, Ibid:, Vol.73,pp.69-70. Hoecquart au Ministre, Quebec, Sept.30,
17%0;  Vol.98,pp.162-163. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.21,

1752..
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It is obvious that shipbuilding for the King was not an
indigenous industry, not a natural development that formed an
integral part of the economic life of the colony. The whole
thing had been imposed from the outside. Hoecquart was
undoubtedly responsible for the imposition, for as early as 1731
he was urging the project and pointing out how the venture could be

made possible. It might well be asked why everything should
have been brought to the lumber supply rather than vice wversa.
Doubtless it would have been easier to have brought Mahomet to the
mountain;it usually is. The obvious answer is that the enterprise
was another attempt to increase and diversify colonial industry.

But the project was one of the more sickly of Hoequart's
numerous brain children. The enterprise was not in any real sense
Ganadian. It was directed by an engineer from France and
executed, at least in its most important parts, by French workmen.
In this respect it bears a certain analogy to the Forges of
St..Maurioe. It was doubtless intended that the industry should
take root in the colony, but it never did. The attitude of the
colonistes is indicated by the practical failure of the
apprenticeship system.

M. Fauteux, writing cf the inception of the industry, says, "Tel
fut le commencement d'une entreprise qui devait --- donner une
vive impulsion aux établissements de la colonie"2: I cannot
agree with this dietum.  Shipbuilding gave only a very small
£i11ip to other industries in the colony -° and it could hardly

have contributed to improving the reputatidn of Canadian lumber.

The royal venture was merely another attempt to hasten the

. J.N.Pauteux, L'Industrie au Canada. t.I,pp.2"3-2l§,
. E.Cit. t.I,ppuzu'lj—250o
. Supra, p.

AN
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development of an unprogressivwe colony, but the point at which
the authorities chose to begin was too far beyond the reach
of the cclony to serve as a starting point for growth. Canada
merely turned a lacklustre eye on the antics of the government an
was not moved to go and do likewise.

The King's shipbuilding does not fall into exactly the same
category as the Forges of 8t. Maurice. The latter case is a
pure example of how government intervention was necessitated

by the backwardness of the colony. In the former case the two
factors tend, to a very slignht degree, to interact. As we have
seen, the royal industry was one of the minor : pauses for the
cessation of private shipbullding in €anada. On the other hand,
I am much inclined to believe that the private construection
would not have survived anyway.l’ It 1is probable that without

the King's industry there would have been practically no ship-

building in Canada during the latter years of the French régime.
(¢) Boat Building.

In Canada, dependent on its waterway communication, a great
many boats were needed for the King'!s service. The Intendant,
it was said, usually kept on hand six or seven hundred "batteaux"
of six tons. A great quantity of these were lost yearly by
wreck. The Intendant contracted with some one to make these

boats but supplied all the material and fittings from the Kingts

stores.2°

Canoes were also. required. In peace time the annual

A\

1. cf. p.33 : o
o, Archives Nat ionales, F 50, Vol.III,pp.l7-1&. limoire,

unsigned.
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expenditure for their construction and refitting was 6,000 livres.l
Most of the canoes were made in Montreal but, according to
Franquet, the best bark variety came from Three Rivers. One which
the engineer saw in the course of construction was thirty-three
feet long, held eizut people, and cost the King 300 livres.2-

The canoemakers seem to have been genuine craftsmen and to have
produced a first class article. &

The most feverish activity was of course displayed in war time.
The King's shipyard: with its supply of workmen was a boon to the
service in time of emergency and at such times the progress of
the royal vessels was sacrificed to the more immediate need. TFor
example, work on "Le St. Laurent" was delayed when most of the
carpenters were employed, during the summmr of 17"6, in preparing
boats to transport soldiers to Acadia or in making canoes.’+ We
have already noted the effect of boatbuilding on the construction
of "Le Québec".u‘

There is an instance in 1755 of just how feverish the activity
might be. In that year the Minister announced that three
thousand Regulars were beinz sent to the cclony and ordered that
attention be given to the preparation of boats for use on the

Lakes Ontario and Erie and canoes for the navigation of the

Rivi®re au Boeuf and the Belle Rividre.?* It fell to Péan to

. Gorres. Gen.,b"A Vol.79,p.3"%. Hocquart au iinistre. Quebec,

sept.29,17'3.
Franquet, li‘moires et Voyages, p.l7. July 27, 1752.
Corres. Gen.,b"A Vol.85,p.11. Beauharn01s et Hocquart au

dinlstre. Quebeo, Sept.19, 1746

Supra, p.t7.
Ordreé et Depeches B,Vol.1l01,pp. 17}—13u. Kinisgtre & Varin.

Versailles, Feb. 17, 1755

U+ W -
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to direct the work. He collected all the carpenters in the
Montreal government and the men most skilful in using the axe, di-
vided them into a nigiht and day shift,and set them to work
building and repairing boats. The night “shift worked by moonlight
or by the light of torches. All the workmen available in town
and country were pressed into service to make tools and utensils.
This intensive preparation continued for eight days.l'

Larger vessels, also,were built on the lakes. In 1/55 the
S. Oressé built at Fort Frontenac a schooner carrying ten guns 2.

Z
and by the spring of 1756 had completed another "corsaire" there-

In 1756 a similar ten-gun schooner was built at Fort St. Jeanh‘and
in the following winter a 60-ton ship was being built on the
Richelieu.”" In 1758 two more 1C-zun vessels were built on

Lake Ontario and four armed xebers on Lake Ohamplain.g' And
finally in 1759 there were built at La Présentation two or tharee
schooners and three more xebecs for Lakes Ontario and Champlain

respectively.Y'
II (a) Lumber.

Even with the estatlishment of royal shipbuilding in Canada

the forests were never really vigorously exploited. There was

1. Mémoire pour M. J-H.PZan, pp..3--5.

2, Corres.Gén.,G"A,V0l1.100,p.186. Le Vasseur au Ninistre.
Quebeec, Nov.6, 1755.

3 Ibid.,Vol. lOl,p 127. Vaudreuil au Ministre. llontreal,0ct.l3,
1756.

b, %gld.,VOl 101,p.389. Vaudreuil au llinistre. Juebec,Nov.l 1756

5e Ibld.,Vol 102,p.%33%. Le Vagseur au Ministre, Quebeo Nov.1l,1757.

6. TGorres.Gén.,C"A,V01.103(2),p.505. Le Vasseur au Ministre.
Quebec, 0ct.30,1758.

7. Ibid: Vol. 104(1),pp 76 ~-77. Vaudreuil au Linistre. Montreal,

April &, 1 Vol.10(2),p.5%0. Bernier au iiinistre. nontreal
Agril'l5, Z;§9, Vaudreugi says two schooners were made

Bernier says three.

>
|



5h,
always a certain amount of local trade, of course. The tcwns
were supplied with firewood by inhabitants of the vieinity who

brought wood into market.l’

A certain amount of lumber had to
be cut too, for such private shipbuilding as was parried on, and
for a variety of other purposes.

Exploitation for colonial use dig of course become more extensive
when the King's shipyards were established. Up to 1713
practically all the wood came Iroi: the .cntreal government 2.
but from that year a jreat deal of timber was brought from the Lake
Champlain district as well.”® At first the exploitation was
mostly "par eeconomie, that is, a master cappenter from tiae
King's yards and a larze gang of carpenters and lumbermen paid
by the King, were sent into tihe forest in the winter to cut the
recuired timber. For examplé, in l7uO we find David Gorbin,
master carpenter, leaving Quebec at the end of September with
sixty~-three uen to cut wood for "Le CQaribou" on the Isle Perrot,
at Quinchien and in the environs.“’ - From the beginning however,
there was always a certain amount of lumber supplied "par
entregrise“. Up to 1744 a contract was made annvally with one

Baron, erstwhile house carpenter, to supply side planking and otherx

wood. 5 In that year Baron died and the exploitation was

l. Rébertoire des Arréts,etc (ed.by E.Z.llassicotte), E.IOB.
Ordonnance de M.de Monrepos. Montreal, Dec. 22, 1741:
Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,p.%97. Ordonnance de¢ Bigot.
Quebec, Sept. 20, 174&.
2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A:Vol. 7. p.156. Varin au Ministre. ¥ay 27, 17UO
Vol.75,p.%5%. Beauharnois et Hoecquart au Ministre. Oot 2 174letc.
2., Ibids, vol.79,p.363. Hocquart au Ministre. Oot. 2 17L3,
Vol 85,p 6%. Hoecquart au 1nlstre Quebec, 00t.;,17 BE, ete.
M, Ibid:,Vol.73,p. 67 Hooquart au Ninistre. juebec, Sept. Bd_——“o
5. Ibid.,Vol 7%,p0p.67-68. HOPlualt au linistre. Quebec, Sept.30,
17¢O Vol 75,p 355. Beauharnois et Hoequart au Linistre.
0ct .2, 17Ll Vol.7%,p.360. Hoequart au linistre. gquebec,

Oct. 2 17 =
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Lo From 1745 to 1748 the contract

carried on by his widow.
was passed with Baron's son.z' There is no record of any
exploitation by entrepreneurs after that date although there may
have been some. Bar on seems to have been the principal con-
tractor but contracts were occasionally made with other
individuals. For example, one Joseph Delorme, a carpenter by
trade, undertook to supply all the lumber necessary for the
enlargement of the "Chantier du Palaish. He in turn seems to
have given out contracts to habitants for various sorts of wood.B‘
In 1746 Le Vasseur was commissioned to make bargains with the
hablitants of the Sorel distriet for the supplying of fifty pieces
of red pine to be converted into side planking for "Le S%.
Laurent . -

As we have seen?oncaxtempt was made to have all the
exploisation carried out "par entreprise" but the authorities
soon reverted to the system which has been described.

A general supervision was maintained over the contractors.

A carpenter was always sent with Baron and his men to mark the
trees for cutting.6' In 1743, when Baron contracted to supply
practically all the wood necessary for the King's yards,Hoecquart

made the entrepreneur employ four good ship carpenters along

1. Corres.Gén. G"A'Vol 31(2),pp.383%3-38lL, Hocquart au Ninistre.
Quebec, Oct. 7, 17
2. Ibid: Vol &3%,pp . 33) 710, Hoequart au linistre. Quebec,
Oot et.1, 17U 5; Vol.92,p.3l. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Cet.10,
1748
. Ord. des.Int. L.
Quebec, lLay Eﬁ 174
Inv, des. Ord“Vol III,p.79. Feb. 7,17U46.

Supra, pp, 36+37
Corres.Gs n.6 'A Vol K?,p .355. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
et

Ministre.

30 Vol.XVII,pp38-10. Ordonnance de Hoequart.

oLV & W



56.

1.

with his lumbermen. Each winter the S.Le Vasseur himself,

usually visited the lumber camps both of the entrepreneur and of
the King's carpenters to inspect the work.g’

These visits were made when the Gonstructeur was traversing the
forest to find new oak and pine groves and to inspect those of
which the discovery had becn reported.l:

The first war interfered to a certain extent with the
exploitation in the Lake Champlain district.u' As for the
second war, by 1757 the workmen were too much afraid of the
savages to go into the forests.B'

The cost and quality of Ganadian lumber used in the royal
shipyards has already been discussed.6'_ Although neither proved
satisfactory to the authorities in France, they evidently
remained convinced of the value of the forest resources of the
colony. The Minister of Marine always evinced a zreat deal of
interest in the question of conservation of timber. However
genuine the interest was, nothing very much was ever done in this
direction. The danger arose from an indiscriminate cutting- by
habitants of wood valuable for shipbullding, and especially from

forest fires. In thig latter cagse the Indians were the worst

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.79,p.%361. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, 0ct.2,1743.

2. e.g. Ibid: Vol.81(2)p.293. Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebec,
May 13, l?Eﬂ; Vol.52,p.1%2. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Juebec,
Oct.10, 1748. etc.

3., e.g. Ibid: Vol.80,p.10L, Le Vasseur au liinistre. Quebec,

CCU-BO;—E?EB; Vol.85,p.5. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.

Quebec, Sept.19,1746; Vol.J3,pp-257-298. Bigot au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct.6, 1749. etc.

. Ibid.,Vo0l.89,p.151. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Cet.10. 1747,

5. Ibid., Vol.102,p.333. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.1,
1757.

6. Bupra, pp.35-41
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offenders although hunters and gatherers of ginseng root were

also on occasion respongible for starting disastrous fires.

According to Franquet, the fires often did not go out until the

approach of winter after burning all summer and doing very greab

damage.

There were numerous projects for forest conservation but none

of them ever came to very much.B' In 1752 Le Vasseur was

appointed "Inspecteur du Bois et des Forets" in order to attend

M

to the matter, but none of his suggestions was ever adopted.

The only definite step was taken in 1740 when Beauharnois and

Hoequart decided to expand the clause in seigniorial title deeds

reserving oak to the King, so as to include the reservation of

all wood suitable for shipbuilding.”

—
®

In addition to the supplying of the local market,tuere was also

a certain amount of lumber exoorted to the West Indies and to

France. At the opening of the seriod Canada was supplying wood to

the Isles where 1t was in demand for making casks and _for house

building,but the trade was hampered by an insufflciency of ships.

6.

1.

Gorres.Gén.,C"A:V61.956,p.19. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
0ct.9,1750; Vo0l.98,p.S. Duquesne et Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 15, 1l7R2.

Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, p.60. Aug. 9, 1752.

Corres.Gén.,CMA,Vol.(5,pP.359~-360. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. ©Oot. 2, 1741; Ordres et Dép&ches,B,Vol.76(1),
pp.379-380. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Versailles, May 31, 17!3; GCorres. Gén.,C"4,V0l.92,p.7%6.

Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.10, 1748.

Corres. G4n.,C"A,Vol.98,pp.%-12. Duquesne et Bigot au linistre.
Quebec, Oct. 15, 1752; Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.97,p.1"0.
Ministre & Duquesne et Bigot. Versailles, June %, 1753.

Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.72,p.237. MPmoire du Roy a
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Marly, May 12, 17U41.

Gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.192-193. M3mcire sur le Commerce
de Oanada (unsigned) 17MH1.
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During the war years, 17" to 178, interference with communi-
cations must have had an adverse effect on this trade as it did
on all export trade to the Isles. The trade was being ecarried
on in 1/5% however, for in that year it was remarked that captains
of vessels coming from France and returning by way of the Isles,
bought wood in order to make up a cargo. But in that year this
export was forbidden because lumber was becoming scarce in the
colony as a result of the "movements of the warh.+-

The war also killed a projeect to export masts to Santo Domingpo .
In 1757, the S.Jauge, a Bordeaux merchant, was willing to
transport masts thither and the Minister was prepared to sell
the merchant masts from the King's stores in Canada at cost price.e‘
Bigot, however, explained that the masts came from the Lake
Champlain district where no workmen dared venture without a
military escort. Exploitation under such conditions would mak e
the cost prohibitive. Moreover, the carpenters were all needed
for the service.’* Evenhad Jauge succeeded in procuring a
cargo of masts his venture would have been short lived in the
face of attacks from English warships and privateers.

Such trade as there was with the West Indies was, apparently,
in private hands. The export trade to France, however, seems
largely to have been directed by the government. Up to 1751

there is no hint of any merchant in Oanada engaging in the trade

1l. Oord. des Int., M33, VolXX,pp 3&9_150 Ordonnance de Bigot.
Quebec, June 30, 1756.

2. Ordres et Dépéches, B Vol 105,p.75. linistre & Bigot.
Versailles, April 28, 1757

Z Corres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.lOE,pp.299—300. Bigot au iinistre.

% [ ]

guebee, Oet.22, 1757.
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on his own initiative.l'

This generalization is perhaps a little sweeping. Such
evidence as there is however, all points in this direction. In
1740 the Minister informed Hocquart that the Marquis de Surgéres
wanted three hundred boards of Canadian oak. Thisg lumber was
to be shipped on the King!s ship and a statement of the total
expense sent to the Minister.z' Accordingly Hocquart made a
contract with Baron to supply the oak at 22 sous the cubiec foot 5.
and Surgéres in due course received his ordcr.h° What the
method of paymentwas is not recorded. Presumably the Marquis
paild the cost of the freight to the King. It seems likely that
the price of the lumber was paid into the colonial treasury from
which Hocquart then paid the contractor, for it was the Intendant
who had made the agrecment with Baron. In that case the
covernment may have received more than 22 sous per cubie foot, to
cover the cost of making arrangements. That 1s to say, it is
probable that the government did not merely make the contact
" between purchaser and vendor as a Board of Trade might do but
instead handled the whole deal.

In 1749 the linister wished to have fifty beams for the Hotel
Dieu at 8t. Malo bought in Qanada and shipped to France on the
King's vessel. The order was not filled however, for the

colony could nct supply the kind of beams specified. 5.

1. Infra, p. 60

2. Ordres et Dépéches,B:¥0ol.70(1),p.2"S. Ministre & Hoecquart.
Marly, May 13, 1740; Vol.72.p.62. Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, Feb. 25, 1741,

a. Gorres.Gén.,u"A,Vol.75.p.351. Hoecquart au Ministre. Oct.1,17M1
. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76(1),p.137. Liinistre & Hocquart.
Versailles, April 11, 1743,

5. Ibid: Vol.89,p.M'. linistre & Bigot. Versailles, Feb 1,170

Vol.87,p.123. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles, June 1, 1750. 23
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In 1751 came the aforementioned private enterprise.l' In that
year the S.Martin bought wood in the colony and shipped it to his
business partners in Marseilles. They were satisfied with it
and formed a project to extend the commerce. Accordingly they
obtained permission to exploit in Canada, oak and other wood
suitable for shipbuilding, which they intended to carry to France
in the company'!s ships. Martin was evidently to manage the
Canadian end of the business. He did take some steps to establish
the trade but with what success it is impossible to say, for after
the fall of 1752 nothing more is heard of the venture.2°

The éovcrnment, in additlion to handling purchases of wood for
private individuals, also bought lumber for its own use. For
example, between the years 1733 and 1745 lumber, supplied by the
Chevalier Bégon in fulfillment of his contract with the King, was
shipped to Brest and Rochefort. The wood was carried on the
King's vessels.B‘

The King had wood, cut by his employecs, also shipped to
France. This lumber seems chiefly to have been boards for making

o

barrels and was a by-product of the timber cut for the royal

1. Supra, p. 58. .

2. Omdres et Dépéches,B,Vol.55,pp.115-116. Ministre 3 Dusquesne
et Bigot. Vergailles, June &, 1752; Gorres.G3n., C"A,Vol.9&
pp.33%6-367. Martin au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.5, 1752.

3. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I,pp.212-213; Ordres et Dépéches,B,
Vol.8l,p.121. linistre & Hocquart. Versailles,March, 31,1745,

In 1733 Bégon was "lieutenant du Roi" at Montreal. Ten years
later he was promoted to the governorship of Three Rivers,

which he held until his death in 174&.



61.

1.

shipbuilding. In 1743 the Minister ordered a complete

assortment of spruce for the building of a 24-gun frigate at Brest,

by way of an experiment to ascertain the value of this variety of
2.

-

wood for naval construction.

The export of masts to France for the service had ceased before
our period.B’ The question of their exploitation was raised
again in 175U " and Le Vasseur proposed to set cut in the winter
of 1754-1755 to locate tracts of pine.”’ But circumstances
brought about by the war prevented the Qonstructeur's carrying out
his intcntion.6'

It is obvious that apart from the exploitation of wood for the
King's shipyards there was no flourishing lumber industry in the
colony. The royal enterprise, considered in the loung view,
doubtless served to discredit Canadian lumber. Its immediate
effect, however, was to stimulate the industry. Even 80, no
extraordinary progress was made. The shipyards were probably the
largest single market supplied and yet there were only a few ships
built.

Had the government taken no part in the industry either directly

or indirectly, there would have been little wood cut beybnd what was

1. ezg. Oorres. Gen ,O0MA: Vol.81(2),p.292. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, May 13,17'i Vol.8%,pp.68- 6/. Hocguart au kKinistre.
Quebec, Oct.lt ) 1747,

2. Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.76(1),p.177. Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, Feb,13, l7ﬁ3

E. J.N. Fauteux, op.cit, pp 210-211. T
. Ministre 4 Bigot. June 4, 1754, Quoted by J.N.Fauteuz, op.cit.
t.I, p.218. N

5. Gorres Gén.,C"A,V0l.99,p. L74, Mémoire sur les mitures. Enclosed
with a letter from Le Vasseur to the Minister, Quebec, Oct .15, 175M.
6. Ibid., Vol.1l00,p. 186. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Quebcc, Nov.6, 1755.



necessary for local needs. The lumber industry again
demonstrates the fact that without the intervention of a
paternalistic gdvernment, economic aectivity in Canada would have
been even more feeble that it was. §

Saw mills were, of course, a necessary adjunct to the
industry. In 1734 there were fifty-two saw mills in Oanada and
the number increased during our period.l' 'These mills were
owned oy various seigniors, lay and ecclesiastic.

Some of the owners turned their mills over to other
individuals in return for a share in the profits. For example,
¥. de Lotbinitre, dean ofgthe chapter at Quebec, leased two of
his mills for a fifty per cent share in the returns. At
another of nis wills he contracted with an individual to saw two
thousand planks and bring them to Quebec for 50 livres.' 1In
1745 the Mlles. de Ramezay and de Rouville formed a partnership
to build a saw mill on the Richelieu, @ ., east of the Ghambly
Basin. In 1751 Mlle. de Ramezay is found leasing the mill for
six years to a master carpenter in return for half of the
profits.z'

The Intendant doubtless contracted with some of the various

owners for the preparation of the lumber cut for tine King's

vessels or for the sgervice.

1. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I, p.21l.

2, 0Ord. des Int., M %0, Vol.XVII: pp.5-6. Crdonnance de
Hoequart. Quebee, March -, l7hP; pp.12-1%. Ordonnance de
Hoequart. Quebec, March 16, 17''3.

Z, J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I, p. 215.



(v) Pitch, Resin and Tar.

The colony provided, of course, abundant material for the
manufacture of piteh, resin and tar. The first effort to produce
these commodities was made in Talon's time but the attempt came
to an end in 1673. In 1705 the colonial authorities introduced
the industry again and subsequently kept it alive by considerable
exertion and at considerable cost. In 1729 Hocquart wrote that
theefforts made by the government up to that date had benefited
neither King nor colony.

The Intendant however continued to foster the industry. Up
to 1730 soldiers had been employed at Baie St. Paul to make tar
for the King's account. In that year Hoecquart induced habitants
to carry on the exploitation, contracting to buy all the produce
at a fixed price. Habitants at Kamouraska, Riviére Cuelle and
Chambly also undertook to make tar.t

When our period opensg, Hocquart is discovered still trying to
encourage the industry. In l7u0, Antoine Serindac, sergeant in
the Troupe de la Marine,accompanied by two soldiers was sent into
the seigniories of Berthier and Dautré, in the Montreal
government, to undertake there the making of pitech and resin for the
Kingts stores at Rochcfort.2

In the same year, permission was granted to one Antoine
Bernonville, another sergeant in-the Marine, to make tar from a
quantity of dead pine trees he had found along the Richelieu River.

The sergeant also proposed to remit his product to the Kingts

stores.B‘

1. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.IJ, pp.308-326.

2. Ord.des Int. 28 Vol Xv 2
Quebes, ,éM » P.327. Ordonnance de Hocquart.

3 Ibid, pp 33 —35 Ordonnance de Hocguart. uebec, AEril 2y,
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The industry seemed at first to be making progress. In 1702,
200 barrels of tar from Baie St. Paul were sent to Rochefort and
that represented only part of the total product.l' In 17U5, 250
barrels from Baie St. Paul and Sorel were received in the King's

stores 2.

and the following year there were 171 barrels. In that
year Hoequart wrote that the industry was establishing itself
little by little.o"

The shipbuilding undertaken for the King does not seem to have
had the effeet of stimulating the industry. Doubtless, a good
deal of the produect was used in the shipyards; for example, £000
poundsﬂpf piteh and resin which Serindac and some others sent to
the royal stores in Quebee in 1745, were reserved for the King's
shipbuilding%‘ Butc the increase in the amount consumed in the
colony probably meant only a decrease in the amount shipped to
Roehefort. There is no evidence that the exploitation became
more extensive as a result of the increased market. N.Fauteux
suggests that the industry died with the King's shipbuilding.’”
What its fortunes were after 1746 the records do not make clear
but to judge from the S.Boucault's remarks no exceptional progress
had been made by 1754. He says, "il (the industry) a été depuis
quelques années assez nézligé, il y en a cependant encore

quelques-tn qui en fcut vers la Rividre-Quelle, et le

1 Gorres. Gén.,C"A, Vol 77,0p.3%0-%381. Hocquart au MlnlSure

Quebec, Sept. 22, 1742.

2. Ibid., Vol 8%, pp.378-379. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec,
0ct.16, 1745.

E. Ibld., Vol. 8E p.67. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebeec, Oct.y, 17"4

5

Ibid., Vol.84, p.378. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,0ct.16,1715.
OE-Cit- toII, p 3)1.

.
o L ]
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. . 1
Kamourasgka, qu'ils fournissent aux magasins du Roy".™"*

(c) Rope.

The amount of rope produced in the colony, at least during our
period, was practically negligible. In 1740 there were
three ropemakers in Quebec but their work was so poor that it was

only in a pressing necessity that they were employed.z'

Most of
the shipbuilders brought the rope they needed from France.z'
Hoecquart, cherighing as usual any spark of economic life in the
colony, suggested that a rope makéfﬁmight be sent from France %o
supervise the other three. His wages would be small but he
would be decorated with the title of "Haitre CGordier du Port de
Québec"u' doubtless by way of compensation. No such appointment
was made, but in 1741 the Intendant discovered that Raymond, one
of the three ropemakers, had his "lettres de Maitrige'.
Accordingly the making of some rope for the cradle of "Le Ganadal
was confijed to him, assisted by the other two. By dint of
supervising the preparation of the material and by promising a
little "entretien"D) Hocquart had the work completed satisfactor-

6.

ily. In 1743, the trio supplied rope for the cradle of

"Le Garibou". The quality of the product was evidently improving

1. Rapp.de 1l'Arch., 1920-1921,pp.21-22. Boucault,Etat Présent du
Canada (175%)

2, Corres.Gén.,CMA,Vol.73,0p.57-58. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept.23, 1740.

2. Ibid.,Vol.76,pp.1955-200. Liémoire sur le Commerce de Canada.
Unsigned (1741) ]

b,  Ibid.,Vol.73,pp.57-58. Hocquart au Ministre.Quebec, Sept.2g%,
1750.

5. Ibid.,Vol.75.pp.370-371. Hocguart au lLinistre.0ct.3,17"1.

6 Ibid.,Vol.77,pp-38%. Hocquart au Ministre,juebec,Sept.22,17"t2
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a little, for in that year the Intendant reported that the
ropemakers were making rope at least good enough for the needs
of the habitants and for merchant vessels.l

But the industry came to a stop within a few years, for the
colony had ceased to supply any rope whatever sometime before
l7h9.2' The local craftsmen had certainly never provided all the
rope that was necessary for the King's ships.B'Further it is
unlikely that they ever produced anything good enough to be used
for rigging.

The prinecipal objective of the authorities in their attempt
to sustain the manvfacture of rope in the colony was to encourage
the growing of hemp and so bring more land under cultivation.h'
The industry might also contribute to the needs of the royal

shipbuilding.5 We have seen that they failed to achieve the
incidental aim. They failed even more signally to attain the
major end.

In 17"C hemp -as veing cultivated in the colony °- but the
production was on the decline. In 1729 Hoequart estimated the

crop at &0,000 pounds. Five years later, in 1734, only 2,200

pounds were raised./* After 17h0 the crop continued to dwindleg'

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.80,p.35. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebee,
Oct.2l, 1743.

2. Ibid.,V0l.93,p.250. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.25,17U49,
2. Ibid:,Vol.77,p.393, Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, Sept.2l,17to,
V0l.88,p.54. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,Cet.', 1747.eto

These letters acknowledge receipt of rope from France ?3; the

King's ships.

4,  Ibid.,Vol.73,pp.57-58. Hocquart au NMinistre.Quebec, Sept .28,
1750, ‘

5. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.72,pp.212-21%. Ministre & Hoecquart.
Marly, May 6,1741.

6. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.7%.pp.87-58. Hocquart au lMinistre.

e Qu%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ?§%3§%%7MQGa Volonisation du Vanada soug la Domination
Francaise, op.Bf-67 r - ﬂ

g. orrcs.Gen.,u A,V01.83,p.%375. Hocquart au hinlstre.guelgﬁg.l6,
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until in 1746, the King referred to the cultivation of hemp
as having ®been altogether abandoned.l' As a matter of fact
hemp was raised in 1746 2+ and in 1747 3 but the quantity was
negligible.

The hemp produced, at least in our period, was never satisfactory
The growers regularly brought their hemp to the Kingts stores
but a quantity >f it was so badly prepared that it had té be
rejected L. The loss incurred was not conducive to more
extengive cultivation. Hoequart fully realized this fact. On
one occasion he was about to refuse some very carelessly prepared
hemp brought in by the habitants of Batiscan, but fearing to
lessen their efforts, he compromised by accepting it at a 10%
reduction and by issuing a warning that only well-conditioned
hemp would be received in future.” The Intendant did his best
to overcome the fault. For example, in 1742, he arranged with
the S.Agnan, merchant at Batiscan, who knew the correet method of
preparation, to encourage the cultivation in the vielnity and to

p
manintain a general supervision.©®:® The hemp from that distriet.

1. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.%2%,p.155. Mdmoire du Roy &
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Versailles, April 1, 17465.
2. Oorres.gén.,C“A,Vol.SB,p.68. Hoequar t au Linistre. Quebec,
Oct. 1746. ‘ |
3. Ibgé.,Vol.89,p.l65. Boisclere au Ministre.Quebec,Nov.lt,17"7.
.. Ibidy, Vol.75,p.369. Hocquart au Ministre. Oet.3,17011; .
Vol.77,p382. Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.22,1742;
Vol.81(2)p.ly7.Hocquart au Ministre.Quebee,0ct. .2, 17,
“Gorres.@én.,C"A,Vol.75,pp.369-370 . Hocqmart au Ministre.
Oct.?, 1701,

Ibid.,Vol.77.p.382. Hoequart au Ministre.Quebec, Sept.22,17L2.

o W
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wa.s improved a little as a result.l- In 174, however, the
Intendant is séﬁll talking in general terms of the rejects and of
his attempts to convince the habitants of the advantage of perfecting
the cultivationZ* But the habitants continued on their unwitting way,
determined, evidently, not to cultivate hemp at all if they could not
ralse it as carelessly as they did everything else on their farms.
The final discouragement to the cultivation was the high price of
wheat during the famine years of the early part of the/ggg;ge e
The habitants, very reasonably, preferred to put land under grain.

The cultivation did not suffer from the lack of a market for the
product, notwithstanding the insignificant quantity of rope made in
the colony. Hocquart always accepted any hemp of reasonably good
quality that was presented, irrespective of the amount that could be
made up by the three ropemakers. For example, in 17ho there were
30,000 pounds of hemp in tie stores, which was more than enough to
keep the rgpemakers busy for a year or two.h' Yet Hoecquart went on
buying. By the following year the quantity had risen to 0,000

nounds -°* but still the Intendant continued to purchase hemp .

The Abbé Ivanhoe Garon attributes the decline to a reduction

-

1. ©Oorres. Gen.fO"A ,Vol.80,pp.35-36. Hoecquart au linistre.
Quebeec, Oct.2t,

2. Ibid.,Vol. 81(2),9 7. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.2!, 17",

% Ibld Ibld.,Vol 83,pp.375-376. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.16, 17U45.

b, = Gorres. Gen.,G‘A Vol.73,pp.57-5%. Hocquart au linistre. Quebec,
Sept. 24, 1740. .

5. Ibld.,Vol 75,p+370. Hocquart au Ministre. Ooct.3,1741.



in the price, effected in 1730, In that year the price set was
25 livres the hundredweight. Caron says "Evidemment. le prix de
60 et 40 livres du quintal est trop encourageant, il faut le

diminuer. 1.

The implication is that the cultivation was
destroyed by a caprice of the French government. The inference
is hardly just. Undoubtedly the habitants were dissatisfied

2+ but it is undeniablé that the

with the reduced price
authorities were anxious to encourage the production and it seems
improbable that the price was fixed at so low a figure as to make
the cultivation profitless. The situation might well De
interpreted as evidence that the habitants were willing only to
do poor work for a large prolit instead of good work for a fair
profit. That, of course, is a common enouzh failing. The
real cxplantaion of the failure of the atteupt to establish thae
cultivation of hemp is to be found in tihe vast disinelination

of the colony to exert itself, Zor its own gcod, at the hehest

of the government.

1. Ivanhoe Oaron, La Colonisation du Canada sous la Douinaticn
Francaige. pp.66-67.

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol. 3,pp.250=251. Bigot au liinistre.
Quebec, Sept. 25, 174G,




CHAPTER III.
AGRIGULTURE AND AGRICULTURAL TRADE.

I. Agriculture.

~

Farming was the basis of the economic structure of the colony
and the occupation of the larze majority of ©@Qanadians. All land
wa.s held in accordance with a feudal arrangement adapted to
‘colonial needs and known as the seigniorial systen. The system
of land tenure was briefly this:

All land in the colony belonged, in the first instance, to the
King of France. Portions of it were granted by Governor and
Intendant together, subject to royal approval, to individuals and
to corporations, such as religious communities. The concessions
were of whatever extent the oflicials might define but the shape
wa s always rectangular, with the shorter side fronting on the
water, in most cases the St. Lawrence or Richelieu Rivers. By
far the largest number of grants was made to seigniors to be held
"en fief et seigneurie'. There were other forms in wihich the
concessions might be made, e.g. "en franc aleu novle',"en franc
aleu roturier", or " en frank almoign! but these need not coneern
us here.

The seignior, in possession of a block of land, then, normally,
proceeded to set aside a certain amount for his own domain and
to lease the rest to tenants. These small land holders were
usually known as "hablitants" and held their land "en censgive®
or "en roture".]” That is to say, they pald a small rent, the
Weens et rentes", to the seignior. The habitant was not a serf

\

for he was not bound to the land. Although he did not own his land

1. These terms are alternative.



(1.
outright, it passed to his direct heirs and no grant once given,
could be revoked unless the holder (whether seignior or habitant)
failed to put the land under cultivation.

The habitants, like the seigniors, wanted river frontage, so
their lands, too, took the form of long, narrow, rectangular
blocks. The holdings varied from one to five arpentsl'in width
and from ten to eighty arpents in length. In accordance with
the rules of succession, the direct heirs of the censitaire each
had an equal share in/ggfrimony. As each inheritor still
wanted a share of the waterfront, the holdings became progressively
narrower until,as we have seen, they might be only one arpent,
that is, less than 200 feet, in Width.z' The abuse reached such
proportions that, on the complaints of Beauharnols and Hocquart,

a royal ediet was issued in 1745 forbidding babitants to build
their houses on holdings of a smaller area than one and one-half

by thirty to forty arpents, on pain of a fine of 100 livres and

the demolition of the buildings.z' How vigorously this regulation
was enforced it is difficult to say. In 1749, Bigot commissioned
the S. Hertel de Rouville to pull down some houses at ltAnge
Gardien, whoese owners had contravened the edict.u' Again, in
1752, four houses on the island of Orleans were ordered demolished

5.

for the same reason. Apparently, however, the rule applied

only to habitants who built after 1745 and it is probable that in

*» B e e

1. The linear arpent ‘is 192 feet and the superficial arpent about
5/6 of an acre. .

P This information is taken from W.B.Munro, The Seigniorial
System in Ganada. (Cambridge,ﬁass.,1107)pp.37,52,M3,52,5h—56,78,
79,81,83.

3. Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.I,pp.585-586. Arr€ du Roi. Versailles,
April 28, 175,

L, Ibid.,Vol.II,p.t00. Crdonnance de Bigot. Juebec, June 25,17,

5. Ibid.,pp.59M-555. Jan.l2, 1752.




2.
the more remote distriets offenders were not punished.

Thus 1t is evident that in New France the land was for the
most part cultivated in rather small peasant holdings which
Jostled one another along the banks of the navigable rivers. The
most populous part was between Montreal and Quebec. At the
expense of being trite one may illustrate the point with the much-
quoted observation of Peter Kalm, the Swedish naturalist who
visited the colony in 1749. "The country on both sides of the
St. Lawrence," said he -—-- ‘Weould really be called a village,
beginning at Montreal, and ending at Quebec, which is a dlstance
of more than one hundred and eighty miles; for the farm houses are
never above five arpents, and sometimes but three, asunder, a few
places excepted".l

The habitant cultivated his land apparently with che sole object
of raising enough food for himself and his nuviaerous family and,
therefore, invariably engaged in mixed farming. On practically
every farm tnere was a kitchen garden where various sorts of
vegetables, e€specially onions, were grown. The garden usually
included fruit bushes, too, and some of the farms had small

orohards.z‘

In the flelds near the river grain was raised -

. Z |
maize, rye, barley, oats, and especially wheat.-* Wheat was the
staple crop of the colony, the wmore so because no notatoes were

grown. In 1758, in answer to the Minister's sugzestion that the

1. XKalm, Travels into North Aumerica,Vol.III,pp.80-81l.(London,1771.
Tr.by Forster) It is interesting to note that an officer in
Wolfe's army, Gapt.John Knox,also likened the countryside along
the river to a continuous village (Knox, An Historical Jovrnal
of the CGampaigns in North America, (Toronto, Champlain Soc.,1910)
Vol.II,p.bl2. Sept. 1760 |

2. Kadm, op.cit., Vol.III,pp.(9,119~-120,253.

3.  Ibid.,pp.158,253,290.




(3.
cultivation of potatoes should be introduced into 0anada in order
to supplement the wheat supply,l' Vaudreuil and Bigot pointed
out that the habitants were accustomed to gocod wheaten bread and
1f potatoes were introduced would fecd them only to their
animals.e' As for stock, the habitant raised cattle, pigs, a few
sheep, and poultry.

The impleuents is use were primitive and the methods careless.
The only implements, other than hand utensils, that the habitants
seem to have had were the plovgh and tae harrow, the latter a
clumsy wooden affair’ “that could hardly have been very effective.
The plough and the harrow were drawn sometimes by oxen harnessed
by the horns,u'but more usually by horses.S' The habitant
ploughed in the autumn but sowed only in the following spring.
Garden sced was set out early in hot beds and then transplanted.
The other sowing began usually in April, sometimes in May,
dependingz on the weather. Tne seed was scattered on tas ground

- ‘
and turned in by passing the harrow over it. ~° The hay harvest

7.

was begun in August and the wheat was cut in September.

Threshing was not done however until the Yarrilre saison',

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol. 107,pp.1u2—1l3. Linlstre & Vaudreuil
et Bigot. versa:.lles, Feb 21,1758,

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol. 103(1) p.3. Vaudreuil et Bigot au iinistre.
Juecee, Aus.8, 1758

E. Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,pp.189-15C.

L, Ibid., Vol.III,p.l88.

.  Rapp. "de 1'Arch.,1k23 192, p.2. dumcire sur 1'Etat de la

Nouvelle France (1757) (liission de Boumalnv1lle)

6. Ibid., 1920-1%21,pp.20-21. Boucault, Etat Présent du Canada.
(175F)  These hot beds way have been boxes frci which the tops
were taken when the sun shone. It is unlikely that they were
glass frames, for jlass was not cowmon in the country districts.
Acncrdlno to Kalm,w1ndows were nov glazed, but were covered with
oiled paper. (op.cit., Vol.III,p. 256)

7. Kalm, op.cit., Vol.III,p.157; Corres-G%n.,0%A,V0l.75,0.7",
Hoequart au iinistre. Sept. 7, 1l741.
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~

sometimes as late as the middle of December.-- When the habitant
had threshed his grain,[g;egfg?f%gg, ne carried it to the banal mill
o be ground. The hay, when it was cut and dried, was built
into haystacks in the meadows.2

The fields were not drained although, ac~ording to Kalm, they
seemed, sometimes, to have needed draining.z' The habitant
telieved in letting nature take its course. Every harvest he
saw that tine stubble fields held more weeds than straw yet never
attempted to weed hisgrain.u' His efforts to assist the pro-
duetivity of the soil stopped short with allowing the fields to
lie fallow at intervals, when the land was not ploughed and weeds

were allowed to flourish unrestrained.5 In some places not even
thig effort was made to refresh the soil.6' The worst ~ontra-
vention of good sehse however, was the habitants'! praectice of
disposing of the manure from the stables by the siuple expedient
_of dumping it into the river.’*  The result must have been, on the
whole, the progressive exhaustion of the soil and steadily, if
slowly, dwindling crops. And in faet Franquet remarked that the

land was lesgss fertile than it had been.g'

1. Gorres.G3n.,0"A,Vol.76,p.8l. Hoecquart au Ilinistre. Queten,
Dec. 17, 174%1;  Consid?rations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada.
(0ct.1758),».5. Printed in Historical Docyments,First Serieg
(Que. Lit. and Hist.Soec)
Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,p.l1l57.

<

Ibid.,pp.157-158. =~ | | |
Bigot au Ministre. Juebec, Sept.30,1749. Printed in Documents

relatine to gurrency,etc., (ed. by Adam Shortt) Vol.II,p.793.

AN Mo

5. Kalm, Travels,Vol.III,p.l1l58.

6. Ibid.,pp.51-=F2.

7. Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, p.181.
g. Ibid.
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Each habitant may have employed a system of cultivation
on his own farm roughly analogous to the manorial three-field
system. Kalm cbserved that all the hay meadows had formerly
been corn fields for the marks of the furrows were still vigible.l"
The fields may therefore have been given over successively to
graln and nay and then left fallow. The system, if it was
employed, probably had only very little regularity. For instance,
a field might have been left under hay for more than one year,
and grain fields might have been left fallow without the inter-
vening step of putting them under timothy.

Methods of stockralsing were still more slipshod. The
habitant had even less notion of scientific stockbreeding than
he had of scientific agriculture. On some of the selgniories
the cattle were pastured in common hcrd.2° Frequently, too, they
were turned out to graze on the fallow land where the growth

3.

conslisted almost entirely of weeds. In some cases all the

stock seems to have been turned out to forage for itself

!
between the end of harvesting and the first snow.L

One
example of the habitant's lack of management is the fact that
the sheep were allowed to breed at their own discretion. The

result was that a great number of lambs were born in February,

l. KXalm, Travels, Vol.III,pp.156-157.

2. Ordonnance de Bégon. Quebec,April 24,1723. Quoted .in Jodoin
et Vincent, Longueuil, p.220; Ord. des Int., M 29,Vol.XVI,p.30
Ordonnance de Hoocquart. Quebec, March 15, 1741. These
ordinances refer to commons provided by seigneurs for the
pasturage of the habltants' cattle. It 1s not clear whether
the provision of the field was obligatory; certainly the use of
it was not.

2. Kalm, ITravels, Vol.III,p.158.

. Reépertoire des Arréts (ed.by E.Z.Massigotte): p.100. Sept.23,
1790; p.107. May 8, 1745; p.110. May 6, 1747 (Ordonnances’de
de Monrepos). Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II: pp.393-394,
Quebee, Dec.29, 1724-7; p.&Ol. June 27’17)4.9 (Ordonnances de
Hoequart) .
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when the ground was covered with snow, so that the grXeater part
of them was lost and the rest had to be sheltered and provided
with _fodder, which was always scarce and dear.’

The beasts must inevitably have become secrub stock. Kalm's
evidence is not, therefore, surprising. He says "The cows
have --- been imported from France —---. Every body agreed that the
cattle, which were born of the original French breed, never grow
up to the same size.! And again, "The sheep degenerate here, after
they are brought from France, and their progeny still more so." 2.
This, Kalm was told, was the result of scarcity of fodder durking
the winter.”' It must also have been the result of careless
breeding. It was true, however, that the habitant would never
grow enough food to support many cattle through the winter. He
kept only a few beasts, and at the end of December slaughtered all
the 6thers, exposing the carcases to the frost when they became
fdures comme-pierre".u‘ When the harvest failed, as it did with
appalling frequency during our period, cattle died in the w@gter
for lack of fo0d.”* The habitant kept also a large numberAsf
horses, usually one for each male member of the family.6‘ With

a limited amount of feed, this practice naturally militated

1. Oonsidérations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0ct.1758),pp.8-9.
Printed in Higt.Doe,First Series, (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc)

2 Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,pp.188 and 189

Eo Ibid.

. Rapp. de l'Arch., 1920-1921, p.l}t Boucault, Etat Présent du
Ganada (175E5 ) |
5. e.g. Corres.Gén.,C"4,Vol.80,p.86. Varin au Ministre. Quebec,

June 26, 17U43. o

6. Rapp. de 1'Arch., 1923-1924,p.U2, Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bouganville); Franquet,
Mémoires et Voyages,pp.26-28; Corres.Gén.,C"A,¥ol.76,pp.194-195.
Mémolre sur le Commerce de Oanada (unsigned) (1741).
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against the ralsing of stock,but nothing could induce the
habltant to replace any of his horses by cattle.

The seignior in @anada probably cultivated his domain in much
the same manner as the habitant worked his land and grew much the
same Crops.

Gonditions must have varied slightly from locality to locality.
There is some evidence that better conditions prevailed in the
ecclesiastical seigniories than elsewhere. Dr. Munro, in his
book on the "Seigniorial System in Ganada" says "Not only were
the ecclesiastical seigniories among the most thickly populated,
but they were, as Gatalogne and others noted, among the best
cultivated and the best managed." 1. on the whole, however, it
seems safe to say that throughout our period, farming was
carried on in a hopelessly slipshod and ambitionless manner.
OGertainly in 1762 Burton and Murray,reporting on the Three Rivers
and the Quebeé governments, respectively, came to the general
conclusions that the land had not been cultivated as well as it
should have been and that the habitants were not much skilled in
husbandry.a.

It is evident that agriculture was not in a flourishing
condition at the best of tinmes. During the last twenty years
of the French régime, the colony experienced a good many of the

worst of times. In 1760 cultivation of the land was in a very

l. Op.cit., p.186. Gédé cde Gatalogne's report is printed in
Documents Relating to/8éigniorial Tenure, (ed. by W.B.Munro)
pp+9+-151. Dr. Munro does not divulge who. the "others" are.

In our period the church controlled 2,106,039 arpents of land
while laymen held fewer tham 6,000,000 arpents

2. Golonel Burton's Report,p.f3. Three Rivers,April,1762;

General Murray's Report,p.56.Quebec, June 5,1762. These reports

are printed in Documents relating to the Oonstitutional Higtory
of Canada (ed.by Shortt and Doughfy).
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much worse state than it had been in 1740, possibly than it had
ever been before. By 1760 a great deal of land had gone out of
cultivation and the supply of livestock was so seriously depleted
as to be practically non’existent.l' Dr. Munro finds that,
between the years of 1745 and 1760, "landswent out of cultivation,
or were for years left without proper care; many holdings and
even whole seigniories were abandoned; —--- in short, the whole
agricultural system became discrganized." e There is no doubt
that farming in New France was in a sorry condition by the end of
the French régime.

In Oanada, farming suffered a variety of hinderances. One
obstacle to progress was the number of saint's days that had to
be observed. Early in our period some attempt was made to remedy
the evil of too much religious celebration. In 1744, the Bishop,
acting on the Minister's suggestion,3' issued a mandement
transferring some 19 saint's days to Sunday, giving as his reason
the shortness of the farming season.u’

In 1751, when the use of ginseng root was in vogue in France
and its price had increased enormously, Qanadlans took to gathering
the herb to the complete neglect of their farms. This interruption
wa.s short lived, however, for the habitants; over anxious for
profits, sold the root improperly dried, with the consequence that
it was ineffective, and presently a great deal of the stuff could

not be disposed of by the merchants. The result was that 1752

1. Bougainville,Journal,pp.308-309. Sept.l0-Sept.22,1757. Printed
in the Rapp. de 1'Arech.,1923-192%; Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.104(1),p.1
165. Montcalm 3 Belle Isle. Montreal,April 12,1759; Lettres de
Lévis (Montreal, 1889) Levis 3 Belle Isle. July 1, 1760.

2. W.B.Munro, 8Seigniorial System,p.188.

%, Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.78(1),p.241. Ministre & 1'Eveque.
Versailles, April 17,174k,

“. Mandements des Eveques (ed.by Tetu and Gagnon)Vol.II,pp.lko-liz,
Que,b,eC,,, ,NOV. L"’ l « - ®
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l.
saw the complete cessation of the ginseng trade.

Possibly the most serious hinderance to extensive cultivation
of the land was the counter attraction of the fur trade. Many
young habitants disappeared into the wilderness, there to take up
the lives of coureurs de bois. Others, who remained on the land,
probably made occasional excursions into the up country, in con-
travention of government orders. 8%till others were quite
legally employed in the trads as voyageurs. How many coureurs de
bois there were it is impossible to say. G@ertainly there were
enough to disquiet the authorities, not only because they were
engaged illegally in the fur trade but also because they were not
engaged in farming.2' As for the voyageurs, one document of
rather dubious authenticity, states that each year the trade in
the up countiry required at least 1,000 men. 5- Bougainville,
writing in 1758, estimated that there were 2,000 voyageurs

s
——

1. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.98,p.401. Mémoire, signed Tachet (re-
presenting the marchants) (1752); Rapp.de l'Arch.,1923-192k,
p+56.. Mémoire sur 1l'Etat de la Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission
de Bougainville); Hist.Doc.,First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soch
Gonsidérations sur L'EtatPrésent du Canada, unsigned (Qct.1758)
pp.14-15; Mémoires du S - de 0 - , pp.26-28. These mémoires
are ascribed by M.Aegidius Fauteux, to the S.de OGourville,clerk
in the Marine and secretary to Vergor at Fort Beauséjour.

2.e.g.Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.I,pp.551-552. Declaration du Roi.
April,1737; -Ordres et Dépeches,B,V0l.85,p.37. Ministre & la
Jonquidre. Versailles,March 6,17ﬁ7; Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V01.100,
pp.3%2-35. Reglement pour le Commerce du Poste de Missilimakinac
(circular to all the posts) Issued by Duquesne. July 6,1755.

3, _ CGonsidérations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0ct.1758) p.2.
Hist.Doc., Firgt Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc).
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and engagés in the up country. All this meant a drain on the
man power of the farming community and must have militated against
the clearing and cultivation of new land. |

The fur trade absorbed the enterprising element of the fural
population and left a residue of habitants who were content to
live an ambitionless and lethargic life on their small farms.
We have already seen that the habitant, instead of branching out,
preferred trying to eke out a living on his too small patrimony.

The government was fully aware of the importance of agri-
culture in the establishment of a permanent colony,3' but nothing
that the authorities could do bestirred the hablitants to greater
efforts. We have already seen the result of the attempt to
introduce the cultivation of hemp.u‘ A similar attempt to
encourage the raising of flax met with a similar result. >-
Another effort was made to have tobacco grown for export; a con-
siderable amount had always been ralsed by the habitants for their
own consumption. Between the years 1739 and 1744 a quantity of
Canadian tobacco was shipped to France but the Farmers-General were
never satisfied with its preparation and the habitants were never
satisfied with the price. Neither the instructions of the
Famers-General for the correct method of preparation, nor the

L 53l e,
428

1. Bougainville, Journal,p.36l. Le 2,3, et U} septembre (1758,
Garillon). Printed in Rapp. de 1'Arch., 1923-192k,

2..- Supra,pp. (1-72.
3. e.gs Ordres et Dépéches,B: Vol.72,pp.98-99. Ministre a
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Versailles, April ﬁ, 1741,

Vol.83,p.155. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Versaillles, April 1, 17U46. ,

4., Supra, pp.66-69.

5. Oorres.Gén.,G A,Vol g81(2),p.497. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.2lt, 1744 Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.%83,pp.154-155.

Mémoire du Roy i Beaubarnois et Hoocquart, Versailles, April 1, 1746

P
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suggestion of Beauharnois and Hoequart that the price paid was
too low, ever succeeded in producing@;obacco that was fit for
consumption in Franée, or in raising the prices to what the habitants
would have considered a satisfactory level. The result was, of
course, that this scheme, too, was:abandoned, probably as early as
1745. L. Evidently, even in the middle of the eighteenth century,
none but Ganadians could smoke QGanadian tobacco. Knox found it
"wretched, insipid stuff" with no better taste than dried cabbage
leaves would have, which he attributed to the CGanadians' not

knowing how to cure it properly. #Insipid" is not perhaps the
adjective that we would apply to Canadian %shag".

The government met with no better success in its efforts to
have the excessive number of horses replaced by cattle. Projeets
to export horses to the West Indies fell through, partly because
Ganadian merchants were not interested, but more, perhaps, on

account of difficulties in transport and of the wér that broke out
ih 17&&.3' This was not the fault of the habitants. However,

1. CGorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.73,pp.29-30. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Oct. 25, 1740; Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.74(2)pp.255-
257. Ministre & Beauharnols et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April,
17, 1742; Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol(l),p.t31. Ministire a
Hocquart. Versailles, June 13, 1743:  Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.&0,
pp.10-13. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 19, 1743;

Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.(1),p.19%. - Ministre 2 Hocquart.
Versailles, March 30, 1744; Gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.81(2) p.513.
Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 27, 1744; Ordres et
Déptches,B,Vol.81,p.115. Ministre & Hocquart. Versailles,
Mar ¢h 31, 1745,

2. Qapt. John Knox, An Historical Journal of the Campaigns in
North America, (Toronto, Champlain Soc.,1914) Vol.II,pp.513-51Lk.
Sept. 1760.

3. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.193-194%. Mémoire sur le Commerce de
¢anada, (unsigned)174l; Ordres et Dépeches,B:Vol.70(1),pp.225-226.
Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hocquart. Marly,May 13,1740;
Vol.72,p.230. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hocquart. Marly,

May 12, 1741; Vol.74(2)pp.U00-401. Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois

et Hocquart, Fontainebleau, April 30,1742. vol. Lz 5!
Uinistre & Beavharnols et ﬁoé%uart% ?o%tainé%légiﬁ%k%q%g;i?n 38

Vol.87,pp.121-122. M émoire du Roy & Bigot. Versailles, Feb.2%,1748
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astempts to establish a trade in salt beef were equally unsuccessful,
this time because the habitants could not be induced to raise
enough cattle for export.l' In 1750, a last essay was made to
decrease the number of horses, this time by-introducing the
ralsing of donkeys, much less costly to rear and maintain. A start

2. but the plan went the way of

was made by importing six beasts,
its predecessors. The hablitants continued to maintain horses to
the detriment of stockraising.

Doubtless the apathetiec ;ttitude of the Qanadian farmer was,
to a certaln extent, a natural consequence of the paternalistic
attitude of the government. TFor example, in years of good
harvest the habitant enjoyed the bounty of Providence, in years of
bad he relied on the bounty of the King of France. He may have
come to feel that the two remole powers were synonymous and‘
equally beyond his control, so that he was not called upon to
depend upon himself. Neverthéless, although supplies always did
arrive from France ultimately, help did not always come so promptly
as to save the habitants from undergoing a good deal of suffering.
To cite only two instances: 1In October 1737, after a poor harvest,
Beauharnois and Hocquart requested seven or eight thousand quintals
of flour from France,B' doubtless expecting it to arrive as soon

as navigation opened. But the supplies did not reach New France

in time to prevent a good deal of mlsery in the late spring of the

;

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B:Vol.76(1),pp.371-373. Mémoire du Roy A
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 1743; Vol.&9,pp.&k-
85. Ministre a La Jonqui®re et Bigot. Versailles, April 11,1749.

2. Qorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.95,pp.67-6&8. La Jonquiére et Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 20, 1750.

%% BeauharnoiSEet Hoequart au Ministre. OQect. 20, 1737. Printed

in Select Documents in Oanadian Economic History, 1#97el783 (eqa.
by H.A.Innis) p.361. :
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following year. L. Again, in 1751, the harvest was very scanty,
and the -colony subsisted through the winter only with the greatest
difficulty.e' Shipments arrived from France in the middle of May,
but the quantity of flour sent was insufficient 5 and it was not

. Thus

until September that another provision ship reached Quebec.
the colony experienced a serious food shortage for almost - a year.
CGertainly the government did not succeed in making life so
comfortable for the * habitant that he suffered no consequence from
failure to provide adequately for himself.

The authorities probably did lessen the habitants' self reliance
by the careful attention they paid to having the land sown each
year. The Intendant kept himself informed of the state of the
harvest and acted according to the reports received. Acting with
the Governor, he bought up seed wheat, in years of crop faillure,
and put it in safe keeping until the spring, when 1t ﬁas dis-
tributed for planting to the habitants who needed it. Se The

practice was necesgsary for the immediate good of the colony but it

relieved the habitant of what should have been his own responsibilityfﬁ”

The backwardness of agriculture in New France is sometimes
ascribed, in part, to the seigniorial system. Admittedly the

system of land tenure did have its drawbacks. Dr. Munro points

1. Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebvee, May 12, 1738. Printed in
Seleet Documents, etc (Innis) p.362.

2, ~ OGorres. G%n.,0"4,V01.98,p.86. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, May 8,
1752. -

z Ibid., p.104.  Quebec, May 15, 1752.

b Ibid., p. 112. Quebec, Sept3 9, 17524

5e e.g. Moreau St. Méry Coll.,F’, Vol.XIII: pp.72-75. Ordonnance
de Beaubarnois et Hooquart. Quebec, March 27, 1742; pp.143-14g%,
Ordonnance de Beauharnois et Hoequart; Quebec, Mar ch 30, 1743,

Gorres. Gén., O¥A,Vol.98, pp.86-89. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
May &, 1752. etc.
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out that the shape of the grants led to the habitants' cultivating
the front of the farms and completely neglecting the remote part.
He adds "In more ways than one the peculiar configuration of the
farms seems to have militated against rotation of crops and to
have hindered agricultural improvements in general. Furthermore,
the fact that the children participated equally in inheritance to

en censive lands offered a temptation for them to remain at home

even after 1t had become apparent that their shares would be too
small to support them properly“.l' One cannot wholly subscribe
to this view of the causes of the situation. For instance, it is
not at all clear why rotation of crops should not have been
practised on the "ribbon" farms as well as on any other sort. Nor
would the shape of the grants or the rules of succession have
presented, to a progressive pecple, insuperable barriers to extensive il
tilling of the land. The conclusion is rather that the
pecullarities of the selgniorial system lent themselves to abuse
by an unprogressive people.

Nor is 1t evident that the habitants efforts were seriotisly
hampered by the exactionsof the seignior. The "cens" was a
purely nominal charge 2'While the "rentes", although a real

been

financial obligation,j‘ does not seem to have/so large as to be

completely crushing.

According to the Qustom of Paris, the seignior was entitled to
a certain number of days of "ecorvée", or féncedaabour, from his
censitaires, provided he had stipulated for thém in the title deeds

of the lands he had granted. Dr. Munro suggests that, in the

e

\

1. Munro, Seigniorial System, pp.&3-8l.
2. Munro, Seigniorial System, p.&5

3' Ibido, p-93-
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eighteenth century, a number of seigniors were exacting the corvée,

whether it had been stipulated for or not. 1. In the records

between 1740 and 1760, I have found no reference to the corvée,

which might indicate that the exaction of forced labour had been
dropped by 1740. But, if so, it is odd that such an occurrence,
even if the change were gradual, should pass without comment, or

at least without comment that writers on the seigniorial system

would seem to have found. It is more probable that the corvée

did continue in our period but was so little burdensome that

it evoked no. protest from the Qanadian habitant, who seems

usually to have been articulate enough when he felt himself wronged.;.}f
Munro, writing of a period rather earlier than ours, puts the
maximum amount of corvée demanded at six days per year.2°

The seignior's'"right" to maintain a banal mill on his seigniory
was also something of an obligation. That is to say, it was ayf

o
monoply which he could not retain if he did not make use of it.

If a seignior failed to provide a grist mill, any private individualiﬁf
might do so and acquire the banal right for all time. 3+ For

example, in 1731 the habltants of the seigniory of Saint Michel de

la Durantaye were granted permission to build a mill at their own

expense if their selignior did not set to work to repalr the one

b,

already in existehce.

Dr. Munro believes that the law was not enforced to any

1. Munro, Seigniorial System, p.1l28.
3. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.I,pp.255-256. Arrét du Oomseil d'Etat ! |l
du Rol.  Versailles, June 4, 1686. Not publighed in Canada I
until Januvary and February, 1707. ) )
b, Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II,pp.519-520. Ordonnance de Hoequart. i
Quebec, Feb.1l8, 1731. !




appreciable extent after 1711, "for! he says, "it is certain Al
il :’i;

that many seigniors neither built their mills nor were deprived %J
|

of their rights". He adds that the habitants, with the consent

of their seignior, used the mill of an adjoining seigniory

when it was convenient. L. In any case, it is apparent that,

in general, habitants did not suffer from lack of milling

facilities. If some did, they had legal redress. The

2

Intendant was readily accessible”*and the habitants were not

averse to taking their troubles to law. For example, four
habitants of the Riviére de . Sud, who claimed that the banal
mills were in a bad state of repair and were inadequate in

capacity, carried the case against thelr seignior from the

local judge, through the courts of the Prév6té of Quebec
and the Oonseil Supérieur, to the Conseil d'Etat in France.B‘

Under the selgniorial system, the habitants were certainly as *f
well provided with grist mills as, and probably better than,
they would have been had they been left to their own devices.

This banality may, on the whole, have tended to encourage

agriculture. In any case, it seems unlikely that it had the

opposite effect. 8o much for the more negative side of the

argument.

1. Munro, Seigniorial System, p.108.

2% 8.g. Hoequart sat twice a week for summary examination of
the disputes of habitants of the government of Quebec.
Michel, when he took up his duties as "Sous-Intendant" at
Montreal was advised to do likewise. (Ordres et Dépéches,B,
Vol.76(1),p.179. Ministre 3 Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Versailles, April 15, 1743).

3. Edits et Ordonﬁancesl,Vol.II,pp.219-212. Arrét du COonseil o
Supérieur. Nov.1l2, 1742; Oorres.Gen.,G"A,Vol.Sl(l),pp.115—f@,‘
119. Morin au Ministre (17&3). Morin was one of the habitante ||}
concerned: Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.8l,p.171. Minlstre & i
Beauharnols et Hocquart.\Versaiiles, April 26, 1745, The L‘xf

habitants finally lost the case.
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On the positive side, there was one element in the seigniorial
system that definitely made for increased cultivation of the land.
Legally, land in Qanada could not be held for speculation. All
concessions, seigniorial or habitant, were liable to revocation
if they were not settled and cultivated within a year from the
date of the grant.l In the case of the habitants, this decree
seems to have been to a large extent enforeced. In 1732,
Beauharnois and Hocquart reported that the re-annexation, to the
seigniorial domain, of more than four hundred habitant holdings
had been decreed since 17_29.2

Bubsequent to 1732, numerous

revocations were ordered, almost up to the close of the French
régime. 5
The regulation seems to have been less effective in the case of
seigniorial grants. Apparently nothing much was done until 1741,
when seventeen seigniories in the Lake Champlain distr?ct were

A number of these were afterwards

5.

forfeited to the Orown. 1
regranted to theilr original owners. Dr. Munro believes that this j;vf
wholesale confiscation "encouraged the others" to give more |

6

attention to the development of their seigniories,” "but on what

evidence this opinion is based he does not make clear. However,
if seigniors did hold land for speculative purposes, 1t is not

evident that the seignlorial system lent itself to the practice

Edits et Ordonnances ,Vol.I,pp.324-~326.
Marly, July 6, 1711.

Beauharnois et Hoocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 1, 1732.
Printed in Documents Relating to the Seigniorial Tenure in
Ganada(ed.by W.B.Munro) (Toronto, Champlain SOC.,leS)p.177.
3. Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.III. Between pp.290 and H410. The

last ordinance is dated March 17, 1758.

L., ©Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II,pp.555-561. Ordonnance de

“* Beauharnols et Hooquart. Quebec, May 10, 1741,

1. The'Arr8ts de Marly".

o

5. Munro, Seigniorial System, p.50
6. Ibid.




any more than any other system would have done.

Unquestionably, the seigniorial system involved a rigid land
system and a paternalistid“sooial syetem, both of which must have
tended to destroy initiative in the habitant. It conferred a
certain number of material benefits on him but, perhaps, lessened
his ambition. It was, in general, a system that was not cal-
culated to stimulate a lethargic people.

The habitant owed certain obligations to the King as well as to
the seignior. He paid no direct tax in money but he was subject
to the "Kingts corvée". This involved building or repairing roads
and bridges in summer and keepling the roads open in winter. Ti?§78t
does not seem to have been oppressive.l° One other obligation
which the habitant owed to the King, namely, militla service,
will be discussed later.

In brief, the circumstances that accounted for the condition of
agriculture in the colony in normal times were: too much religious
celebration; the short-lived ginseng trade; and, above all, the
fur trade. The seigniorial system did not so much discourage as
fall to stimulate. The paternalistic policy of the government
was in part the cause, an@gholly the result, of the ambitionless
attitude of the habitants{ The two major factors were the
absorption of the enterprlsing element by the fur trade, and the
vegetative apathy of the rest of the rural population.

These facts, however, do not explain the very 1low level that
farming in Oanada had reached by 1760. That was the result of

2.

extraordinary circumstances. In twenty years “°the colony had

\

1. Munro, Seigniorial System,p.l33. The author points out that

this “corvée“ did not differ essentially from the "statute
labour" ed on the farmers in some parts of Canada,to-day.

2. o'eec'a.u e it egfiié"cctlél | Tbhe fmftveosntlffir} 16?6 does not concern us iy




&9,

eight crop failures,l‘ twelve harvests which were presumably of

1. 1741.

1742,

1743,

1748,

1751.

1756.

1758.

dtavoine."

1757,

Moreau St. Méry €oll., FB, Vol.l3,pp.72-75. Ordonnance
de Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, Mareh 27, 1742. In
this year export of flour was forbidden and seed bought
for distribution.

Qorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.77,pp.15-17. Beauharnois et Hocquart
au Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 17, 1742. This harvest was
worse thah the preceding one as a result of the devasta-
tion wrought by caterpillars, fogs and excessive heat.

In the Three Rivers government, 50 minots of seed
planted by the Ursulines yeilded only 80 minots of
wheat. The minot is 1. 072 bushels.

Gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.79,pp.38-40. Beauharnois et
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 1L, 1743, This year
the crop was still worse than it had been in 1742. The
ears of wheat were so scantily filled that 15 or 20
sheaves produced only one minot of grain. A number of
habitants did not get back as much as they had planted.
Throughout this time the prohibition to export had re-
mained in force.

Gorres. Gen. CtA,Vo0l.92;: p«l7. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Sept.7, 17 8 pp.23%-2 Bigot au Ministre. (1748.
Written some time between Sept.7 and the close of navi-
gation.) Excessive heat in the summer of this year dried
the wheat before the ears had properly formed.Vegetables,
too, suffered. The result was a scanty harvest,
especially in the Quebec government, but the situatlon
was not as bad as 1t had been in the years 1741-1743,

Ocorres.Gém.,C"A,V0l.98,pp.86-89. Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, May &, 1752. This year the harvest was so bad
that Bigot had the greatest difficulty in providing for
Montreal and Quebec during the course of the winter. In
the Montreal government many parishes did not reap
enough to last them more than four months. The Intendant
estimated that a fifth of the habitants in the Quebec
government would not be able to sow for lack of seed.

Montcalm, Journal, p.12l. November, 1756. Of this
harvest Montcalm says, "La récolte ayant été beaucoup
plus mauvaise qu'on ne croyoit, on est embarrassé pour
les subgistances.-—~-

Quebec, le peuple y mangue, pour ainsi dire, de pain,
et 1'on a été obligé de méler la farine de pois et

|

Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.102,p.186. Vaudreuil a: Ministre.
Sept. 12, 1757. As a result of a cold wet summer, the
harvest was even worse than 1t had been the year before.

Montcalm,Journal,p.*92.Dec.18,1718. "La rérolte moins

abondante dans la, colonie et prinoipalement dans le
gouvernment de Québec, qu'on ne 1l'avoit eru'.
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average excellence, and only one bumper year. 1. In years of
scanty harvest the authorities did their best to save t@e colony
from the consequences. They forbade‘éxport, sometimes even sealing
the mills, and bought up seed wheat for redistribution.c* But,
notwithstanding the efforts of the government, crop failure meant
a disorganlsation of agriculture. For example, as we have
already seen, stock had to be slaughtered or died for lack of
fodder during the winter.>* Again, not always enough seed could
be secured to supply everyone. Land went out of cultivation in

1743 on this account.u'

After the scanty harvest of 1751, the
Intendant, as usuval, bought up wheat by authority. Nevertheless,
in the spring of 1752, he estimated that one fifth of the habitants
in the government of Quebec would not be able to sow for lack of
seed.5‘ Again, in 1757,6' and in 1758 7there is evidence that
land went out of cultivation for the same reason, in spite of the
distributions made by Bigot.

In these last years of the French régime the condition was
aggravated by the war. Increased demand coincided with a
succession of bad harvests. From 1756, an average force of over

three thousand Regulars had to be supported, as well as varying

numbers of militia and savages, who must be supplied while on

1. 1747. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.%9,p.20. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov. 3, 17U47.

2, Infra pp.101-102,109-110,112-113. .
E’o Stlgra-p-76
. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.79,p.t. Beauharnois et Hoecquart au Ministre

Montreal, June 17, 1743.
. Ibid., Vol.98,pp.86-89. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, May &,1752.
. Bougainville, Journal, p.263. Du 12 au 15 (mai,1757). Printyed
in Rapp.de 1'Arch., 1923-1924.

. TIbid., p.220. du 12 (mai, 1758).
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service at least. The colony had also to provide for a number

of Acadian refugees. With communications with France
obviously hampered, when they were not entirely cut off, the
colony was, to a large extent, thrown back on its own limited
resources.

During our period, the colony was in a state of open warfare
with its English neighbours between the years 1744-1748 and 1756-
1760. The intervening period, 1748-1756, was only an armed
truce. Technically, New France and the Amerigan colonies were not
at war. Actually, they were not at peace. This long period of
hostility made serious demands on the time and energy of the
habitants, for every man in the colony, between the ages of
sixteen and sixty, was liable for military service.

In the first of the two wars, military activities were con-
fined to g;pg@it}ons to Acadia and descents upon the outlying
English settlemeﬁts. No Regulars were sent out from France and
the war parties were composed of militia and Indians, mostly the
latter. It is not clear how many Qanadians were sent on these
raiding expeditions, but certainly the absence of any part, however
small, of the rural population, did not make for improvement in
agriculture. However, the adverse effects do not seem to have
been so serious as to have called forth comment from any of my
authorities.

The succeeding years saw the blossoming of a project to hold the

Belle Riviére against what the French considered to be English

encroachment. It was then, if Vaudreuil's statements are

R

1. Moreau St. Méry Goll., F2, Vol.ll,p.U22. Bigot au Ministre.

Quebec, Sept. 3, 1756; Vaudreuil au Ministre. July 14,1757
’ L

Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, VO1l.XX
(1930), p.50. ’ e
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are accurate, that the adverse effects of the militia system
on the progress of agriculture began really strongly to be felt.
The Governor writes in 1755, after the first detachment of
Regulars has arrived from France, that the colony can feed any
number of men that the King will be pleased to send, provided the
lands are fully cultivated. The habitants are exhausted, however.
Those who have taken up land for the last several years have not
been able even to clear it, for these newcomers have been called
out for service in preference to the more prosperous habitants.
Vaudreuil closes with the vigorous and sweeping statement that
"L'établissement de la Belle Rividre est la cause directe de la
ruine des habitans, il y en est mort un plus grand nombre que nous
ne pouvons en perdre pendant plusieurs années de guerre et cela
(je ne puis vous le cacher) parce qutils ont été forcés sans
aucuns des ménagements que 1l'humanité exige & faire le portage des
ballots et autres effets qul avoient un principe tres opposé au
bien du service".l’ This may be an overstatement of the case
for Vaudreuil was strongly prejudiced in favour of the Qanadians;
he might well exaggerate thelr sufferings in order to picture
them as hé;oic martyrs to the ambitions of France. The evidence
of his predecessor, Duquesne, however, supports his statement in
part, and Duguesne was a hard-bitten little man, harshly critical
of the militia and with no sympathy to waste on the habitants.
According to a letter of this Governor, one detachment of
Canadians underwent the labour of transporting supplies over

two portages, of seven and three leagues respectively, while the

Al

1. Gorres.bén,,C“A,Vol.lOO,pp.l53-15u. Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Montreal, Oct. 30, 1755.
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fifty-five horses which had been provided either died or were worn

1.

out. Evidently the Ganadians outhorsed the horses.. Dugquesne

describes this detachment, on its return, as being"n'étant composée
que de spectres® as a result of the hardship it had suffered.g'
Furthermore, this expédition certainly coincided with the harvest,
and, possibly, with sowing, too.

In 1755, Dieskau's force included 1600 Ganadians. The levy of
militla evidently fell most heavily on the Montreal government for
350 habitants from the governmentsof Quebec and Three Rivers had
to be sent up to Montreal to gather the harvest.> " N

In 1756 war was declared. More Regulars, under the command
of Montcalm, were sent out and fighting began in real earnest.
Militia were pressed into service for transport and for scouting
and raiding expeditions, besldes being draughted for the main
campaign each summer.

From 1756 to 17598, most of the militia who were used in the
three principal campaigns, served only betweewkhe time of sowing
and that of harvesting. But even if the plaﬁting and reaping of
wheat were not interrupted, the earlier hay harvest must have
suffered, and gardens and fields been neglected. Certainly the
summer campalgns precluded any possibility of new land being

brought under cultivation. It 1s also to be remembered that,

although the casualties among the militia do not seem to have

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol..99,pp.40-41. Duguesne au Ministre.
Quebec, Nov. 2, 1753. The reference is to the detachment,
commanded by Marin, dispatched to the Ohio frontier,% q%% v o
spring of 1753. This party built Forts Presqu'isle/“g ﬁﬁdeu .
With the apggoach of winter 300 men were kept to garrison these
forts and/r sent home.

2o Duquesne au Ministre. Montreal, Nov.29,1753. Printed in the

Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, Vol. XX(1914),p, 115.

Aégfres,?én.,C“A ,V01.100,p.202. Bréard au Ministre. Quebec,




oL,
been excessively numerous, there were/ﬁgg?éénggmgho never re-
turned to their farms.

Some of the other activities did coincide with the two most
important seasons. To. give only two examples: 1In the spring
of 1756, Vaudreuil employed a great number of Ganadians to
transport provisioﬁs to the posts that lay on the route to Fort
Duquesne, leavipg the sowing of the land of the absentees to the
men who remained in the parishes.1° After Bradstreet's capture
of Fort Frontenac on August 27, 1758, the panic-stricken Governor
decided to garrison a camp at La Présentation with 1500 militia to
protect the colony from a descent of the enemy by way of the

lakes. 2.

All this activity was going on at a time when the
harvesting of the crop should havqu under welgh. The opinion

was expressed in some quarters that the harvest in 1758 would be very
small on account of the interruptions suffered at the sowing and
reaping seasons.B' And the 8. de OGourville writes, with reference
to 1758, "I1 ntétoit pas extraordinaire que la récolte n'efit pas

b

été abondante, les habitants ne pouvant travailler & leurs terres".
Colonel Wood estimates that the total number of militiamen

available in any emergency was scarcely 15,000 and that, except in

5.

1759, there were never 5,000 under arms together. Even so, -

P

1. OCorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.101,pp.k8-149, Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Montreal, June 15, 1756.

2. Ibid., Vol.103(1),p.182. Vaudreuil au Ministre. Montreal,
Sept. 2, 1758.

3. Ibid.,Vol.103,(2),p.564. Mémoire,unsigned (1758). Evidently
a résumé of a number of letters received from the colony,
probably, K those of Vaudreuil and Doreil. '

b, Mémoires du S. de Gourville, p.123%. Printed in Hist.Doc.,First
S8eries (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc.)

5. W.Woog, Fight for Canada (Fourth edition. Toronto, 1906)
pp . 63=64,
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the removal of almost a third of the most able-bodied section of
the population must have entailed the serious neglect of farming.
On one occasion, Vaudreuil estimated that there were not more than
8,000 militiamen left in the countryside.l' And there was no
one at home to replace the men gbsent on service, for there is
little doubt that farming required the efforts of the whole
family.e’ The situation was serigus enough to cause the Bishop
to authorize the curés to allow work on Sundays and Saints!' days
and to urge them to help with sowing and harvesting thémselves.B'

In 1759, the levy of habitants was greater than ever before.
In July Montcalm reported that half of his militia were old men,
or children who had never been to war before.u° The Montreal
government was so depopulated that the crop had to be gathered by
a common effort. Even the %ownspeople were pressed into service,
for the government was divided into districts, confided to
inspectors drawn from the ranks of the'most honest bourgeoisie!
who remained in Montreal. The parish curés were urged to exhort
everyone to help, and old men and boys, women and girls, all
turned out. That the work was done on a community basis is
evident from the fact that the ingpectors were warned that the
rich must not be favoured more than the poor but everyonel!s crop

gathered alike. Although some habitants were sent back from the

1. GOorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.103(1),pp.330-331. Mémoire,signed
Vaudreuil. Montreal, Nov.3, 1758.
2. For example, Kalm observed that women worked in the fields.
(Travels, Vol.III,p.193).
Mandements des Evéques, Vol.II,p.110. Feb.15,1759.
Montcalm & Bougainville. Quebec,July 15, 1759. Printed in
DoEghty and Parmelee 8iege of Quebec (Government edition) Vol.IV,
.k, —

N
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Lac Saint Sacrement frontier: to help, the work,went slowly for
lack of labour until Levis arrived, en route for the rapids above
Montreal, and left 356 of his militia to make sure that all the

harvest was gathered.l'

This description serves to show how
great a disruption the ordinary procedure of farming suffered.

The final disastrous result of the war was the laying waste
of the cbtes below Quebec. Pontbriand wrote in November 1759,
"Les camﬁagnes ne fournissent point de ressources - - - -, toute
la cSte de Beaupré et 1l'isle d'Orléans ont été détruites avant la
fin du sidge, les granges, les maisons des habitants, les
presbitaires ont été incendiés, les bestiaux qul restérent, enlevés ,
ceux qul avoient été transportés au dessus de Quebec ont presque
tous été pris pour la subsistance de notre armée de sorte que le
pauvre habltant qui retourne sur sa terreaveec =2 feime et ses enfants
sera obligé de se cabanner 3 la fagon des sauvages, leur recolte
qu'ils n'ont pu faire qu'en donnant la moitié sera exposée aux
injures de ltair, ainsi que leurs animaux, les caches qu'on avoit
fait dans les bois ont été decouvertes par l'ennemi et par 13
l'habitant est sans hardes, sans meubles, sans charrues et sans
outils pour travalller la terre et couper le bdis. — = = = =

De ltautre c6té de la Rividre , au sud, il y a environ 36 lieues
de pays établis qui ont ét& & peu pris egalement ravagés et qui

contenoient 19 paroisses dont le plus grand nombre a été détruit. 2.

It might be argued that this description is exaggerated because

l. Mémoires du S.de Qourville,pp.158-159. Printed in Hist.Doc.,
First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc); Oorres.Gén., C¥A,Vol.104(1),

pp.93~98. Rigaud de Vaudreuil au Ministre. Montreal, Sept,13,1759.
Rigaud was Governor of the Montreal government.

2. Corres.@én.,C"A,Vol.104(2),pp.553~555. Description Impar faite
le la Mis®re du Oanada, par 1'Evéque de Québec. Montreal, Nov.§
1 fy%%'P%ptbrland ’
759. Enclosed with a letter/to e Minister. Montreal,
Nov.9,1759. pp.849-550. .
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the Bishop makes it his ground for an appeal -to the charitable
for assistance. The evidence, however, is substantiated by
letters and journals of English officers. For example, Qaptain
John Knox describes the burning of houses and ecrops on the north
shore, and, later, mentions the return of two detachments with
a great deal of plunder and a report of having burned eleven
hundred houses and several hundred acres of corn. L.

In the following year habitants began to drift back to the
lands below Quebec and the numerous deserters from the army at
Montreal presumably returned to the Q@tes. But the war was not
over and a great many militia remained under arms at least until
Levis'retreat from Quebec in May, 1760. Demands were still being
made on whatever small resources of cattle and wheat the
habitants had 1eft.2’ Moreover, 1759 did not see the last of
the devastation of the countryside. For example, in August, 1760,
Murray, coming up the river with his fleet, made a descent on
Sorel and laid waste the greater part of the parish.3°

We have seen that, during our period, 40% of the harvests

were meagre; that a much lncreased demand was made on the produce

1. Knox, Historical Journal (Toronto, Champlain Soc.,191!) Vvol.II:
p.56. Sept.l, 17/59; p.1%36. Sept. 20, 1759. See also
The Montresor Journals, (Ed. by G.D.Scull. New York Historiecal
Soclety CGollections, 188l) pp. 229-231. Oapt.John Montresor
to Col. James Montresor. Quebec, Oct. 5, 1759. One of the
letters, writtem in journal form,which together make up
Montresor's journal of the siege.

2 Pitces Militaires, p.213. Mémoire, signed Vaudreuil. April 16,
1760; Lettres de Vaudreuil, p.195. Vaudreuil 3 Lévis. May 19,
1760; Lettres de Lévis, p.324, Lévis & Vaudreuil. May 25,1760;
Lévis. Journal, p.303. Sept.6, 1760; Oan. Arch.Report, 1905,
Vol.I(%Ys p.6. Vaudreuil A Dumas. Montreal, March 16, 1760:
p.1%. Dumas & Vaudreuil. March 13, 1760; p.19 Dumas 2 ’
Vaudreuil. Mach 24,1760; p.27. Dumas 2 Vaudreuil. April 18,1760.

3» Knox, Historical Journal (Toronto, Champlain Soc.,191h)
Vol.II, p.50%. Aug.21l and 22, 1760.
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of the farms; that, from 1745, habitants were almost constantly
required for militia service; and finally, that a considerable
part of the countryside was ravaged. It is not surprising,
therefore, that agriculture in New France, unprogressive at the
best of times, had sunk to an exceptionally low level by the

close of the French régime.

II. Agricultural. Trade.

In years of normal abundance, the habitant disposed of his
surplus produce by carrying it into the market place of the town
or by selling it to local shopkeepers or to the agents of
some dealer in foodstuffs.

The local authorities tried, not always successfully, to
restrict this trade to the market places. For example, in 1745
complaints were made that habitants, bringing their goods into
Quebec, were met by a crowd of townspeople before they reached the
square. Then a wild scramble ensued until the carts were empty.
This the authorities felt to be regrettable, since it deprived the
less agile of a chance to buy what they needed, and they ordered

1. The

that the goods should be sold only on the market.
objeet of this ordinance was only to restore order but another
ordinance, issued in 1746, gives evidence of forestalling and

regrating. Oertain individuals met the habitants coming into

town on market day,/ggén went into the c6tes, and bought up the

AN

1. Moreau St. Méry Goll.,F3, Vol. 13, pp.245-217. Ordonnance.
duuLieutgnant Général de la Prévoté de Québec. Quebec,May 19,
1745,
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supplies, which they then res¢ld in the towns at é much higher

1.

price. However, in spite of these abuses, it seems probable

that most of the selling was done in a normal fashion on the

market places. An ordinance of Monrepos gives some details of how
the marketing was arranged in Montreal. The sleighs, loaded

with wood, hay, and straw were to be left on the "place de la
parolsse!} while the carts were to be ranged around the four sides
of the market square, at a distance of two feet from one another
and leaving.a space of twelve feet for the passage of pedestrians
and vehicles. 2.

Meat was sometimes sold on the market place by the habitants
and at other times its sale was limited to a number of butchers
who went into the country to buy their supplies.z'

The habitant might also dispose of his produce to the shop-
keepers who set up in somé of the rural parishes. These merchants
evidently did a thriving trade to judge from the vigor of the
complaints of the "négoeciants" of Quebeec One of thelr grievances
was that the country merchants bought up food stuffs which would
otherﬁise have been sold at a reasonable price on the market place
and then exploited the needs of the townspeople. k. This
complaint was voiced by the syndic of the Quebec merchants in 1741

1. Moreau St.Méry Goll.,F2,Vol.13,pp.285-286. Quebec,April 13,1746
2. Répertoire des Arréis,etc. (ed.by E.Z Ma331ootte)o 112. Jan.11,
1748,
3, Ord.des Int 1M31, Vol. .XVIII,pp.93-95. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Dec.22,1745; M33,Vol.XX,pp.177-178. Ordonnance de Bigot.
Sept.18, l75é Répertoire des Arr®ts etec: p.108. Ordonnance
de Beauharnois et La Rouvilli2®re (Spus - Intendant de Montred.)
June 4, 174 5; p.110. Ordonnance de Monrepos. dJune 1, 17U47.
4. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,pp.t-15,23-25, Mémoire, 8. Desauniers,

sindic des négoceants de Québec, 4 Beaubarnois et Hoecquart. 1741,
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and was repeated by Franquet some twelve years later.l

A considerable quantity of wheat and/giher commodities was
also bought locally for the King'!s service. The~authorities 2.
arranged with contractor;’to supply the necessary provisions,
flour,meat, and vegetables, for the Stores at prices that were fixed
each year. The esontracts were not given on the basis of the
lowest tender but were bestowed upon some individual. Hocquart,
evidently in answer to some ministerial criticism, maintained that
the method of public adjudication would not be satisfactory and
implied that he favoured only the most deserving. 5. This
practice obviously lay open to abuse and it seems highly probable
that monopoly existed from the beginning of our period.

When Bigot came to Canada in 1748 he found that the storekeeper
at Three Rivers had always had the furnishing of provisions for
the Stores in that government and that the office had been handed
down in his family from father to son for eighty years. A
similar practice had long existed in Montreal and Quebec.u’

Some compla.int:s of monopaly had been made in Hoecquart's régtme;
after 1748 they continued to be made while the Minister continued
to urge Bigot to adopt the method of publiec adjudication.5'

1. Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages,p.l54

2.i.e. The Intendant and Oontroller,acting together,in Quebec,and.
the "Sous Intendant! in Montreal. T

3.  Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.58-59,Hocquart au Ministre.Quebec,
Oct.30,1741. The Minister,in reply,acquiesced although he was
not convinced of the soundness of the arrangement.(Ordres et
Dépéches,B,Vol.74(2),p,143. Ministre & Hocquart.Versailles,
Feb.27, 1702). " |

4. Mémoire pour Bigot t.II,p.ll. Similar evidence with reference
to Montreal is given in the Mémoire pour le Sieur Martel,pp.25-26.

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B;:Vol.S&p.ﬂ. Ministre & Bigot.Versailles,
April 11, 1749,.V0l.93,pp . t3-th Ministre & Bigot .Versailles Vay,7,
1 5lgV01-95gp -110-112. Ministre & Bigot. Versailles, ¥a 1§ o

Vol. . - .. Mini 3 1 .
Vo194, BE 1I8-tE dnniekzeataloget Vermities June 18,3531 %
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There is no doubt that the contracts for supplying the King's
Stores were in the hands of Bigot's favourites. Monopoly existed
sutrrogwhntil 1757. In that year it emerged into the open when
Cadet, éne of the Intendant's clique, contracted to supply all the
provisions for the service and was given the title of "Munitionmaire
- Général®, Although Oadet's name alone appears, the SS.Péan,
Morin, Corperon, and Pénissault were associated with hip. 1. It
was, of course, the contractors and not the habitants who
pocketed most of the profits.

The factors that governed the extent of this local trade were
simply the laws of supply and demand and, in the latter years of
our period, the depreciation of the ecolonial currency.

During the first few years, when the harvest failed three
times 1n successlon, voluntary trade practically ceased. But;
"trade" was forced upon the reluctant habitants by the hand of
authority. For example, in the fall of 1742, after the
second crop failure, very little wheat or flour was coming into
Quebec, and Beauharnois and Hocquart, describing the situation
to the Minister, declared that they would take steps to bring
as much into the markets as possible "using there a just
authority".g' And, in fact, agents were sent into the cdtes to

have two or three thousand minots of wheat threshed for tﬁe

subsistance of the town and for the furnishing of the King's

1. Mémoire pour M.J-H.Péan,pp.125-136; Mémoires du S.de Oourville,
ppk2,b—69. Printed in Hist.Doc., First Series (Que.Lit. and
Hist.Soc.); Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.93,p.%3. Ministre au
Bigot. Versailles, May 7, 1751.

2. QGorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.77,pp.46-U47. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec,Oct.26,1742.
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1.

stores. The following year similar measures were taken, this

time to buy up three to four thousand minots.z‘

As Hocquart pointed out, it was a delicate business to take
from the Babitants part.of the grain which they needed for their
own subsistancez‘ However, in order to see that no one should
escape contributing, Boisclerc, "Grand Voyer", who had been sent
to collect wheat, drew up a statement, in conjunction with the
militia captain and the curéd in each parish which he visited, of
exactly how much could be taken justly from each habitant. These
"etats de ripartition" were to be executed by:the local oaptain.u'
In 1744, the S.Est®be, who was sent to buy flour in the cétes
of Beaupré and of the Ile d'Orléans, was authorize9 to have the
militia captains inspect the granaries of those wh; refused to
contribute, and he himself was to seize any wheat he would find
in mills, situvated in those districts,that were owned by various
inhabitants of Quebec.B‘

The return of better times coincided with an increased demand

for provisions as a result of the war (1744-1748), and the royal

purchases and prices increased together.6' After 1748 prices

1. Inv.des Qrd.,Vol.III,pp.31-32.0ct.30,1742; Gorres.Gén.,C"A,
Vol. 77,p723 Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Nov.6, 1 |

2. Proées verbal de Lanouillier de Boisclere,Grand Voyer. (Qect.

1743) Printed in the Bulletin des Recherohes Historiques,

Vol.XXXVI(1930)p.190. :
. Gorres.@én.,C"A,Vol.80,p.3. Hoequart au Minlstre. Quebec,
Oct.1l4, 1743,

ord.des Int., M30, Vol.XVII,pp.168-169. Qrdonnance de
Hoequart. Quebec, Oct.ll, l?ﬁ}

Inv.des Ord., Vol. III,pp 59-60. July 3, 1744,

Gbrres Gen.,C"A,Vol &8,p.10. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,

Sept. 2, 174 1.

o\ = W
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remained high and the habitant was anxious to sell.l' There is
no evidence that any new land was Wought under cultivation as a
result of the larger demand but probably most of the land already
cleared was given over to wheat.a’ Apparently the habitants
deprived themselves for the sake of the high prices their produce
would fetch.. ©Kalm, writing in 1749, declared that the country
people were M"content with meals of dry bread and water, bringing
all other provisions, such as butter, cheese, flesh, poultry,
eggs, &2. to town, in order to get money for them"

The ecrop failure of 1751 put an end to this flourishing trade
and the authorities had once more to resort to their customary
means of buying provisions by authority.u' The preparations
made for the Regulars who were sent out in 1755,5' must have
revived the tradé a little but the suvsequent years of shortage
again ended any voluntary attempt to supply the market. During
this second war period the demand was probably greater than it
had ever been before and the colony was not in a condition to
supply 1t. The result was that the habitants were subjected to

6.
repeated levies of foodstuffs that they could ill aford to spare.

-

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V01.92,p.98. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.7,
1748;  Vol.97,p.219. La Jonquidre au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.5,

1751.
2. of. supra p. 068.

a. Kalm, Travelsg Vol.IIIl,p.1l92

. Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.98,pp.%6-89. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
May 8, 1752.

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.101,p.132. Ministre a Varin.
Versailles, Feb, 17, 1755.

6. e.g. Montcalm, Journal: p.222.June Eu-28,1757; p.33%0. Jan.21,
1758; Lévis, Journal, pp.l72-173. Feb.9 - March 12, 1759; see
also supra, p.9 Etc.
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The situation was made more difficult by the habitants! very
Just sugpicions of the paper money. There is little doubt that
habitants hid cattle and grain rather than sell it for the

l’and

depreciated paper. This was the ¢pinion both of Montcalm
of'Bigot.z' In the summer of 1759 the Montreal government
produced, in return for specie, over six thousand minots of
grain, although the distriet had been thought to be quite
exhausted.3 Again, in 1760, the levies of food were unsatisfactory
until Levis promised to be personally responsible for the payment

of the notes; then enough food was forthecoming to maintain the

army for a month.u’

Export and import trade in comestibles was under the close
supervision, and largely under the direction, of the government.
CGanada exported foodstuffs to Ile Royale, Martinique, and Santo
Domingo, chlefly for consumption by the King's Service there.
Governor and Intendant were required to report the state of the
crop each year so that the Minister would know whether or not
Ganada would be able to supply the other colonies.5‘ On receipt

6.

of a statement of the quantity of supplies needed the

1. Montecalm, Journal, p.607. Sept. 9, 1759

2. Malartic, Journal, p.242. In June 1759,Bigot asked that anyone
who had coin would remit it to him in return for bills of
exchange drawn on the Royal Treasury or on his own banker,
because he had to have specie to buy wheat.

a. Montecalm, Journal, p.572. July 12, 1759.

. Lettres de Lévis, p.375. Lévis & Belle Isle. Aug.7, 1760.

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.70(1),p.225. Mémoire du Roy &
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Marly, May 13, 1740.

6. E.g. Ibid: Vo1.74(2),ﬁp.122-123. Ministre & Hoecquart.
Versailles, Feb. 14, 1742; Vo0l.81, p.90. Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, March 10, 1745.
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1.

Intendant elected some merchant to fulfil the requirements. He

chose .him in the same manner as he chose a contractor to supply

the needs of the local service and in spite of the same ex-

postulation from the Minister.g‘ Thus a few merchants derived

the lion's share of the profit from the export trade.

The contractor' Tbought up wheat in the countryside, probably

nostly from seigniors and from rural storekeepers and had it

ground at some of the mills in the viecinity of Quebec.B' At

least some of these mills were the property of residents of the

town;n' perhaps on accasion the contractor himself owned one or

more of them. Apparently the Intendant, and not the contractor,

arranged for the shipping of the flour. The cargoes were carried

on the King's ships, on French vessels that happened to be in

port, or on CGanadian-owned vessels.

> Both the provision of the

flour and the carrying trade were monopolised by Bigot's eclique

during the first few years of that Intendant's régime while the

!

colony was still exporting foodstuffs.

1.
2

Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.73,pp.123-12"4. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebeec, Nov.Z2, 17ﬁ0.

Ordres et Dépéches ,By Vol.70(1),pp.73-74. Ministre 2
Hocquart. Versailles, April 2, 1740; Vol.74(2),p.124. Ministre
4 Hocquar t. Versailles;, Feb.ll, 1742; vo01.95,p.112. Ministre
& Bigot. Versailles, May 19, 1752.

Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.352-35%. Ordonnance de
Beauharnois et Hoecquart. Quebec, Sept.29, 1l732. This ordinance
deals with the distribution of six sieves that the King had sent
to the @olony in an effort to improve the quality of the flour
exported. These six were not enough to provide for all "les
moulins ol les marchands envoyent ordinairement moudre leurs
bleds,pour leur commerce", and were given therefore to the
principal mills,viz those at Sault-d-la-Puce, Petit-Pré, Beauport,
Pointe~de-Lévy,Saint Nicolas, and Saint-Famille (on the islang
of Orleans).

suEra, P 102 , .

e.g. Oorres.Gén.,C"A: Vol.74,p.160. Varin au Ministre. May 27,

1740; vOl.g7,pp.314,326,328. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
{3&%,11'17 2; Vol.88,p.136. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,oct,Bl’
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There was also a certain amount of trade carried on privately.
Some OQanadian merchants dealt in farm produce, exporting flour,
blscuit, and vegetables but apparently little or no:trade was done
in meat. On one occasion Hocquart had a Quebec merchant export
30 head of cattle and 150 sheep to Ile Royalel'but-this seems to
have been an exceptional case. It was doubtless difficult to
transport livestock and efforts to produce salt meat in the colony

P/

2.
were never successful. There was a market for meat“and

probably an extensive one also for hides but, as we have seen, the
Canadians rarely raised a surplus of livestock.h’

Ganadian dealers found markets in Ile Royale and in the French
West Indies and also did a trade in supplying provisions for the
5.

crews of ships in port. A large part of the carrying trade

was done by French and West Indian ships that had brought goods

to Qanada. It was a common practice for these ships, after dis-
charging their cargoes at Quebec, to load with foodstuffs which
they carried down to lle Royale. The Qanadian products were there
disposed of to the inhabitants or to the crewé of fishing and ’

trading vessels, and a cargo of cod taken on for <the return voyage.

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A.
Quebee, Sept./, 17& |

2. Ibid.,Vol.89,pp.21,23. Hocquart au Ministre.Quebec,Nov.3,1747;
Odres et Dépeches,B,Vol.89,pp.84~29. Ministre & La Jonquiére et
Bigot. Versailles, April 11, 17h9.

3. e.g. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.195-196. Mémoire sur le
Gommerce de Oanada. (1741); Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76(1),p.370.
Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnols et Hocquart. Versailles,May 31, 17U43

I, Supra, p. 75-77,81-82,

5. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,p.1%. Mémoire du S.Desauniers a
Beauharnois et Hocquart. 1741.

6. Ibid: Vol.76,p.184. Mémoire sur le Commerce de Canada. (1741):
Vol.79, p.377. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.%, 1743, ’

Xol.Sl(E),pp.359—360. Hocquart au Ministre.
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The government, in the hope of stimulat ing agriéulture in the
colony, pursued a policy of encouraging this trade, For example,
in 1732, the King, in an effort to improve the quality of the
flour exported, sent six sieves to the colony to be distributed

among the prinecipal mills around Quebeec. Two years later
four more sieves were sent, this time for :he Montreal government.z'
Ina.furtper effort to increase the export of Canadian flour, the
King, in 1740 and in 1741, gave " the most exact orders" to prevent
the importation of foreign flour into Ile Royale, so as to leave '
the market free for the Ganadian article.-°

However, New France had never maintained any thing like a steady
export trade; foodstuffs were shipped out only when the colony
happened to have a surplus. Throughout our period, the trade was,
for obvious reasons, particularly spasmodic. On occasion the
commerce flowed in the opposite direction and foodstuffs were
imported into the colony. This import was rather more the
sending of relief to a famine - stricken area than "trade" properly
so-called. When there was a dearth in the colony, the Intendant

sent to.the Minister of Mar ine a statement of the amount of flour

b,
the colony needed for subsistance until the next harvest. The

-

¢ -
o

l. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II, pp.352-35%. Ordonnance de
Beauharnols et Hocquart. Quebec, Sept 29, 1732.

2+ Ibid., p.363. Quebec, Feb.8&, 1734, T

%3, Ordres et Dépéches et Dol. 70(1), pPp . 222—223 Mémoire du Roy &
Beavharnois et Hoequart. Marly, May 13, 17 0; Vol.72,p.229.
Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hocquart. Maiy, May 12, 1741,

b, e.g. Oorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.80. p.3. Hoequart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.l4, 1743.
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Minister then arranged with merchants in the ports to make shipments
to Canada and these envoys were paid for by the government.l' If
the colony were in immediate need, the Intendant might send to Ile
Royale for flour from the King's stores there.e' When the flour
arrived at Quebec it was placed in the royal storehouses whence it
seems usually to have been sold to the bakers.z’ Thus the import
trade was solely in the hands of the government. Oolonial exporters
did not turn about and become importers when the occasion demanded.
Apparently residents in Ganada had nothing to do with the trade,
save in exceptional cases. For example, one one occasion, the
S8. Havy and Lefebvre, agents of Dugard et CGompagnie of Rouen,
arranged with Hocquart, subject to the Minister's pleasure, to
have 1,000 quartsu° of flour sent from Rouen to the King's Stores
in Quebec.B’ The 88.Gradis of Bordeaux who shipped flour to
Ganada in 17526'were in partnership with the two colonial officials,
Bréard and Bigot. After 1757, of course, the Munitionaire-

Général imported provisions for the Stores.

1. e.g. Ordres et Dépéches,Bg Vol.76(1),p.103-104, Ministre au
Beauharnois et Hocquar t. Versailles, Feb.13, 1743%; Vol.78(1),
pali. Ministre au Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles,March 13,
l ] [ ]

2o 7CorressGén.,O"A,Vol.77,pp.57—58. Beauharnodls et Hocguart a
Duquesne et Bigot. Nov. 6, 17H2. Copy enclosed with a letter
from Beauhar nois and Hoequart to the Minister, Nov.6, 1742.

» €.g. Corres.Gén.,C", Vol.80,p.52. Hoequart au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct.30, 1743,

.. The quart is a small barrel containing about 100 kilogrammes .

(or about 200 pounds) of flour.

. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.80,pp.3-4. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,

Oct.14, 1743, |

. Ibid., Vol.98, p.11l2. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.9,1752.

o O + W
*
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With the impulse of circumstances, trade swung back and forth
between export and import, now swelling, now shrinking, -in volume.
In the course of the year 1740, Canada exported to Martinique
600 quintals of flour, and to Ile Royale 700 quintals of flour
and 530 quintals of vegetables, for the use of the Service.1
There is no evidence of how extensive the private trade was in that
year. The harvest gathered in the fall of 1740 was apparently
of average excellence and in 1741, 2200 quintals of flour were
set aside for the official export to the other colonies.2

By the spring of 1742, however, owing to the scanty return of the
previous harvest, export was forbidden.B' But the authorities
evidently believed in rising above their own regulations,for the
prohibition did not apply to the government. Between the fall
of 1741 and June of the following year, 483 quintals of flour were
sent to Ile Royale in part fulfillment of an "approvisionment
extraordinaire" of 1380 quintals which Bigotuhad requested in
order %o provide for an increase in the number of tropps
stationed on the island. Subsequently, the extraordinary re-
quirement was completed together with an additional 700 quintals

of flour and 853 quintals of vegetables.S‘

1. Gorres.Gén.,C",Vol.73,p.123. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebeec,
Nov.2, 1740. -

2. Ibld., Vol 75,p.358. Beauharnois et Hoecquart au Ministre.
Oct. 2 2, 1741.

3,  Moreau St. Méry Ooll. F2, Vol.l3, pp.72-75. Ordonnance de
Beauharnois et Hoequart. Quebec, March 27, 1742.

L, Bigot was Intendant at Ile Royale before he came to Ganada.

5. Ordres et Depéches B,Vol.74(2),pp.122-123. Ministre & Hocquart.
Versailles, Feb,1Y4, & Corres. Gen.,b"A Vol.77: pp.323%3-329,
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, June 11, 17 2; pp.335-336.
Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebee, June 28 174 2.
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From the fall of 1742 to the:fall of 1744, not even the
government, with all its authority, could make way against the
desperate situation in which the colony found itself. The
prohibition to export was repeated in October 1742 1'a,-nd again in
March 1743,2' and shipments to Ile Royale came to a complete stop,
with the exception of one . of 360 quintals of pease in June
1743; Bigot had asked for 650 quintals.’* On the other hand, in
the autumn of 1742 urgent request& were made to France to send
2000 éﬁarté of flouruand to Ile Royafe for an envoy of 400 guarté?’
all of which arrived in due course in the following sumﬁér,6'
together with an additional “00 guarts from Ile Royale that had
been asked for in July 1743.7‘ In the fall of that year, after
another extremely bad harvest, 3000 guarté of flour were requested
from France and 1000 quarts from Ile Royaleg'and the colony

endured many months of suffering?'until the shipments began to

arrive in the following September(l?hh).lo°

1. Moreau St.Méry Coll.,F’, Vol.l3,pp.331-333. Ordonnance du
conseil Supérieur. Quebec, Oct.25, 1742,

2, Ibid., pp.l143-148. Ordonnance de Beauharnois et Hoequart.
Quebec, March 30, 1743.

2 Gorres.Gén.,C"4,vV01.80,p.88. Varin au Ministre. Quebec,

June 26, 1743.

4, Ivid., Vol.77: p.l6. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept. 17, 1742; pp.60-61. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec, Nov.l3, 1742.

5e Ibid., 5.57. Beauharnois et Hocquar t & Duquesnel et Bigot.
Nov.g, 1742. ©Oopy enclosed with a letter from Beauharnois and
Hoequart to the Minister of the same date.

6. Ibid., Vol.79: p.3. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Montreal, June 17, 1743. (Shipment from Ile Royale,arrived May
29); p.291. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,July 14,1743, (Ship-
ment from France,arrived July 5); p.31l. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Aug.9, 1743. (Shipment from France,arrived Aug.9.)

(. Ibld: pp.29ﬁ—301. Hoecquart & Duquesnel et Bigot. July 19,17&3.
(Gopy); p.t2. Beaubarnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Cct.1l¥, 1743. (This shipment arrived on Aug.26).

g. 1Ibid., ﬁp.39~uo. Beauharnois et Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec,

9. “°¥piq:,f01:81(2),p.341 Hooquart au Ministre.juebec,July 22,1744,

10. Ibid.,pp.357-358. Hoecquart au Ministre, QJuebec,Sept.7,1744,
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In the succeeding period of more abundant harvests, import of
foodstuffs ceased except for an amount of bacon and of salt beef.l'
Export to Ile Royale was resumed in September 174Y, after Ganada
had received supplies from France and after it had become
apparent that the harvest was going to be normal. By the twenty-
first of that month Hocquart had shipped to Ile Royale something
over 1100 gﬁérts of the flour received from France and 177 gquarts
of Gapadian pease. He proposed also to have some 600 quarts
of the worst of the French flour converted into biscuit for
Louisbourg, and, by the end of October, expected to have 7000 -
8000 minots of newly harvested wheat ground into flour, some of
which he would send to the neighbouring colony.g' In the early
summer of 1745 further shipments were made to Ile Royalezbut the
trade came to an abrupt stop with the capture of Louisburg at the
end of June. I have found no record of export to the West Indiles
during the period; it i1s possible that little or none was
attempted. However there was an outlet for CGanadian foodstuffs
in Acadia where supplies were required by the troops on service
and by the Micmacs, allies of the French.u’

In the summer of 17148 it was apparent that the harvest was

going to be meagre and La Galissonnitre and Hoecquart determined

to limit export. However, Martinique was so much in need that a

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.81(2),p.505. Hoequart au Ministre.
Quebec, Octé 2, 1744: Ordres et Dépé&ches,B,Vol.21,p&4.
Ministre 4 Hoequart. Versailles, March 10, 17U5.

2. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.81(2),pp.372-373. Hoequart 4 Bigot.
Quebec, Sept.21, 17M4 (dopy) "

R. Ibid.,Vol.83,pp.282-283. Hocquart au Ministre. June 18,1745,

. Ibid., Vol.88,pp.136-137. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct. 31, 1747.
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considerable number of shipments during the course of the summer

had to be allowed.l® The erop, while anythiﬁg but good, permitted

the sending of a certain amount of provisions to Ile Royale.g'
Shipments of supplies to Louisbourg and to Acadia continued

3.

until the autumn of 1750. In the spring of the following year

export was forbidden by La Jonquieére and Bigot who gave as their
reason the fact that/gggge purchasesébf supplies which the
King had been making in the colony had occasioned a sort of dearth;
Canada had been sending more supplies than she could spare to the

I
Acadian frontier.

1751 was another year of disastrous crop failure and once more
the flow of trade was reversed. Again export was forbidden and
food had to be imported into 0anada.’® A certain amount of
provisions was received from France in Mayésbut the bulk of them
did not arrive until the following autung' The quantity
promised by the Minister was 5000 quintals of flour and 6000

quintals of wheat?' There is no record of how much actually

arrived, but the import must have approximated to this figure.

1. Oorres.Gén.,0"A,V01.90-91,p.221. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Aug.l6, 1748.

2, 1Ibid.,Vol.92,p.103%. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.7, 1748,

3, Ibid: Vol.93,p.262. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Sept.26,1749;
Vo1.93,pp.313-315. Bigot au Ministre. Quebeec, Oct.11,1749;
Vol.96,p.50. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.25, 1750.

L, ord.des Int.,M %2, Vol.XIX,pp.t26-Ut27. Ordonnance de La
Jonquidre et Bigot. Quebec, March 19, 1751; Gorres.Gén.,(CMA,
Vol.97,pp.27-28. La. Jonquiére au Ministre. Quebec, May 5,1751.

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.95.pp.l0-41. Ministre & La Jonquiére
et Bigot. Versailles, Feb. 28, 1752.

6. Corres.Gén.,0"A,Vo0l.98,p.10%. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,

May 15, 1752.

[ Ibid: p.112. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.9, 1752; p.l1l75.
Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.26, 1752.

8. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol. 95,pp.40-t1. Ministre & La Jonquire
et Bigot. Versailles, Feb.28, 1752.
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From 1751 the prohibition to export was renewed every year.l'
The explanation is, of course, that in these years of preparation
for war and of war, all the food that the colony could raige, and
more, was required for the service.  In 1755, when the first
Regulars were sent out from France, instructions were given that
all export of foodstuffs must be forbidden-the qolony was not even
to be allowed to provision ships from France which arrived in
Port; these vessels were to carry enough supplies for the return
voyage.e' By way of enforecing the law, Bigot had the sieves
sealed in all the mills in the e¢dte du Sud from Pointe-de-Lévy to
Kamouraska and in Beaupré and on‘the island of Orleans.z' The
mills in the Quebec government were sealed again from the beginning
of Januvary 1758 but the object this time was to force the
hab itants to conserve enough grain for the next sowing rather than
to prevent export.u' According to Péan, the issuing of the
ordinance was to be followed by an appraisal of the amount of
wheat in the colony, 1in order to judge how much grain might be
ground.5'

In the fevered years that followed after the declaration of war,

only one faector determined the extent of the import trade, namely

the amount that the colony could get. The demand was insatiable.

1. Inv.des Ord., Vol.III: pp.l7*-175. Oct.6, 1752; p.181l. Sept.29,
1753; pp.189-190. Nov.26, 175%; p.193. Oct.l, 1755; p.200.
Oct.26, 1756; p.206. Sept.l5, 1757; p.210. June 28, 175%.

2. Ordres et D4péches,B,V0l.101,pp.132-133, Ministre a Varin
Vaudreuil, Feb.l7, 1755.

2o Ord. des Int., M 33, Vol.XX, pp.317-330. Ordonnance de Bigot.
Quebec, Oct. 8, 1755.

4,  Récher '(curé of Quebec), Journal, p.30%t. Dec.24, 1757.
Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, Vol,IX;
Montcalm, Journal, p. 327, Dec.25, 1757; Lettres de Montocalm,

p.110. Montcalm & Lévis. Dee.30, 1757.
5. Mémoire pour M. J-H.Péan, pPp.306-307
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From 1756 on, the colony was never satisfied. The people were
placed on short rations and there are repeated references to the
suffering they endured.l' Large shipments did arrive, in spite
of the English blockade, but they were not adequate-’ It is
rather curious to note that in spite of the contract made with
Cadet, the King also sent supplies.3° After 1758 however,
France;‘nearing exhausgtion, could give very little help.u' The
la st assistance that reached the colony was that brought by the
S. Kanon for the Munitionnairets account in May 17% . XKanon's
fleet which consisted of some twenty merchant ships, escorted by
five or six-'frigates?'was almost lald by the heels when it met the
English fleet in the Gulf. However, 1t escaped with the loss

of only two ships.6'

1. e.g: Bougainville, Journal, p.2Ut4#. Nov.22, 1756. Printed
in the Rapp.de L'Arch., 192%3-1924; Lettres de Montcalm,

p. 63. Montcalm & Lévis. Quebec, . Sept.26, 1757; Montcalm,
Journal, p.351. May1l6, 1758, Etc.

2. — Moreau St Méry 6oll., F”, Vol. IF, p.l2l. Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept. 3%, 1756; Pontbriand & mes soeurs. Quebec,

June 17, 1758. Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches
Historiques, Vol. AX. p«389. Etc.

3 Gorres. Gén.,C0"A, Vol.102, pp. 370=-375. Résumé de la
gituation du Canada, porte au Roy, Oct. 7, 1757. (Synopsis of
letters received from the colonial offielals); Ordres et
Dépéches, B, Vol. 107, p.121. QMinistre au Bigot. Versailles,
Feb, 10, 1758.

b, Lévis, Journal, p. 176. May 9, 1759. Levis received his
information from Bougainville, just returned from France.

5e Jean Qlaude Panet %ancien notaire de Quebec), Journal,
pp. 3-4. Printed in Hist.Doc. Second Series. (Que.Lit. and
Hist. Soc.) | 3

6. Moreau 8t. Méry ©oll., F/, Vol. 15, pp.359~3%360. Vaudreuil
au Ministre. Quebec, May 28, 1759.
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The viecissitudes of the trade were of course refleeted in the
fluctuations in wheat prices. In Q@anada there were two sets
of prices, one regulated by the government and one which prevailed
in spite of the government, and the discrepancy between the two
might be wide. For example, from March 1742 to October 17U42

the official price was 60 sous the minot,l’but in June of that

2 3.

year the current price was 70 - &80 sous,“*in September 90 sous,
and in Octcber 100 sous.u’ In that month the authorities
recognized the actual rise in price to the extent of inecreasing
the official price to 65 sous.”" The current price of 100
sous prevailed throughout the winter however, and in March 1743
the government was again forced to take cognizance of the facts
and the official price was advanced to &0 sous.é'

When the authorities levied wheat in the cotes, they proclaimed
a price, imposed a fine for disobeying the reéulation, and then set
out to buy wheat at the fixed price.7' On occasion however,
even the government was constrained to pay the current price,
irregpective of what the declared price might be. For example,
in spite of the fact that the official price had been set at 65

sous in October 1742, in that autumn and in the course of the

winter the government had to pay the prevailing price of 100 sous

1. Ord.des Int., M29,Vol.XVI,pp.289. Ordonnance de Hocquart.
Quebec, March 27, 17%2; Moreau St.Méry Goll., F2,Vol.l3pp.131-
133. Ordonnance du Oonseil Supérieur. Quebec,0ct.25, 1742,

2. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.77,p.327. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
June 11,1742, |

3., Ibid.,p.l5. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.
17, 17L2. ’

4, Ibid.,pp.t6,48. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
0ct.26, 1742,

5e Moreau St.lery Coll., F3,Vol.13, p.1l33. Ordonnance du Conseil
Supérieur. Quebec, Oct.25,1742.

6. Ord.des Int., M 30,Vol.XVII,p.15. Ordonnance de Beaul
Hoequart. Quebec, MArch 30, i?u ? uharnols et

7. e.g. 1bid; Inv.des Ord., Vol.; I,p.62. Sept.20, 1744,
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for the considerable quantity of wheat it bought. It probably
felt justified in contravening its own regulations further by
distributing the. wheat at 70 sous the minot.l*

The authorities sometimes used their power to tamper with prices
to bring pressure to bear on the habitants. For example, on
September 27, 1757 an ordinamce was issued fixing the price of
wheat at 7 livres the minot until Qctober 15 and 6 livres thereafter

The object was to induce the habitants to thresh at once.o*

fi have tabulated such figures as I have been able to collect
but they are too discreteto be of mueh value. I append also a
graph,u’ showing wheat prices from 1729 to 1757, taken from a
list compiled by the Rev. M. Gomte?' The compiler would seem to
have based his statistles, in most cases, on the official, rather
than on the actual price. The latter is of course the truer
index. However, whether accurate in detail or not, the curé
gives some indication of the direetion which prices took, for,
in general, the official price followed the trend of the current
price, on a different level.

The mounting prices up to the fall of 1744 and the advanced
price in the spring of 1752 reflect, of course, the condition
of the trade after crop failure. The drop after 1745 was

doubtless the outcome of the cessation of export to Ile Royale.

The spectacular rise in the last few years was the result of the

1. Ord.des Int., M 30, Vol.XVII,p.1l5. Ordonnance de Beauharnois
et Hoecquart. Quebec, March 30, 17U43.

2. _ Bougainville, Journal, E.}lo. Sept.27, 1757. Printed in
Rapp. de 1l'Arch.,1923-1924, As I have already pointed out,
threshing was not usually begun until much later than this.

“fnfra, p. 119.
Infra, p. 120
Printed in W.B.Munro, Seigniorial System, p.9lt

Ul W
] * °
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increased demand, the decreased supply, and,.eSpeéiaily, of the
depreciation of the colonial currency. |

With the agricultural situation as it was in the last two
decades of the French régime, it was inevitable that trade would
not be well established. Trade was not a factor in determining
the progress of agriculture but vice versa. There was always
a larger market for CGanadian wheat than the colony could supplyk
but there is no .evidence that anv individual ever went into the
extensive raising of grain for export. The system of land
tenure did not, of course, lend itself to large scale farming.
Seigniors might have set aslide extensive domains for the‘purpose
but it seems possible that the authorities would have frowned on
anything that apprdximated to "enclosure'.

In a colony as isolated as Canada was in the eighteenth
century the matter of food supply required serious attention.
.The authorities were fully cognisant of the fact as the care
taken by the Intendant to obtaln exact information as to the
éondition of the erop, the aid lent to farmers in famine
years, the attempt to control wheat prices, and the regulation
of the amount of export, all serve to show;

The condition of agricﬁlturg probably set the pace in
Canada as no other.branch ofAcconqmic activitj did. Oonsider,
for example, the effect of the succession of crop failures in the

earlj yéars of the period. By 1743, the construction of ships
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by private individuals had ceased largely on account of the deart

in the colony. In the same year Hocquart wrote that the productim

of iron at St. Maurice would have been greater had provisicns been
more plentiful.l' Again, as a result of the shortage of provisions,
the attenpt to establish settlers in the vi-inity of Fort St.
Frédéric was to a certain extent hindered.2* We have seen %he
effect a short harvest mi Lt have on the export trade;B' it also
lessened the amount of provisicns sent to tie fishing staticns on
cne Labrador coast,l‘ which uwust liave determined the nuuber of men
who could be ecuplcyed. A riss in tihe ocst of food inevitauly
affected otier prices in the ccolony. for cxauwmple, lucreased
prices had to e paid for luacer for the King's saipyards during
thls first oerivd of scarcity.5‘

Farmin., wnile not t.ae uost grolitavle, was undcubtedly the most

impcrtant activity in dGarada. Notv oniy on acacuat of the nuaber

C
]

of peorle engaged, ituv also vecause c¢i its widespread influence,

L3

agriculture can justly be descriied as ke econowic waslis of the

colcny.

O

1. orres.Ge n.,u"A Vol.%0,p.3". Hoequart au iinistre. Quetee,
Oct.23, 1743,

2. Ordres et Dép8ches,B,Vol.75(1),pp.7281-382. u°m01re du Roy a
Beauharncis ct‘Hooquart Versailles, May 31, 17"3.

E. ¢f. also infra, p.201.

L. Crd.dee Int., 1uZC, VOl Xvii, p.22-27. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Quebee, Aorll 20, l L7,

5' SuEra) p' / '-37



WHEAT PRIGES

OFFIGIAL PRIE GURRENT PRICE
, ‘ Pric € Price per
Date rmifxo% i Date minot ..y
Dec . l7UL tvtiii it 50 8. - 3 L. L.
March 27,1742-00t.25,1742 cevvvenennn ... 3.5, 2 _
" June L7H2 vvurireeannns 23 1L.10 s.-4 1. 3
Septe 1742 et L .10 sS. ”
0ct.25,17%2-March 30, 1743 vueverrennens 3 L.5 8. 2°  Oct. 17%e-March, 1743 ....... 5.L. 6.
Mareh 30,17U3-00t 174 veurrvrinrnnnn. L L. l-
1746 - Nov. 1747 coeevenan.., 7 L.10 8.- 4 L, 8.
T80e L1751 vevvenennrnnennenns L L.15 8. 7
MAY L1752 «eesvnsrnsnnennsenenneeneennes 5 L N o7 7L 1.
Jane 1755 eevvverenneneennnes 5 L.15 8 2.
Nov. 1756 = Jan. L1757 ceveecceccoonccns 4 1.15 8. 13.
b,
ATEET Febe L, L1757 eevevenrenenenencnns 4.1.5 5. T
15.
Sept.27,1757-00t 15,1757 coveesonnncens 6 L.
ATEET 0Ct.15,1757 eevevrneecncecnascnns 7 L. 16.
Jan. 1758 veeriirennnnnnnnaans 18 L 17.
Jan. 1759 veeverrrnnrnnnnnnn. ol 1, 18.
1760 trveennnerrennneennnnnn. 30 L. - 4oL, 19
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10.
11,

12.
T
12

17.
18,

19.

S.- sous, L. - livres.
Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76, p.80. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec, Dec. 17, 1741.

Supra, p. 115.
10id.

Tbid: Inv. des Ord., Vol.III, p. 62. Sept.20, 17&&; Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vo0l.81(2)p.517.
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebee, Oct.28, 174U,

Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.89,p.30. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.', 1747,

Shortt, Documents, Vol.II,p.905. List of prices enclosed with Bernier to the
Minister, April 19, 1759. This list gives prices current in Jan.l751, Jan.l755, Jan .1758
and Jan. 1759. The quintal of flour is quoted at 12 L., 14 L.,45 L, and 60 L., The
relation between the price of the quintal of flour and the minot of wheat seems usuvally
to have been about 532. The figures given above have been worked out in round numbers,
using thisarbitrary ratio, |

gggres.sén.,O"A,Vol.98, pp.86-87. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, May &, 1752.

a. |

Loc.cit

Inv. des Ord., Vol.III, p.200. Nov. 16, 1756. 01d wheat, 5 L.; new wheat, 4% L.10 8.
Ibid. OId wheat 4 L. 10 §.; new wheat 1 'L.

§¥ﬂ51
ol e
(o7 [e R jo R

. Supra, p. 116
Tbgd. |

Loec.cit
lLoc.cit

Mémolires ?u S. de Courville, p.180. Printed in Hist.Doc. First Series (Que.Lit. and
Hist. Soc. .
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OHAPTER 1V.
THE FISHERIES.

In Canada fishing was carried on on a comparatively small scale
by the habitants and on a larger scale by the lessees of fishing
stations on the Labrador coast. Fishing rights in the colony
proper were reserved to the selgniors. The usual practice
seems to have been to require the censitaires to ask permission
to fish in the river in front of tﬁeir farms. Thig was doubtless
only a formality to prevent the "right" from lapsing. In some
cases, however, a clause granting the right to fish was incorporatec
in the title deeds of the "en censive" grants. For example, in
1750 Bigot, on an appeal from the S. de Ramezay, seignior, forbade
those habitants of the seigniory of Sorel who did not have the
right to fish spééified in their title deeds, to engage in future
in fishing in front of their farms or on the neighbouring islands
without the written permission of their seignior.l' A few -
seigniors, it 1s sald, granted their permission only in return for
a feeaénd others leased their rights. In 1730, for instance,
the §. Crevier of the seigniory of St. Frangols farmed the right
to fish in the seigniorial waters +to,one habitant, exoluding all

3.

others. Most of the seigniors, however, allowed the habitants

l. Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II,p.590. Ordonnance de Bigot.
Quebec, Feb.1l8, 1750. 0f. also Vol.II,p.53%6, Ordonnance de
Hocquart. Quebec, June 18, 1735.

2. Guerin, Feudal CGanada, p.78.

%3. Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II,pp.2694273. Ordonnance de
Hoequart. Quebec, March 27, 1l732. The otuer habitants,
protested the legality of Crevier's action but the Intendant
supported the seignior. The practice was probably extremely
rare.
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to fish freely retaining only the "droit de péche", that is,
the right to one fisgh in every eleven caught.‘ It is generally
stated that when the habitants were fishing for their own use,
nothing was exacted. When, however, the fish were for market
the seignior claimed his due.t
The habitants, in addition to providing for their own needs,

2. On the river

carried on a business in supplying the towns.
between Three Rivers and Quebec Kalm noted what he terms " a very
peculiar method of catching fisgh'. A series of boxes were set
in the river near the shore with hedges of oziers leading out
from them which served to head the fish into the traps.B' The
method i1s a familiar one to anyone who has visited the lower
8t. Lawrence. Knox gives an inimitable description of how
fishing was carried on in the winter. He says "The manner by
which the people supply themselves with fish at this season is
deserving of notice. A hole or well is made in the ice, about
eight or ten inches diameter; there the fish gather, in éreat
numbers, for air, as some concelve; and others are of the opinion
it is for light. The person then amuses them by throwing down
crumbs of bread, entrails of fowl, &c. and while the fish are
greedily employed in feeding, he slips down a black hair gin,
tied to a short stick; and, guiding it round one at a time, he

draws it out of its element with a sudden jirk, and thus re-

peats it, as long as his frigid situation will permit him to

l. Munro, Seignlorial sttem,p.luo; Heneker, Seigniorial
Régime in Ganada; pp.135-136; Guerin, Feudal Canada, pp.77-78.
The seignlor sometimes commuted his "droit" for one hogshead of
fish per season. -

2. Infra, p. 123

3 Kalm, op.cit. Vol.III,pp.92-93.
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continue on the ice; before his departure, he lays a broad stone
over the well, to render the air or light less familiar to the
inhabitants/daiegggsiegions, of which there are an inconceivable
variety, of different sizes, from that of a sprat to a herring,
of divers colours, and most delicious to eat fried or stewed." L.
Boucault writing on the same subject says "--le poisson qu'ils
en tirent meurt presque & l'instant, ils le laissent sur la glace
ol il gdle enm peu de tems A devenlr dur comme pierre, et lors
qu'ils en ont de quoy remplir une carriole, autrement traineau, en
chargent une traine comme de bois de corde ils apportent dans les
marchés des villes, pour le vendre, ceux qui en font leurs
provisions, se servent de la scie ou de la hache lorsque le poisson
est trop gros et trop long pour n'en prendre qu'd leur besoin,-—-2

Eels were caught in large quantities not only for home
consumption but also for export. They were salted down in hogs-
heads and shipped to Europe and the West Indies.B'

Habitants on the downriver seigniories, such as Isle Verte,
Baie 8t. Paul, Rividre Quelle, and Kamouraska, engaged in porpoise
fighing also. Both the oil and the skinsuwere saleable.
Habitants evidently formed partnerships to exploit the "marsouin',
for a judgment of 1736 deals with one "Quimper et ---- ses associé:

habitants of the seigniory of La Pocatidre, whom the S.Dauteuil,

seignior, had allowed to establish a porpoise fishing in front of

1. Knox,Historical Journal (Toronto,Champlain Soc.,1914)Vol.II,
pPp.311-312. Dec.22 - Dec.3l, 1759
2. Rapp.de 1l'Arch. 1920-1921. p.15. Etat Présent du Canada,par
le 8. Boucault. 175%. ~
3. Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, p.9. July 24, 1752.
. According to Oharlevoix, the skins,scraped and tanned, were
used for "vestes and hauts de chausses". The priest maintains

that the leather was so strong that it was bullet-proof.

Charlevoix, Jourmal 21 In Charl :
Nouvelle France Pa}i%, 19&4) ‘Volf evolx, Histoire de 1la
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the seigniory in return for 10% of the product.t’

The authorities in France were very anxious, at least at the
beginning of our pe;iod, to develop the industry. Every royal
mémoire addressed to Governor and Intendant between the years
1740 and 1745 urges them to neglect nothing to encourage the
habitants to continue and expand the fishing.z' But the industry
had been declining sinee 1721.°° By 1726 Governor and Intendant
reported that it had become f"une ptche fort casuelle et fort
difficile"%’ @ertainly the "pesche de marsouins' was not making
muéh headway in our period to judge from the royal bemoanings of
the "langueur"that had fallen upon the trade and from the royal
injunctions.to the colonial officials not to allow the exploita-

5.

tions to come to a stop. The general impression that one
gathers from references to the industry between 1740 and 1745

is that tﬁe fishing was carried on in a desultory and unenthusias-
tic fashion by a few habitants. After 1745 nothing more is
heard of the porpoise fisheries until 1754 when the S.Boucault

.
mentions that porpolse were fisghed in the lower St. Lawrence.

1. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II, pp.541-542. Judgment de la
Rouvilli®re (acting for Hoequart who was absent in France)
Quebec, Nov. 10, 1736. 0f. also Vol.II,pp.297-298. Ordonnance
de Bégon. Quebec, July 5, 1722.

2., Ordres et Dép&ches,B: Vol.70(1l),pp.226-227. Marly May 13,1740;
Vol.72,pp.230-231. Marly, May 12, 1741; vol.74(2),p.ltoO2.
Fontainebleau, April,30, 17%2; Vol.76{1),p.375. Versailles,
May 31, 1743; Vbl.?S(l),p.lu&. Versailles, March 24, 174lL.

Vol. &1, p.227. Versailles, April 28, 17.5.

Fauteux, op.cit. t.II, pp.534-537.

Tbid. p.53¢.

Authorities quoted supra, note 2

Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1920-1921, p.22. 1'Etat Présent du Qanada,
par le Sieur Boucault. l75ﬁ.

oW\ F\A
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A memolre of 1758 refers to the porpoise fisheries as being "tres
peu cansiderables! T° Any fisheries that still existed in 1759
were doubtless abandoned before the approach of the English fleet.
The large scale fisheries were found on the lower St.lLawrence
and on the Labrador coast. These posts were described as
"pecheries" although they were founded to exploit the fur resources
of the district and for seal "fishing" which could as well have
been termed hunting.z'
The largest of these posts, Tadoussac, belonged to the King's
domain. Throughout our period this post was farmed + Up to
1749 it was leased by the S. Gugnet, Director of the Domaine
3.

for an annual sum of 4,500 livres. The value of the farm is

indicated by the faet that in 1740, an offer of a rental of

10,000 livres was made.h’ Gugnet's lease expired in 175 but

owing to war conditions new lesseescauld not at onee be found.5'

By 1749, however, the valve of the post had again become evident

and in that year Bigot closed with the Veuve Fornel and her

associates the SS.Havy et Lefebvre for a sum of 7,000 livres per
5.

annum. The widow is said to have retained the post throughout

l. ©Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l1.103(2),p.626. Mémoire sur le Canada.{158)

2. Infra, p. 133.

% Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.72,pp.109-111. Ministre au Hocquart,
Versailles, April 16, 1741.

b,  Gorres. Gén.,CY"A,Vol.74,p.68. Déclaration, signed De La
Fontaine et ComplE&- The Minister for some unrevealed reason
did not feel that a change would be desirable. (QOrdres et
Dépeches,B,Vol.72,pp.109-111. Ministre & Hocquart. Versailles,
April 16, 1741.)

5e Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.83,p.387. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
0ct.26, 17“3' _.Vol.85,p.257. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Segt,lgf l7é; Vol.88,p.60. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.2,
1747

6. Ibid; Vol.92,p.105. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Nov. &, 17M8;
Vol.93, p.259. Bilgot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.25, 1749,
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the French régime and for some years after that.l*

The Domain; stretched along the north shore of the St.Lawrence
from the end of the''seigneurie des Eboulemens" at a point opposite
Isle~-aux—-Ooudres to Cape Cormorant below Sept Isles, a distance of
some 240 miles. The territory stretched north to the headwaters
of the river draining into the St. Lawrence.g'

As the Minister once pointed out to Bigot, peltry was the
prineipal item in the trade of Tadoussac.’®  Peltry included béth
furs bought from the Indians and sealskins. The "Traite de
Tadoussac! was not of course confined to the post at the mouth of
the Saguenay. A number of posts were established at various

points in the Domain all dependent on Tadoussac as the central
entrepot. 0f the posts set up to tap the fur resources that
lay inland, the most important was Chicoutimi,on the upper
Saguenay, 30 leagues from Tadoussac. The annual product was
ordinarily 3,000 pounds of beaver and 2,000 marten skins, besides

bear, lynx, and otter. The post was said to have returned, at

=
times, furs to the value of 40,000 livres.”®

1. Rapp. de l'Arch., 1920-1921, p,6%. Preamble to a document
printed here. The document is a description by the S.Fornel
of his discovery of the Baie des Eskimaux.
. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.361-362. Ordonnance de
Hoequart. Quebec, May 23, 1733.
. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.91,p.226. Ministre & Bigot.
Versailles, Jupe 1%, 1750.
Infra, p. LWL, |
Jesuit Relations (Thwaites) Vol.LXIX,p.110. Mémoire par le
P.0laude Godefroi Coguart .sur les Postes du Domaine du Roi.(1750)
Coguar t was assigned to the Saguenay Mission in 1746 and remainec
there u?til 175/ when he returned to Quebec. (op.cit. p.290,
note 15

U+ W m
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Trade was carried on also at a number of other posts established
on the lakes and rivers,liwhither agents were sent to barter with
the Indians of the distriect, chiefly for marten and caribou.
Three of these lesser postsz'were dependent on Ghicoutimigz’
possibly all the others depended.directl%on Tadoussac. It is
probable that agents were in continual residence only in these
entrepots.

glong the 8t. Lawrence, eight posts were establighed,u' of
which the most important seem to have been Tadoussac, Sept Isles,and
the Ile Jérémie. Tadousgsac produced only 100 to 120 marten
skins, 30 lynx, and some fox, and a few pounds of castoreum. The
main occupation was seal fishing, of which the return was usuvally
80 to 90 casks of oil and 500 to 600 sealskins. The product of
Sept Isles was, as a rule, over 35 casks of oil, some beaver; a
great many caribou hides, and sometimes as many as 00 marten.
The Ile Jérémie returned 35 to 40 hogsheads of oil, U400 to 500
beaver pelts, and 800 or more marten, as well as caribou, sealskin,
and sometimes fox.”° It is evident that "Tadoussac'" was an
extensive and a profitable post.

To the east of the Domain lay the seigniory of Mingan extending
to the Vermilion River opposite the lower end of Anticosti, a
distance of 90 leagues and, according to the seigniors, stretched

back from the river to a depth of 10 miles. The seigniory

6.
ineluded a number of posts. In 1736, Frangoils Bissot,
1. Infra, P. 144,
2. viz, ‘lLake S8t. John, Mistassini, and Ashuapmuchouan.
3. Jesuit Relations, (Thwaites)- Vol LXIX,p.110. Goquart,Mémoire.
April, 5, 1750. |
4, Infra, p. 1M,
5 Jesulu Helations(fhwaites)Vol LXIX,pp.94,108,110,120. Coquart,
é April 5
6. M %o I'a-, p' ﬁﬂ ’
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seignior, leased the concessions to the 8. Volant for twenty-one

years.l'

From the eastern extremity of the seigniory of Mingan to_the
entrance to the Strait of Belle Isle, a succession of fishing
stations were established.o’ These posts were exploited by
various individuals who held their concessions by royal brevet
for a stated length of time. Enterprises of this nature required
a comparatively large amount of capital and were, therefore,
frequently carried on in partnership. As M. Fauteux points
out the association was usually formed between the "concessionaire"
and one or more merchants in Quebec who undertook to supply the
necessary provigions and sometimes the vessels to transport them.B'
For example, in 1732, the S. Frangois Martel de Brouague, incum-
bent of the Baye Phélypeaux, entered intopartnership with the S.
Pierre Trottiers Desauniers, Quebec merchant. Desauniers supplied
all the provisions for the post, and looked after the loading and
~unloading of Brouague's ships, had them refiited when necessary,
hired and paid the crew and so on. Brouague on the other hand
turned over the whole product of his post to Desauniers at a
certain fixed profit. h.

In 1736, the §. Bazile, a Quebec merchant, was granted the

post at Baye des CGhAteaux. Unable to finance the undertaking

~

1. E. Voorhls, Historic Forts and Trading Posts of the French
régime and of the English Fur Trading Gompanies,pp.l14-115.
An annotated list compiled in 1930 and issued in the form of a
brochure by the De?t. of the Interior, Ottawa. Mimeographed.
2. Infra, pp. LH-145.
g. J.N.Fauteux, gp.cit., 1.II,p.540.
Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1922-1923.pp.356-357. Frangels Martel de

Berhouage. (Spelled also Brouague or Brouage)
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himself, Bazile took into partnership the SS.Fornel,Havy, and
Lefebvre, all merchants.1° The next partnership that took over
the post included the §. Gautier, King's Physician at Quebec,
and the S. Bréard, Comptroller of the Marine.2° We find the
S. Constantin, " Habitant et capitaine de la cite de Saint Augustin
prds de Québec", holding the posts of Petit St. Modek, Baye Rouge,
and Rivieére des Frangais. One of his posts jostled the don—
cession Grand S8t. Modet, held in common by the SS.Foucault,
member of the Conseil Supérieur and Boucault lieutenant-general
of the Admiralﬁy.pf Quebec.z’ In 1753, after Oonstantin's death,
the post of Petit 8t. Modet was granted for life to Hocquart, now
Intendant at Breat.u“

Women, tog, entered into the business. In 1745, the post of

2 and the

Gros Mécatina was being exploited by the Veuve Pommereau
Veuve Fornel's possession of tiie farm of Tadoussac has already
been noted.6‘

Some of these posts were sublei. . For example, the 8.
Constantin leased his concession of Petit 8St. Modet to the S.Rotot,
7

Quebec merchant, for an annual rental of 200 livres,' ‘and during

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.81,p.82. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Oct.25, 17Uk,

2. Ordres et Dépdches,B,V0l.89,p.147, Ministre & La Jonquidre et
Bigot. Versailles, April 30, 1749. Affaire du Oanada,Vol.III,
p.186. Mémoire pour Bréard. _

3. Inv.des Ord: Vol.II,pp.2t2-2U3. April 18, 1738. Vol.III,p.1l12,
Oct.&, 1748,

L, ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.97,p.225. Brevet de Ooncession.

July 20, 1753. .Hocquart later changed this post for that of
Gros Mécatina. (Inv.des Ord. Vol.III,pp.197-198. May 25, 1756)
5e Oorres.Gén.,C“A,Vol.S},p.BES. Estat des huiles--—-provenant des

postes du bas du fleuve-—-1/745.
Supra,' p.l25 |
Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.109,p.297. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec, 0Oct. 1737.

~ O
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Hocquartts proprietorship of the post it was farmed to the S.Volant
de Haudebourg.l'

We have seen something of the extent of the trade in the
Domaine. The S. Raymond in his mémoire an the posts, written
in 1754, estimated the average annual product of the fisheries,
evidently exclusive of Tadoussac and possibly Mingan, to be about
1400 — 1500 casks of oil and 3000 ~ 4000 sealskins, which/boBauhe:
in a return of from 50,000 - 20,000 livres.a' The return of
0il in 1745 from nine posts, inecluding Tadoussac, was 1620 casks.3'
That year oil was fetching 51 livres the cask, a price which was

considered low, so that the financial return for oil alone
would have been 82,260 livres. A mémoire wriiten a few years
after Raymond's calculates the average yield of oil from the
eleven posts, Tadoussac and Ile Jérémie included, at 1840 - 2690
casks.” The return, estimated at the low price of 1745 (for
lack of record of any other) was,therefore, worth 93,840 -
1375190 livres. At the same time the writer puts the number
sealskins

at 19,140 - 23,3%00/for nine posts exclusive of the

Domaine.6‘ Raymond!s estimate would seem,therefore, to be

rather low.

1. Inv. Des Ord., Vol.III,pp.197-198. May 25m 1756.

2. Raymond, Postes du Qanada p.29. (published by Aegidius
Fauteux)

3. Corres.Gén.,0"A,Vol.83,p.%358., Estat des Huiles de loup marins
provenant des postes du bas du fleuve St. Laurent pendant 17

~ annde 1745, signed Hocquart. Quebec, Oct.8, 1745.

b, GbrgeséGén.,C“A ,Vol.83,p.387. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.26, 1745.

5e Bulletin des Recherches Historiques Vol.XXXVII (1931) pp.t0g-
410. Mémoire sur les forts de la Nouvelle France. This
mémoire' bears a close resemblance to the Mémoire sur 1'Etat
de la Nouvelle France (1757) (Rapp de 1l'Arch., 1923-1924) which
was one of the documents that Bougainville took to France in

1758. One is obviously based on the other.
6. Ivid.
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In their brevets, the lessees were always granted the exclusive
right to sealfishing, trade,and hunting, within the limits of
thelr concessions but the right to fish for cod was given only
concurrently with the fishing vessels from France.r" Baye
Phélypeaux is the only post mentioned as engaging to any consider-
able extent in cod fishing.g' In the early years of the period
at least, usually about fifteen ships arrived each year to fish
for cod off the coast of Labrador.’: Presumably tais number
included some CGanadian-owned vessels for, it is said, that
Quebec merchants sent ships to engage in cod fishing around

)
Newfoundland and in the lower S8t. Lawrence.

Evidently some
sort of congé was required for an ordinance issued in 1743
commissions the militia captain of the Ste.Anne de Beaupré to
seize the %echaloupe" owned by individuals in the parish who were
preparing to go cod fishing without a 1iceqpe.5‘

Salmon and herring fishing were carried on in a desultory
fashion in the posts. In 1739 a number of concessionaires under-
took to fish for salmon in the rivers that emptied into the

St. Lawrence. The effort was made at the lnstigation of a

1. e.g. Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.93,pp.107-108. Brevet de ratiffi-
cation pour le §. Martel. Versailles, June 2%, 1751.

2. Rapp. de 1'Arch 1920-1921,p.28. Etat Présent du CGanada par
le 8. Boucault. L75%. '

3., Ibid. 1922-1923: p.t0l. Liste des navires qui ont fait leur
peche a la cote de Labrador cette annee 1739. signed De Brouague,
Labrador, Aug. 23, 1739; p.tol4, Liste dés navires etc. De
Brouague. Baye Phélypeauz, Sept.2, 1742; p.l05. Ministre 3
Brouague. Versailles, Feb.7, 1743; pp.t05-1t06. Liste des
navires etec. De Brouague, Baye Phélypeaux, Sept.&, 17.3.
p.lo6. Ministre 3 Brouague. Versailles, Feb.8, 17MH:,

4, Ibid, 1920-1921, p.22. Etat Présent du CGanada, par le 8.
Boucault. 175%.

5. Ord. des Int., M 30, Vol.XVII,pp.27-28. Ordonnance de
Hocquart. Quebec, Mayl, 1743.
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capfain from Dunkirk who promised to buy the entire cateh. No
more was heard of the captain, however, and thejproprietors had
considerable difficulty in disposing of the 1000 casks of fish

1.

they had as a result of their efforts. Thig fiasco evidently

disgusted the concessionaires with the enterprise for, in spite

of the annual urgings of the King,2

. there is no suggestion of
any large scale undertaking of salmon fishing until 1753. In
that year the S. Oova et Cle, merchants, again of Dunkirk, sent
out one of their members to make arrangements for the establish-
ment of a salmon fishery on the lower St. Lawrence,B' but no more
is heard of the project. In 1755, two Quebec merchants pro-
posed to go rather far afield to Ohaleur Bay and the Rz=stigouche
River respectively, where they had obtained concessions with the
exclusive privilege of fishing for salmon.u’ The enter-
prises were probably stopped by the war.

As for herring fishing some individuvals had wanted to make an
attempt at the Isles aux Pellerins in 1743 but the S. Landron,
who claimed to be proprietor of the islands, would not allow it.

Beauharnols and Hocquart were ordered to revoke hils concession

and to grant it afresh to the would-be herring fishers.D: The

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vo0l.76,p.162. Mémoire sur le Commerce de Ganada
(unsigned, 1701)

2. Mémoire du Roz 3 Beauharnois et Hocquart. Ordres et Déptches,
B: Vol.7t(2),p.%02. Fontainebleau,April 30, 1742; Vol.76(1),
pp.373-4. Versailles, May 31, 1743; Vol.78(1),p."tt. Versailles,
March 2%, 17"4; Vol.81,pp.225-6. Versailles, April 28,1745,

The King was anxious to establish an export trade to the West
Indies in salt fish. He even offered to distribute salt from
the royal stores if lack of it were the only-obstacle.

3. Ordres et Déptches,B,V0l.97,pp.91-92. Ministre & Duquesne et
Bigot. <Versailles, May 2, 1753. - ,

i, I7%gv des Ord. Vol.III: p.190. Jan .15, 1755; p.191. April 2,

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.78(1),pp.145-146. Mémoire du Roy A
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, March 24, 174k,
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fate of this project also, is hidden in the special -limbo
reserved for lost records. In 1754, the SiBoucault said that
from the mouth of the river to a point 20 or 30 leagues from Quebec
a conslderable amount of fishing was done for herrings and
sardines, while salmon and other fish were caught in the tributary
rivers.l' This was probably only for local consumption.

There is no record, at least during our period, of any whaling
carried on by €Ganadians. In 1735 the fréres Darragorry of St.
Jean de Luz undertook to catch whales in the gulf and river
St. Lawrence, but owing to repeated losses they abandoned the
enterprige in 174!,  Three years later they returned to
attempt fishing with nets. In 1754 they obtained the exclusive
privilege of whaling in the St. Lawrence and formed a company in
Par is for the enterprise. Evidently, however, the war put a
stop to the whole scheme and the undertaking was abandoned.z'

Seal fishing,therefore, remained the chief pursuit of the
fisgheries. During the winter, seals were hunted on the ice with
guns, and when the lce melted they were captured in the water.>:
In the stations on the Labrador coast the seal was hunted from the
first ice until Twelfth Day and from the middle of March until the
ice went out. During the intervening period the seals went up
as far as Tadoussac where they were hunted until they went down

il
river again in the spring on their return northward. °

-~

1. Rapp. de l'Arch. 1920-192l. op.cit., p.22
2. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.101,p.51,. Ministre & Duguesne et
Bigot. Versailles, March 2, 1755. ©See alsc, J.N.Fauteux,
op.cit., t.II,pp.5H1-5U43.

Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.158-159. Mémoire sur le Commerce de

n1y. ,
b, o%&%%%t§%7d%%'Recherches Historigues Vol.XXXVII,pp.t08-U409.

Mémoire sur les Forts de la Nouvelle France (unsigned) written

probably in 1757) Jesuit Relations (Thwyait
106. Coquart, Mémoire, April 5, 1750. eS)V°1°LXIXa pp.o4,

AN
.




13k,

The records of our period contain no evidence of how the oil
was extracted. In Oharlevolx's time the blubber was tried
over a fire or on'charniers! These were simply large plank
platforms on which the blubber from several seals was spread to
melt in the sun and the 0il was drained off through a héle cut
for the purpose.

Most of the product seems to bhave been exported although, no
doubt, a certain amount was used in the colcny for illumination
purposes. The wealthier classes probably used candles however,
and for a good many of the poorer, such as the rural habitants,
the light of the hearth probably sufficed. Bougainville com-
plained that candles were burned in nearly all the posts (at
the King's expense of course) while oil, which was cheap, was not
provided.2*

The skins were tanned with an extract of hemlock bark and
dyed with a mixture containing a powder taken from certain stones
found beside the river and known as "Thunder Rock" or "Narcassites
de Mines".z’

In 1741, Hocquart conceived the idea of having glue manu-
factured at the fishing posts. Qugnet, farmer of Tadoussae,

, .
produced a few pounds of excellent gluelr and plans were made to

=
found an export trade in the commodity.-’ The following year

1. Gharlevoix,Journal,p.2lt. In Charlevoix,Histoire de la
Nouvelle France Vol.V. (Paris, 1744

2. ~ Bougainville, Journal, p.236. (Oarlllo“) Oct .16 (1756) .
Printed in Rapp.de l'Arch.,1923%- 192

E. Onarlev01x, gt01t PP 21&—215

. Corres. Gen., C"A,Vol.76,pp.27-28. Hocquart au Ministre.

Oct.28, 1741.

5. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.74(2): P .2%5~ Eé Ministre &
Hoequart, Fontainebleau,April 17,1 1 7h 2, 56." Ministre 3
Hoequart. Versailles, June 18, 1742 Oorres G2n.,C"A,Vol.77,

p.360. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.l6, 17&2.




135.
however, a hgndred pounds made by the 8. Foucault proved to De
worthless and the only satisfactory glue produced was five or six
poundshat Tadoussac.l' But owing to its cost, Qugnet's method
was not practicablee'and after 1744 no more is heard of the fish
glue industry.

Owners of fishing posts sent, or had sent, one or more supply
ships to their concessions each year and these ships doubtless
brought the produce back to Quebec whence it was shipped to a
further destination. Sometimes a ship outward bound, called at
a post, loaded with oil, and continued on her voyage.B'

The Labrador posts caused nothing like the drain on the man
power of the colony that the up country posts did. In 1758
there were 2000 men estimated to be in the up countryu} whereas
for the exploitation of ten of the fishing postsB'the ma.ximun
number of men required was placed at 170.6‘ At Sept Isles
theengagés" made their contract for only one year?' the practice
at the other posts may have bsen similar.

The government kept a controlling hand on the fisheries as it

did,or attempted to dg, on all colonial life. Concessions on

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vo0l.80,p.35. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.24, 1743. .

2. borres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.81(2),pp.496-497. Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.2W, 17H4,

%z, e.g. In 1743, the "La @ratieuse" of Bayonne arranged to call
at Baye Phélypeaux after it left Quebec, take on oil there,
and proceed back to Bayonne. Qorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.%0,p.291.
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, July 1%, 17043,

4.  Supra, pp.79-80

5. vlz. Gap Charles, Baye des Chateaux, 8t.Modet,Baye Rouge,

Anse-au-Loup, La Forteau, Baye Phélypeaux, Chicataka, Riviére
St .Augustin, and GrosMécatina. w -

6. Bulletin des Recherches Historiques Vol.XXXVII, (1931)pp.tog-
¥69. Mémoire sur les forts de la Nouvelle France. (Unsigned,
written probably in 1757).

7. Jesuit Relations (Thwaites)Vol.LXIX,p.122. P.Goquart, Mémoire.
April 5, 1750.
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the Labrador coast had to be held from the Crown, as we have
seen. In 175% the Minister set forth the obligationswhich
devolved upon Governor and Intendant in connection Witﬁ the posts.
Posts were to be granted only to those who were in a condition to
exploit them (les faire valoir) and, in most cases,l'were to be
held only for a certain number of years. Qoncessions had to be
80 located that they did not interfere with, or injure the trade
of, one another. In that year, for example, the colonial
authorities were ordered to ascertaln whether two posts, granted
in 1748 and in 1750 respéctively, were damaging the trade of the
Baye Phélypeaux and-to revoke another concession, granted in
1751, which was known to be injuring the Baye.2

The incumbent of the post at Baye Phélypeaux, the S.Frangois
Martel de Brouague was also "commandant pour le roi & la cOte
de Labrador®. |His duties were the supervision of affairs in that
distriet with an eye to enforcing the law, and reporting to the
minister on general conditions.B'

The objeet of the government in thus superintending the
exploitation of the resources of Labrador was simply to ensure the
success of the undertaking. Unlike the farming of the up
country posts, the granting of fishing concessions brought no

money into the Treasury. . The holders paid only a nominal rent

1. 0f. supra, p.150. Some others besides Hocquart had life
tenures, e.g. Brouague at the Baye Phélypeaux and Constantin,
Hocquart 's predecessor at St. Modet. “

2. Ordres et Dépeches,B,V0l.99, pp.61-62. Ministre & Duquesne
et Bigot. Versailles, May 30, 1754. |

3. Rapp. de 1'Arch, 1922-1923. pp.356,357. Frangois Martel de
Berhouage.
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1. Tne motive was

of say two beaver skins or 4 livres per annum.
not therefore, one of gain. The authorities wanted merely to
ensure fair conditions for all the concessionaires, and to pre-
vent undue monopoly and the holding of blocks of territory for
speculation.

A variety of factors influenced the fortunes of the concess-
ionaires. A congiderable amount of capital, compared with the
amount of wealth in the colony, was necessary to establish a post,

and returns were not always certain. The abundance of seal

and fur bearing animals seems to have varied considerably from
year to year, weather conditions might have an adverse effect,
and one had always to contend with the hostility of the Eskimo.

For example, the proprietors of the Baye des Chateaux claimed
to have sunk more than 100,000 livres in the post between 1736
when 1t was founded, and 1744,and by the latter date had taken a
loss of 36,000 livres. The establishment had required a fort
equipped with four cannon, stocked with forty muskets and
munitions, and garrisoned with twenty men, to safeguard the con-
cession against the ravages of the Eskimos.”*

The 8. Marsal, a Quebec merchant who had been granted a con-
cession at Gap Charles in 1735, also claimed to have made a con-
slderable outlay and to have received practlcally no return. The

yield had not been as great as he had expected, his first cargo of

1. e.g. Ordres et Dépetches,B,V0l.99,pp.75-77. Brevet de ratiffi-
cation pour le S. Phillipe d'Aillebout de Cery (R.St.Augustin).
Id. pour le S. Marsal (Cap Charles) Versailles, May 1, 1754.

2. Corres,Gén.,C"A,Vol.81, p.88. Placet de Fornel (enclosed with,
Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.25, 1744).
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supplies was lost when the ship was wrecked, and finally, he was put
to the very considerable expense of replacing all the bulildings
on his concession when the first lot were destroyed by the
savages.l'

Weather was a factor whieh could not be left out in the cal-
culation of profits. The success of the hunting depended to a
certain extent on-the amount of ice for when there was not too
much of it and the wind was not too violent, the yield was much

greater.e'

Not only the hunting was affected by weather conditions.
In 1750 the proprietors of the Baye des Eskimaux took a loss of
12,000 to 15,000 livres because the supply ship could not get in on
account of the iece.J-

The Eskimos were a constant menace although they did sometimes
trade peaceably with the French. In 17%1, for instance, seven
Eskimo "chaloupes'" appeared at the Baye des Chateaux and the
savages traded eight quintals of " barbe de baleine' for French

goods. They returned again the following year. 5
The savages required careful handling, however, The destruction

of Marsall's buildings at Qap Charles was the vengeance wreaked

by a band of Eskimos after some one had imprudently fired on the

savages when they took up their abode in a nearby island. They

returned next spring, burned the buildings, and caught and killed

two of the three men who were in the post.5‘

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.206-20%. Ministre &
Beauharnols et Hoequart. Versailles, April 20, 1743.  The
Minister is referring to a letter written to him by Marsal.

2. Jesuit Relations (Thwaites)Vol.LXIX p.121. P.t6oquart,Mémoire.
April 5, 1750. '

3« Corres.Gén.,G"A,Vol.96,pp.77-84. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,

X Oct.30, 1750. 16t

. Ibid.,Vvol.109,pp.416-417. Fornel au Ministre.
l?h--é_.— Quebec,OCt .27,

5. Ibid. p. 418.
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It was sald that every year these savages committed murders
and robberies in the harbours of the north.l' We have already
noted the precautions taken at the Baye des CGhateaux against the
Eskimos. The post was abandoned in 1745 and not exploited again
until the end of the war. Sometime between 1745 and 1748 the
Eskimos seized the opportunity completely to destroy the establish-
ment so that it had all to be replaced by the new tenant.o®

The French tried to prevent such descents by forbidding fishing
vessels from France to trade any arms, munitions, or iron tools
to the Eskimos. It was part of Brouague'!s duty to report any
violations of the law and on his statement/gggizg%ggtout. In
1758, however, some cod fishermen of St. Malc did trade guns to the
Eskimos with the result that they attacked and destroyed the
posts of St. Modet and Baye des COhateaux, killing a number of men
and forecing the French to abandon these two stations.B'

Such were the difficulties in normal times. The two periods
of warfare were not, it is needless to say, helpful to the
industry. From 1740 to 1744 the success of the posts seems to
have varied little.u° In 1745 the first intimasion of the
difficulties to come was that Qugnet, in the fall of that year,

was unable to get the powder he needed for his trade, and the

colonial officials first realized that it was going to be impossible

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.206-20%. iinistre 3
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, April 30,1743.

2. Gorres.Gém.,C"A,V01.90-91,p.53. La. Galissonnidre et Bigot
au Ministre. Quebeec, Oct.22, 17U48.

3. Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1923-1924, p.&8. Note sur les Eskimaux(remise
ay Ministre en 1758) Mission de Bougainville; Ordres et
Dépéches,B,Vol.109,pp.98-99. Ministre & Vaudreuil et Bigot.
Vergailles, Jan. 26, 1759.

4. Mémoire du Roy 4 Beauharnois et Hoequart. Quebec et Dépéches
B: Vol.74(2) p.403. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17l4p. Vol.76(1)
e300 Tepation ay 31, 1145 Yo 78 (00 o0k yerioins
faxoh 2%, 17%%; Vol.81,pp.226-7. Vérsailles, Lpril 28, 1i0a 1S,
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to get new tenants for posts that fell vacagt.l'

In the spring
of 1746 all vessels destined for the fishing posts were forbidden
to clear Swith the result that in that year the return of furs,
3.

for which of course trade goods were needed, was very small.

The yield of o0il was about the same as it had been the previous
.

year*,in spite of the fact that in 1746 the post of Sept Isles

5.

was pillaged by an English ship?’ 1In 1747 the prohibition con-

cerning ships for Labrador was repeated except for one bound for
the Baye Phélypeaux,Brouague's post.6' In the same year five
of the eight concessionaires were said to have abandoned their
posts.7’
At the close of the war the situation probably scon righted

itself. PFarmers were promptly found for the Domaineg'and a new
tenant for the Baye des Ohateaux,9‘ In 1749 goods from France,
long dammed up, poured into the colony and 1748 and 1749 were

as it happened particularly abundant years in all the posts.lo'

1. Oorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol 83,p.387. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.26, 1745.
2. Ibld.,Vol ¢2,p.190. Representations --— de la Delle Fornel et
les 8S.Havy et Lefebvre & Maurepas (1748)
Ibid.,Vol.85,p.358. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.18,1746.
Tbigd.
Toid, Vol.88,pp.160-161. Hocquart au Ministre.uebec,0ct.2,1747
Ibid., Vol.92, p.191l. Representations et de la Dlle Fornel et
des 88.Havy et La Febvre.
. Ibid Vol. 87(1),p 223. Petltlon addressed to Maurepas by the
owners of Gros Mécatina (1747)
. Supra p. 125
. Supra, p. 139
. Gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.96,pp.77-8%. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Oet. 30, 1750.

1
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The next war must have had similar and doubtless more severe
results than the first one hagd. The records are almost devoid
cf information on the subject,however. In 1758 Bougainville
wrote:"Nos péches du Nord ont rapporté un grand profitﬂl' The
returne may have been abundant but it is doubtful if the profit
was great. Bougainville himself had pointed ocut two years
earlier that the oll was practically worthless because there was
no market for it on account of the war,e‘ that is, the export
market was cut off by the blockade.B‘ It is not clear how much
destruction was done by the English. According to Voorhis the
English fleet destroyed the post of Mingan on that seigniory in
1759-4'

Competition does not seem to have been an extremely important
factor. Some was doubtless cifered by the English on the

Hudson Bay and it was claimed that the Domaine lost a considerable

=

amount of trade to Timliscamingue, Batiscan, and Three Rivers.”’

Franquet observed that Three Rivers was the rendez-vous of the
wandering tribes of the Tetes de Boule and the Montagnals who came
down to trade their furs in the town. Some of the savages dis-—
posed of their furs at the posts on the St. Lawrence but for the

most part they came to Three Rivers. The trade with these

1. Bougainville, Journal. p.izu. Garillon, June 3, 175%. Printed
in Rapp. de 1l'Arch 1923%-192%.

2. Ibid. p.236. GCarillon, Oct. 16, 1756.

3., This is further proof that most of the oil was usually ex-
ported. Of. Supra p. L34

h., E. Voorhils, Historic Forts and Trading Posts. p.l15.

5. Gorres. Gén.,C"A, Vol.96,p.91. Mémoire, La Veuve Fornel et
Cie & Bigot (1750).

-




142,
Indians was practically entirely in the hands of the S. de
Tonnancourt, Storekeeper, Sub-Intendant, and local seignior.l’
The only record of contraband that seems to be extant is the case
of the habitants of Baie 8t. Paul who were discovered to have
been supplying Indians with hunting equipment and collecting furs

which would otherwise have been carried to Tadoussac.e’

On the
whole however, to judge from the lack of complaints, neither
competition nor coniraband were serious hinderances to the suoc-
cess of the fisheries.
Government supervision had no discernable effect on the progress
of the fisheries, either good or bad. Lessees of the posts
never increased thelr efforts as a result of the exhortations
of the authorities/fgcggg rather feeble and completely futile
attenpt to produce glue for export. Herring and salmon fishing
were never undertaken extensively. On the other hand, it is not
evident that governmental control was a hinderance to the industry.
Even had the government not intervened before establishments were
made it would have had to play as large a part in the industry
ultimately as 1t did in the beginning; if 1t had not interfered
first it would have had to interfere last. Hal the authorities
not tried to forestall difficulties, they would have been forced
to arbitrate in more cases of conflicting claims than they did.
Car e must be taken not to overestimate the part played by the
fisheries in the economic life of the colony; the industry does

with
not rank in importance either with agriculture or/the fur trade.

1., Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, pp.23-gl.
5.  Inv. des Ord. Vol.III, p.175. Oct. 12, 1752.
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Reference has already been made to the'"eight concessionaires" on
the Labrador coast.l' These held some seventeen concessions along
the 8t. Lawrence go’ that the whole industry was in the hands of
eight individuvals or partnerships, some of which over lapped; for
example, we find the names of the 88 Havy and Lefebvre, assoclated
with the Béye des Qhateaux, recurring in connection with the
Traite de Tadoussac.B' We have noticed, too, that comparatively
few men were employed in the posts.n' O0f the 55,000 individuals
who comprised the population of Oanada5only an insignificant
number gained a livelihood from the fisherles. The industry was,
however, essentially Qanadian and did have a spark of life, which
is more than can be said for the various phases of economic
activity which have been considered so far. In spite of setbacks,
individuals always returned finally to carry on the exploitation
of Labrador. The industry was not decelerating as the Forges and
shipbuilding were and it seems to have been less static than

agriculture.

1. Supra, p. 140

2 Infra: pp. 168-169.

7 Sﬁ ra, Pp.%251129.

ol Tra .
5 Oéﬁsuggs ofB%anada, Vol.IV, p.6l. Recensement de 1754,

Ve
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FISHING STATIONS AND TRADING POSTS IN THE LABRADOR DISTRIOT, L

Domaine du Roy (Traite de Tadoussac):
On the river
(Malbaye - a farm rather than a post)
Tadoussac
Bondesir
Ile Jérémie
‘Bersimis
Papinachois
Manicouagan (2)
Godbout
Sept Isles

Moisie

Seigneurie de Mingan:
CGormorans
¥ingan
Nepiochibou
Natashquan

Musquarrc

Itamiou
Montagamiou
Petit M%catina
Gros M2catina
Riviére St. Augustin
¢hicataka (Apétepy)
Baye Phélypeaux:
Baye Phélypeaux

Anse-St.Claire.

Inland.
Nemiseau
Mistassini
Nikabau

A shvapmuchouan
Pifkougami

Lake 8t. John
Chicoutimi

Man icouagan (1)
Nichicun

Naskapis

1. For location, see map at end.
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FISHING STATIONS AND TRADING POSTS IN THE LABRADOR DISTRIQT (cont'd)

Anse - au - Loup

St. Modet

Rivieére des Frangals
Baye Rouge

Baye des Chateaux
QLap Charles

Baye des Esquimeaux (not located)
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CHAPTER V.
THE FUR TRAIDE.

The fur trade has already been quoted as the possible exception
to the generalization that one of the chief characteristics of
economic life in French Canada was inertnéss. The trade un-—-
doubtedly showed well marked indication of vigour. I did not
suggest, it may be noted, that the fur trade was also an exception
to the general rule of governmental supervision. But while the
government had its ubiquitous finger in this particular colonial
pie, too, the finger had a somewhat different function. The
objeet of the authorities was rather to control and to direet than
to stimulate. This was, to a certain extent, the part played
by the government in the case of the fisheries. It was true
to a far greater extent of the fur trade.

By the "fur trade" 1s meant the exploitation of the district
described vaguely as the "pays d'en haut" or the "up country'.

The term is an arbitrary one for we have already seen that a
trade in peltries was carried on at the Labrador posts. The
principal fur resources of the colony were to be found, however,
in the wilderness that lay to the west of Montreal.

Some of the peltry was carried directly to Montreal by Indians
who brought their fur laden canoces down the Ottawa at the end of
May or early in June to barter with the Montreal merchants.

There is practically no evidence of how this trade was carried on
during our period. An ediet of the King, issued in May 17W1,

refers to the "(fur) fairs established at Montreal." 1. In
A

1. Documents Relatifs & 1l'Histoire de 1la Nouvelle Fran e, Vol III
p.19%3. Edit du Roy. MNay, 17H1. ’
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earlier years merchants had set up booths in the market place or
along the wall to barter with the Indians who came down every
spring.l' Something of this sort may still have been carried on
even as late as 1740. Indians domiciled at Sault St.Louis and
at the Lake of Two Mountains returned from their hunting each
year with a considerable number of pelts but these were probably
disposed of to merchants established in the villages, rather than
carried into the town. °

Most of the furs, however, were collected at posts set up
on the waterways of the up country at points advantageously
situnated for trade. The posts consisted usuvally of the com-
mandant’s house and some other buildings, storehouses, possibly a
dwelling for the agent, sometimes even a smithy,B‘ the whole
enclosed by a palisade of wooden stakes.h' If a missionary were
attached to a post he too might have had a house within the
stockade. Posts, such as Niagara, for example, strategically
situated from a military viewpoint, were more strongly fortified
and had a garrison. These were dignified with the name of
fort, but for our purposes the distinection between post and fort
need not be made.

To these factories Indians brought their furs whenever they

had collected a sufficient quantity, usually in May or June. The

l. E,R.Adair, The Evolution of liontreal during the French Régime.
A pgper read before the History Association of Liontreal,March 20
1 . '
2 9granquet, Mémoires et Vovages, pp.45—u7; Of. infra p.167-156%
3. At Michilimackinaec, the missionary maintained a smithy and a
blacksmith. (Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.77,p.13%. Beauharnois au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l, 17U42)
. Rapp. de 1l'Arch, 1923-1924, p.54. Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainville)

?
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savage, when he entered the storehouse, threw down his pack of
skins, lay down on the top of it, and there smoked his pipe while
he surveyed the goods offered for exchange. His decision made,
he indicated by signs the articles he wanted.l'

Although, as I have said, the fur trade.had become a definitely
organized business, the method of exploiting the posts had not
obligingly erystallised into a tidily arranged system, without any
inconvenient loose ends calculated to exasperate the mind of the
student of history.

All the posts were owned by the King. Up to 1743 the method
of utilizing them seems to have been this;

Some posts, namely Niagara and Frontenac, were exploited 'Ypar
oeconomie", that is, merchandise was sent up from the King's
stores, the trade was conducted by the storekeeper of the posts,

and the furs were sold at Quebec every fall for the profit of the

King.%*

At certain other posts, notably Detroit and iichilimackinae,
the trade was carried on by voyageurs.z' For this trade congés
were issued. A congé was a license giving permission to take or
send one or more canoes carrying merchandise, to tae weight of

1

6000 pounds each it was said, to a specified post. These permits

were signed by the Governor, viséd by the Intendant and deposited

in the record office (greffe) of the jurisdiction of Montreal.

1. Affaire du Canada, Vol.III, pp.152-153. Mémoire pour Brdard.
Bréard is writing with reference to the King's posts, Niagara,
Frontenac, and Toronto. It seems safe to generalige.

2. Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1920-13921, p.2t. Etat Présent du Canada, par
le 8. Boucault (1754)

3. ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.7*(2), pp."31-132. Mémoire du Roy a
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17he.

“.  Rapp. de 1'Arch. 1923-192%. Mdmoire sur 1'Etat de la Nouvelle

France (1757) Mission de Bougainville.
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To the congés were attached the "RGles des Engagés" that is, the
lists of names of the paddlers, usﬁally six in number, employed
to work the cances.™

Most of the congés seem to have been granted directly to the
voyageur "de partir de Montréal avec un canot". ..c. °  In the
strict sense "voyageur" meant the conductor of the canoce and
distinguished him from the rest of the paddlers who were described
as "engagés". The term "voyageur" was also used loosely to indi-
cate any canoeman. According to La Jonquidre, "marchands
équipeurs" sold merchandise to the voyageurs and arranged to buy
the furs they brought back.z‘

Some of the congés were taken out by tie licntreal merchants,
however, "de faire partir de Montréal un canot", .-~. This may
imply a somewhat different arrangement witn the voyageur. He
might have been merely nired by the merchant or perhaps the profits
ariging from the furs, deduction made for the price of the congé
and the cost of merchandise supplied, were shared by merchant and
voyageur. Farmers of posts had also to take out permits to send
up canoe loads of goods.u' In this case the congé was probably
always taken ocut in the lessee's name and the voyageur remained

only an employee. The contracts drawn up between the individuals

concerned should cast some light on tne subject but tine calendar

1. GQorres.Gén.,G"A,Vol.&89,pp.74:75. Convention pour l'exploitation
du Poste de la Baie des Puants. Made by Bolsberthelot de
Beaucours, Bovernor of Montreal and Michel, Sub-Intendant,with
with 88.0lignancourt, Moni&re, and de l'Echelle. Montreal,

April 10, 1747.

2. Rapp. de 1l'Arch.,1922-1923,pp.192-265. OCalendar of "congés de
traite" conserved in the Archives of the Province of Quebec.
1739-1752. The report for 1921-1922 (pp.190-223) gives those
conserved in the Judicial Archives in Montreal. 1681-1737.

3 Corres.Gén.,C"A,V0l.95,p.209. La Jonquiére au Ministre. Quebec,

Sept.2 ’ 7 O. ‘ 2] . o .
b, 70 rr9 8. 65 C"4,V0l1.89,p.74. Cpnvent pour 1l'exploitation du
gﬁgfgere %Ean gés ﬁ'%gﬁg Ap§§§ ﬁg’%2§1t uf§11§e%°§oc ear

farmer ®o pos d to" an’a ion I congés.
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of "engagements“l'which I have consulted does not make clear exactly
what the arrangemenis were. Some cf the contracts are apparently
between merchant and voyageur, using the term in its strict sense.
Others, to judge from the number that.occur together, are evidently
between merchant and engagés, again in the strict sense.  Still olners
may be between voyageur and engagés, although I have found no case of
a voyageur conbtracting witan a merchant on the one hand and with engagés
on the other. However, even if the engagés were nired and paid by the
merchant, the arrangement described by La Jonquiére might still have
stocd, incornsistent though it would have been for the merchant to
supply engagés for the voyageur rather than to allow the voyageur to
hire on his own employees.

In the period prior to 17"% the rest of the posts were farmed to the

. . 2.
officers in command.

This was nct an exclusive monopoly, for other
individuals were evidently allowed to trade at or near these posts.
The Minister writing in 1752, sald, with reference to tuls period,
that one of the reascns for changing tae method of exploitaticn was to

remove the officers from the trade and thus prevent the abuses of

which the traders and the savages were always complaining.z‘ "Traders"

might have been used to mean merchants who supplied goods for the trade
but there is further evidence to suggest that the term indicated
persons actually trading at the posts. Beauvharnols, in a despatch
written in 1741, pointed out that the commandants formed a 1iaison—

between the colony and the voyageur. If, for example, a merchant

1, Lists of the "engagements pour l'ouest" conserved in the Judieial

Archives of Montreal are published in Rapp. de l'Arch: 1929-1
pp.195-456; 1930-1931,pp.353-453; 1931-1932,pp.2%3-365. %127023358)

2. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.7H(2),p.U43%, Mémoire du Roy & Beauharnoi
et Hoequart. Fontailnebleau, April 30, 17M2; Corres.Gén.,U"A,Vol Sgifl
p.18l. La Galissonnidre au Hinistre. Quebec, Cet.23, 174g, ’ . o

3, Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol. . ’
June 16, 1752. 3 s 95,p.117. Ministre & Duquesne. Versailles,
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(marchand equipeur) claimed that a voyageur owed him a sum of
money, the Governor ordered the commandant to send the packets
of fur down to Montreal so as to prevent the voyageur diverting any
of them. When the furs arrived, they were held until creditor

L. This clearly indicates that

and debtor settled their dispute.
voyageurs traded at the posts, notwithstanding the fact that they
were farmed to the commandants.

In the case of the Poste de la Mer d'Quest the commandant,
La ¥érendrye, who established the post, was given a monopoly
of the trade. In 1735 however, in order to free La Vérendrye
to carry on further exploitation, traders were permitted to enter
the district on payment of a fee to the commandant for trading in

2 This, of course, is a special case buil a similar

his command.
arrangement may have been made in the other posts.

Between 1743 and 1747 the system of exploitation becomes more
methodical. In 1742 the King ordered that all the posts should
be farmed to merchants except Detroit and ilichilimaekinac for whieh
congés were to be given ag usual to voyageurs. Twelve congés for
each of these two posts were to be sold at 6C0 livres a piece, a
lower price than that which had obtained; the other posts were
to be farmed to the highest bidder at a publie adjudication; and
officers in the posts were to take no part whatever in the trade.z'

The King decided on this step because the commandants had been

abusing their privileges with consequent complaints from traders

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.75,pp.280~281. Beauvharnois au Ministre.
Sept. 25, 1741; C¢f. also, the congés for this period calendared
in the Rapp.de 1l'Arch, 1822-1923, p. 192 et.seq.

2. A.S.Morton La Vérendrye p.29%. Printed in the Ganadian
Historical Review, Vol.IX.

3. Ordres gt Déptches,B,Vol.74, (2),pp.431-430 ., Mémoire du Roy a
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 1742.
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and savages, and in order to bring more money into the royal

1.

treasury. Niagara and Frontenac, hitherto exploited "par

ceconomie’, were also to be leased. According to the statement

of the King, the trade in these posts had been rapidly diminishing

2e

for several years. In 1739 it was discovered that the S.

Laforce, storekeeper at Niagara, was short in his accounts to the
extent of one third of what the total returns for his administration

since 1729 should have been.°*®  The King, doubtless quite
correctly, attributed the falling off in receipts to this cause.u'
It was probably this wmalversation that finally convinced the King
that a change in the whole method for all the posts would be
desirable.

Accordingly, Niagara and Frontenac were farmed to the S.Chalet

-

who took over the posts on the first of January 17@3.9' Detroit

6.

and Michilimackinac were explolited by voyageurs, and the rest

e

of the posts were farmed. The Poste de la Mer d'Ouest was the
only exception to the new arrangement. That post evidently

continued to be farmed by its commandant.

1. OQrdres et Dépéches,B,Vol.95,p.117.Ministre au Duquesne.
Versailles, June 16, 1752.

2. Ibid. Vol.70(1), p. ol . M°moire du Roy & Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Marly, May 13, 1740.

2. Oorres.Gen.,C‘A Vol.73,p-100. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebeec,
Oct.26, 1740; Ordres et Déptches,B, Vol 72,pp.128-130. Ministre
A Horquart Versallles, April 16, 17 1.

4, Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.70 1),p oli1, Mem01re du Roy 3
Beauharnols et Hocquart. Marly, May 13, 1740.

5 Gorres.3én.,C"A,V0l.79,p.8. Beauharn01s et Hocquart au
Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 29, 1743,

6. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.81,p.235. Mémoire du Roy 3 Beauharnois:
et Hocquart. Versallles, April 28, 1745; Gorres.Gén.,GC"A,Vol.85,

. pp&%7—18. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre Quebec, Sept.22,

17

7 Gorres. (én.,C"A: Vol.79,pp.%7-88. Beauharnois au Ministre.
Montreal, June 6, 17&3, Vol.85,p.17. Beauharnois au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept. 22, 1746.

8. Ibid., Vol.97,pp.l47-148. La Jonquidre au Minist
02 19,,1751 , q inistre. Quebec,
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The posts were normally farmed to the highest bidder but
not without exception. For instance, in 1744 the Veuve de la
Ronde was allowed to continue for three years the exploitation of
Ghagovamigon which had been held by her husband, who wasg attempting
to exploit the copper deposits in that district.1° Again, in
1744 the King disposed the post of Alepimigon in favour of
M. de la Laune, "GCommissionaire de la Marine" serving in the

Bureau des Colonles in France, as a reward for his services.z‘

The conditions on which the various farmers held their posts
were not perhaps identical but the variation from place to place
was probably not very great. The convention made in 1747 with
the 88.0lignancourt, Monietre, aﬁd 1'Echelle, farmers of La Baye
des Puants is perhaps typical. According to this agreement:

1. The farmers were given the exclusive privilege of trading

with the French - ,established within the extent of the

post, and with the Indians who came thither.

2. They were to send thitiaer the number of canoes and the

amount of merchandlse they would judge necessary and for each

canoe they must have, as usual, a congé, issued by the Governor.

2 The commandant of the post was forbldden to engage directly

or indirectly in any trade whatsoever. He was ordered to do alli

in his power to protect the interests of the farmers using his |
aﬁ%hority to expel all coureurs de bois and other trespassers.

b, . The farmers, on the other hand, were to provide the officer

with lodging and firewood and supply him with a moderate number

1. Ordres et Dépéches;B,Vol.78(1)p.250. Ministre & Beauharnois
et Hocquart. Versailles, April 17, 17M4; of. p.l
2. Ibid. pp.260-261. -
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of presents for the Indians, apart from any presents they themselves
might make to the savages. All gifts of furs received by the
commandant were to go to the farmers.
5. The farmers had to maintain an interpreter at the post.l'
The posts were farmed usually for three years which was the length
of time calculated to allow the farmer to recover his investment and

to make a profit.z'

Some posts were leased for longer intervals,
of course.B'

Thus the fur trade was to be delivered into private hands under
the supervisgion of the government. A certain limited number of
congés were to be issued, the other posts to be farmed to the
highegt bidder at a public adjudication where no personal preference
might enter in, and the officers engaged only in securing the
interests of the farmers and in keeping order in the wilderness.
Thus there could be no cause for complaint, the officersbould no
longer abuse the King's trus},the posts would still be énder
government supervision and withal the King would no longer lose
money on them. The arrangement was admirable except that it did
not work.

The friendly spirit of co-operation was not always evident
between officer and farmer. To cite only one instance, there was

bitter hostility between these two at Niagara. 0éloron, commandant,

complained constantly that Chalet did not send up enough goods to

~

1. Corres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.89,pp.73-80. Convention pour l'exploitation
du Poste de la Baye des Puants. Montreal,April 10, 1747.

2. CGonsiderations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0ct.175%8)p.10.
Hist.Doc. First Series, (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc.)

Z., Ghalet, for example,was given a lease of Niagara for & years.
(Cgrﬁfs.Gén.,G"A,Vol.?S,p.20. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 15,
17k2,
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meet the demands of all the Indians who came to the posts. Ohalet
was not satisfied with Céloron's efforts to protect his trade and
wanted a say in the choiee of the commandant.l' Ultimately

Géloron had to be replaced by another officer.2

-

In 1747 Ghalet refused to continue his farm of Frontenac and

Niagara any longer, owing to war conditions, and the exploitation had

to be undertaken once more by the King.B'
In 1748, it was decided that thence forward only the posts of
Timiscamingue, Nipigon, Camanistigoyan, Michipicoton, and

Chagovamigon were to be farmed, while the rest were to be exploited

, L
by conges.t'

~

Thus from 1748 the trade nominally falls into three distinect
divisions: exploitation by the Xing; exploitation by farmers; and

exploitation by voyageurs, holders of licenses. Officers, with

the exeception of the Gommandant of the Poste de la iler d'Cuest5°
4

were still excluded from the trade.-®

1. dorres. Gen.,C"A,Vol 81(2),pp."71-U473. Hoecquart au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct.23, Ll7ML. ., ¢t Hoequars
2. Ibid. Vol. 85, p.l<. Beauharnois/au Ministre. yuebec,Sept .22,
1756.

3, Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.87(1),p. 263 La Galissonnid®re et Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Sept 26 1747
. Corres.Gén.,v"A, Vol S0- 9l,p 183%. La Galissonnidre au Ministre.
Quebee, 0ct.23, 1748; Ordres et D3péches,B, Vol Sf,p .237.
. linistre & La Jonquidre et Bigot. Marly, May L. 1705
g. Supra, p. 152
. Ordres et Dépéches,B, Vol 89 p.237. Ministre & La Jonquidtre et
Bigot. MaIly, May ﬁ
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In this last period, 1748 -~ 1760, there was, however, wide
deviation from the: three-fold plan. Some of these divergencies
remained on the right side of the law. For example, the S. de
Repentigny, ensign in the Marine and officer of the garrison at
Michilimackinaéiand the S. de Bonne, half pay officer, undertook
to clear the land and build a post at Sault Ste. Marie at their
own expense for which they received the grant "en fief et
seigneurie® of the land, 6 leagues by 6 leagues, which surrounded

the fort.l‘

In 1751, another ensign in the Marine, the 8.
Rimbault de Simblin, built a fort, at his own expense, at Lac &
la QGarpe and was given tne command of the post and a monopoly
of its trade for six years.z'
But plenty of officers trafficked in furs without official
sanction. According to Bigot, writing in 1749, not a commandant
failed to engage in trade. The farmers and holders of congés
tolerated this encroachment on their monopoly for the sake of
peace and of not arousing opposition which might lessen their
profits. Several of them were even in collusion with the
officers.>* The tone of moral righteousness in Bigot'& letter
is pure hypoecrisy in the light of later events. In 1750 the
1

S. Marin was given the command of the post, Baye des Puanis. °

In the same year an assoclation was formed among Bigot, La

1. Gorres.Gén.,u"A,Vol.95: pp.178-181. La Jonquilre au Ministre.
Quebec, Aug. 20, 1750. p.88. La Jonquidre et Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 30, 1750; Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.93,pp.111-112.
Brevet de Ratification. Versailles, June 21, 1751.

2. Moreau St. Méry Goll., FJ5, Vol.l} (supplement) pp.3-10.
Ordonnance de La Jonquiére. Feb. 27, 1751; Gorres. Gén.,GC"A,

. Vol.97,pp.8%-92. La Jonquidtre au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.ﬁ21751.

3. Bigot au Ministre. Oct.31, 1749. Quoted in Mémoire pour
Bigot, t.II,pp.l4-15.

b, Corres.Gén.,u"A,V0l.53,p.98. La Jonquiére au Linistre. Quebec,
Sept.20, 17"9.
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Jonquiére, Brdard, and Marin to exploit the post for three years.l'
They carried on the enterprise with such gusto that,it was said,
they gained a net profit of 150,000 livres every year.z’ The
company was in a peculiarly favourable position to help down
its costs and there is some evidence to suggest the means which
they might have employed to do so. The accufation was made that
large canoes, valued at 300 or 350 livres, were taken from the
Kingts Stores for the use of the company and replaced with old
cones. Further, it was charged that La Jonquidre at the instigation
of Bigot, had taken a large amcunt of merchandise from the Stores
%o distribute to the Indilans at the posts in which these officials
were interested.3' It is interesting to note that in 1751, just
when he was busy abusing his trust, the Governor, writing to the
Minister, declared with a specious air of innocence that as far as
he knew no officer in the up country,except of course the comman-

dant of the Mer d'Ouest, had any interest, direct or indirect,
L

e

in the fur trade.
In 1753 the command of the Baye was passed on to Marin's son5’

and the post was granted to Rigaud de Vaudreuil, Governor of Three

1. Affaire du Qanada, Vol.III,p.76. Mémoire pour Bréard.

2. Rapp. de 1'Arch. 1923-1924, p.54t. Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle FranceWl/f(Mission de Bougainville).

%3, Affaire du Canada, Vol.III,pp.1%8,150. M3moire pour Bréard.
The accusations had reference both to the Baye des Puants and to
the Mer d'Ouest (infra p.l59) Bréard neither admitted nor
denied them.

L,  Qorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.97,pp.147-148. La Jonquidre au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 19, 1751. )

5. Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1923-192%,p.5". Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle Franee (1757). (Mission de Bougainville).
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Rivers. These two formed another illegal association and in

the first few years at least, profited to the extent of 312,000
livres annually.z' Rigaud retained the post throughout the rest
of the period3 and doubtless continued to connive with the
commandant.

To cite another example, we find Péan, on his own admission,
sharing for a time the post of Nipigon with its commandant, the
S. de Simblin.u'

The system by which the posts were supposed to bé‘exploited was
twisted out of shape in still another way. Certain posts were
supposed to be exploited by congés, chiefly in order to keep down
the price:. of merchandise by competition among the several
voyageurs, were in effect, farmed. For example, on one occasion,
all the congés usually granted for Detroit were turned over to
Marin and the exploitation of the post was shared by Mar in, Péan,Des-
pins.. and Landrief. This society increased its profits by
loading their "marchandise de traite on the Kingt!s batteaux and
having 1t transported at the King'ls expense.5°

One more example of monopoly may be quoted. The same
officials, lLa Jonquidre, Bigot, and Bréard, who were associated

with Marin in the exploitation of the Baye des Puants, also shared

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.97,p.201. Ministre & Duquesne.
Versailles, June 30, 1753.
2. Rapp. de l'Arch. 1923-1924, p.5%. Mémoire sur 1'Etat de 1la
Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainville).
3 Ordres et Dépéches,B: Vol.1l0l,p.111l. Ministre 3 Vaudreuil.
Gompidgne, July. 15, 1755; Vo0l.109, p.85. Ministre a Vaudreuil.
Versailles, Jan. 26, 1759. In 1759, Rigaud was granted the
post for life. The life tenure was short-lived.
Mémoire pour M. J-H.Péan. p.223.
Tbid. pp.300-302.
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the Poste de la Mer d'Ouest with its commandant, Legardeur de St.

-~

Pierrel'and, it was sald, employed the same means of reducing costs?'
This association was not illegal3but it was part of the monopoly

"
which evoked bitter complaints from Ganadian merchants.

But not only the officers engaged in trade without the benefit of
legality. It was practically impossible to police the wilderness
and it inevitably happened that people employed in the up country
did a little trading on their own account. For example, in 1743
it was. discovered that soldiers and "engagés" at Niagara regularly
brought up to the post merchandise of small bulk for trading
purposes with consequent damage to the returns of the fm?mers.5’

Voyageurs did not obey the letter of their licences. They
carried more ligquor and merchandise than they had permission to do
and traded in territory other tian that specifiied in tiaeir congés6°
No number of ordinances was ever effective in putting a stop to
these abuses, of course.

These individuals had some right to be in The up coﬁntry; they

were part of the organization designed to exploit the wilderness.

1. Affaire du Ganada, Vol.III, p.76. Mémoire pour Bréard.

2. 1Ibid., pp.148,150. Vide pp.183-18L,

3. The commandant of the Mer d'Ouest was of course permitted to

| trade and it was legal for officials to engage in business.
Vaudreuil himself, with the full approval of the Minister of
Mar ine, intended to exploit a post. However, the loss of a part
of the merchandise he had ordered from France,disgusted the new
governor and caused him to abandon the project. (Affaire du
Qanada,Vol.IV,pp.172-173. Précis pour M.de Vaudreuil).

4., e.g.Ordres et Dépércaes,B,Vol.93,p.43. Ministre a Bigot.
Versailles, May 7, 1751.

5. Ord.des Int. M30,Vol.XVII,p.92. Ordonnance de Beauharncis et
Hocquart. Montreal,July 16, 17&3.

6. Moreau St.Méry Ooll.,FB, Vol.1"(supplement) p.5. Ordonnance de
La Jonqui?re. May 29, 1751; Corres.@én.,C"A,Vol.100,pp.32-35.
Reéglement pour de Commerce (des Postes) issued by Duquesne.

July 6, 1755.
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Entirely outside the organization were the coureurs de bois, who
hunted and traded through the up country in defiance of the law.
Some young -Ganadians adopted the 1life of the Indians and never
returned to the colony. It £; probably, however, that other
habitants were part-time "coureurs" and part-time farmers. Not
only did the coureurs hunt and trade on their own account but they
were employed by the farmer of one post to encroach on the trade
of another territory.l‘ A specific case of connivance between
farmers and coureurs de bois is that of the Poste de La Baye.des
Puants. It was said that the lessees of this post struck a
bargain with eight or ten coureurs by which they supplied them
with merchandise for the sum of 6000 livres in beaver. ' The
authorities were very much exercised about the disposition of the
Canadians to "courir les bols", not so much because the habitants
were trading without permission and interfering with the monopolies,
as because they were not cultivating the land. The practice was
forbidden on pain of sentence to the lash and to the galleys;B‘
La Galissonnitre suggested that offenders should be transported to
the French West Indies.u‘ But further penalties would have been

no more effective than the ones already in force were. From time

1. Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.&5yp.37. Ministre & La Jonquidre.
Versailles, Mareh 6, 17!

2. ¢orres.Gén.,ClA, Vol 81(2) p.260. Beauharnois au Ministre.
Quebee, Oct.2h, 17k, This was the complaint of Lusignan,
commandant of the post. The farmers at the same time were
complaining of the Wpeu de secours! that Lusignan afforded them
for their exploitation. (Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.81,pp.236-237.
Memoire du Roy & Beauharnois et Hoequart. Versailles April 28§,
1745,

2 Edits et Ordonnances. Vol.I, p.551. Déelaration du Roi.

April, 1737
M., Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.87(2) pp.188-129. La Galissonniére a:

Ministre. Quebee, Oct.21, 17M47.
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to time a year's amnesty was declared during which period coureurs
might return home with impunityl‘but the scheme met with scant
success.

So much for the collection of the peltry in the wilderness.
What of its disposal after it reached Montreal? All the beaver
had to/?&rned over to the Compagnie des Indes which had a monopoly

on the export of this fur.<’

The company maintained receiving
offices in Montreal and Quebec and, up to 17}9, one in Three
Rivers also.s' The representatives of the company in the colony
were a controller and an inspector, in addition to the agents in
charge of the offices. ° For the beaver turned in to the
bureaux, "recépissis" or receipts were given which could be
changed into bills of exchange drawn on the treasury of the company
in Paris.B' Fixed prices were paid for beaver by the Qompany but
presumably the trader was at liberty to strike what bargain he
could with the savages. The head office of the company in Pais
doubtless attended to the disposal of the beaver in France.

The returns from the King's posts were sent down to Montreal
where the pelts needed for the Service were taken. The rest of

the furs were then carried to Quebec where tiaey were supposed to

be sold to the highest bidder. According to Estébe, Keeper of

1. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.I,pp.551-552. Déclaraticn du Roi.
April 1737. o )

2. Rapp. de l'Arch 1920-1921, p.1l8. Boucault, Etat Présent du
Canada (175%).

?. Inv. des Ord., Vol.III,p.13l. June 16, 1749,

!, Rapp. de L'Arch. 1923-1G24%, p.6U4. Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle Franee (1757) (Mission de Bougainville).

5. oconsiderations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0c%.1758),pp.12,13.
Printed in Hist.Doc. First Series (Que.Lit and Hist.Soec.)
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Stores in Quebec, he was purchaser every year from the last few
years of Hocquartls administration until 1758 when he left Ganada.l
As early as 1749, Bigot had abandoned the public auction®® and
thenceforward turned over all the furs to Estebe at an estimate.
Bigot and Breard were both 1nterested with Estdbe in this trade,
the Intendant to the extent of 50%

The rest of the furs, which were in the hands of the merchants
in Montreal, were sold to Quebec merchants for export. " Possibly
some of the Montreal merchants dealt directly with France. The
S. Pénnissault who came to Ganada in 1747 and set up in business in
Montreal, was in partnership with the S. Brouillet, Receiver-
General of Finances in Paris, and with the 8S8. Freté, merchants,
who sent him goods from France and to whom he sent fur and other
Canadian produqts.B‘

However, such associations were rare. The marketing of furs in
France was handled for the most part by agents.6' According to
Bigot, the S. Gogzuet (at La Rochelle) was "correspondant presque
universel" for Ganadian fur, handling more than 75% of the export
(exclusive of beaver, of course). Goguet made up the pelts into
lots so that he got rid of the bad along with the good and e

controlled the market, keeping back furs until there was a scarcity,

then selling when the price was high.7'

. Mémoire pour G. Estébe, pp. 167 171.
. gorres .Gén.,u"A,Vol.93,p.28. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.l,
1 |
7J2gement Rendu -—- dans 1'Affaire du Oanada, p.52; Mimoire
pour Bigot, t,II,p.1l02.
M§m01regpour G. Estdbe, p.176.
Affaire du Canada,Vol. III,po 325-325. Pricis pour Pennissauld
(P4nnissault) )
Rapp.de L'Arch.,1920-1921,p.1). Boucault,L'Etat Prisent du
Canada (1754)/
. Mémoire pour Bigot, t,II, pp.109-110.
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Merchandise for the trade was for the most part imported by
Quebec merchants and resold to their confréres in Montreal.l’
Some of the latter possibly maintained agents in Quebec.  The
Compagnie des Indes also imported powder and merchandise, some of
which it sold to the traders,e'and the King, too, did a business in
supplying powder from the Stores to the trade.B'

A diagram of the organization of the fur trade would place
Montreal at the centre, with lines radiating out from it to the
west, and on the east a line stretching through Juebec to France.
Merchandise came up to Montreal, canoes set out from liontreal, and
‘the furs came back to kontreal. The situation in Detroit is an
example of how the town might stretch a tentacle ocut into the
wilderness. Fur traders resident in the frontier settlement were
said to have owed so much tc the Y"marchands é&uipeurs" of Montreal

1
that Detroit was mortgaged for more than it was worth. °

5.

The long lists of congés lssued and of contracts made zive
some idea of the activity that must have gone on in the town. It
is not surprising that Franquet observed that most of the towns-

people were engaged in business, especially in connection with the

1. Mémoire povr G. Estdbe, p.l1l76.

2. Corres.Gon.,G"A,Vol.(0,p.73. Hocquart au kinistre. Quebec,
Oct.?l, 1741; donsidérations sur 1'Etat Prisent du Canada (Oct.
1758§ p.13. Printed in Hist.Doc.,First Series, (Que.Lit.and
Hist.Soc.).

7, Qrdres et Dépéeches,B,Vol.75(1),pp.195-161. Ministre & Hoequart.
Versailles, April 20, 1743, -

4., orres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.&9,p.136. Noyan au Ministre. Detroit,
Aug.6, 1747.

5. Rapp.de l'Arch: 1921-1922,pp.150-223; 1522-1923,pp.1$2-265;
1925-1930,pp . 19%-456; 1930-1931,pp.353-153; 1931-1932,pp.2t3-365,
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up country.l' liontreal, by the end of the French régime had

"emerged into tne pcsition of a distrivuting centre, a ware-

house, to a certain degree a financial headquarters, an entrepdt

in the modern sense of the term".z’

The constant difficulty witi: which the French had to deal was

the counter atitraction of the English trade. The French had the

o

advantage of their competitors in guns,j'powder,“ and, especially,

brandy which the Indians preferred to the English rum.” " The

French probably depended more on their liquor than c¢n anything

else to maintain their trade with the savages, a fact which the

authorities realized. The Cnurch opposed the brandy trade on the

grounds of Christianity but the government tock a more practical

view. On one occasion when the Bishop wrote to tine Minister

that he could not absolve those who engaged in the liquor traffic,

nhe was briskly advised to reconcile religion with the interests of

the colony and of oommerce.7‘

1.
2.

7,
I,

5.
6.
7.

Franquet, Mémoires et Voyages, pp.l1'-115.

E.R.Adair, The Evoluticn of Montreal during the French Régime.
A pﬁper read before the History Association of Montreal, March 20,
1 .

9gapg.de 1'Arch. 1923-132t, p.53. MPmoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle France (1757). (Mission de Bougainville).

Gorres.Gén.,C"A,V01.50-51,p.153. La Galissonnidre au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct. 18, 1748,

Ibid.,Vol.7%,p.127. Hocquart aux Directeurs de la Qompagnie des
Indes. Nov.3, 1740.

Ibid.,Vol.78,p.131. LI'Evéque au Ministre. Aug.22,174%2.

Ordres et Dépéeches,B,Vol,.76(1),pp.343-34L, Linistre & 1'Evéque.
Versailles, May.2l, 1703.



165.
As the French knew and admitted, the real trouble was that the
English offered better cloth at lower prices than could be obtained

in the French posts.l‘

The Prench were so fully aware of this
fact that the Qompagnie des Indes was allowed to buy each year a
number of pieces of English cloth which it sent to the colony for

2.

its own trade. Attempts to manufacture satisfactory scarlets

in Prance were a failure.z' It was said that the manufactures of
Languedoc could imitate the English goods but could not supply them
as cheaply as the company could get them from England.h

The French were faced wita the double problem of stamping out
vhe contraband trade and of meeting competition. In neither
direction were their efforts very successful.

From 1727, the authgrivies had pursued a policy of turning out
of the colony all resident foreigners, even naturalised ones, who
were engaged in trade.”- Evidently English traders also visited
Montreal. An ordinance of 1738 declared that henceforth all
Englishmen would be turned back at the Pointe & la Qhevelure no
matter what reasons they gave for entering the coloﬁy.é' By 1740

the French seem to have been successful in removing the English

from immediate contact with the QGanadian merchants.7' Moreover,

1. e.g. Oorres.Gén.,C"A: Vol.78,p.1%0. L'Evéque au Ministre.

Quebec, Aug.22517u2; Vol.S0-91, ﬁ.ﬂ?tALa Galissonniére et Bigot
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.20, 1748, ete.

Corres.Gém.,C"A,V0l.103(2),pp.542-503. Mémoires des Syndics et
Directeurs de la Compagnie des Indés au Liinistre.(1758).

Ibid., p.543.

Ibid.,V0l.98,p.369. Martin au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.5, 1752.

Ibid.,Vol.51.p.7. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.6,
1750, |

Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.374~376. Ordonnance de Hooquart.
April 25, 1738. |

Gorres.Gén.,CYA,Vol.74,p.29. Beauharnois au Ministre. Oct.6, -
1740, After 1740 there seems to have been no further reference
to the matter,
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it was said that the pena;ties imposed for carrying furs to the
English were sufficientl&usevere to prevent the French from engag-
ing directly in the traffic.l'

That however, did not put a stop to the contraband trade.
Ganadian furs continued to reach the English at OGhouaguen and at
Orange, chlefly by way of the domiciled Indians. A certain John
Henry Lidius, a native of Orange, had established himself in
Montreal in 1725. There he gained a great deal of credit with
the Iroquois converts - He knew their language and nis wife was the
grand niece of an Iroquois who had married a French woman.e‘ In
1730 he was convicted of carrying on an illegal trade with New
England and was banished from Ganada.-* Lidius returned to
Orange, set up a post, and attracted his Indian friends thither.
This store loomed so large in the eyes of the French that on one
accasion, the Minister described itv without modification as the
outlet through which Qanadian beaver fouqd its way to the English.
He urged the destructicn of the post and recommended that the
leader of any expedition sent against it should pay particular
attention to the capture of Lidius himself, who would then be
transported to France and permanently removed as a source of
trouble. This violent suggestion was made in 1745 when the

)
colonies were at war on behalf of their respective mother countries.

'~

However, Lidius continued unmolested and Canadian furs continued

to reach Orange.

1. QGorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.76,pp.178-179. Mémoire sur le Commerce de
Canada.(1741)

2. Ibid.,Vol.51,pp.7~8. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebee, Oct.25, 1729.

3, Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, Vol.XXXV,pp.28-30.
Beauharnois et Hoequart au Ministre. Oct.l1l5, 1730.

b, Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vo0l.8l, p.212. Ministre au Beauharnois.
Verséilles, Ap}il 2g,’ 175, '
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The most flagrant though not the only case of contrabanding that
I have found was the trade carried on by the three Demoiselles
Desauniers. This trio, daughters of a Montreal merchant, set up
a store in the Sault St. Louis mission in 17271'to sell provisions
to the Indians; presently they were selling dry goods too, and
then supplying equipument for expeditions to the up country. By
1740 the agents of the Compagnie des Indes were inquiring why
none of the beaver which the Demoiselles must have received from
their Savage customers ever found its way to tiec offices of the
Oompany.g‘ Further complaints followedB'and in 17#2 the store
was ordered suppressed. 5

The Demoiselles however, continued to live in the Indian village
in sgpite of the fact that they had a very fine house in Montreal.S'
They were obviously still proceeding on thelr devious way and in
1745 they were ordered by the King to take up their residence
6.

elsewhere. The order was not executed however, for fear of

antagonizing the Indians?'an undesirable event especially in
time of war, and the sisters continued to make use of their
opportunities.

By 1750 the governor, La Jonquitre, had definite proof that the

1. orres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.97,p.277. Les Dlles.Desauniers au Ministre.
1751.

2. Y%hld.,VOI 77,pp Loz-4olt. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept .29,
1750,

%, 7Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol. 74(2),p 33“ Ministre au P.de Lauzon
(Provincial des, Jésuitss) Fontainbleau, April 20,1742,

b,  Ibid.,Vol. 7#(2),p 4hs, Mlnlstre 4 Beauharnois et Hocquart.
Fontalnebleau, April 30, 1742.

5. Gorres. Gen.,O“A,Vol 7/,p 189. Beauparnols au Ministre.Quebec,
Oct.1l%, \1743; Corres. Gén.,G"A Vol g81(1),pp.226-227. Beauharnoi s
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.ll, 17Uk,

6. Ordres et Depeches B,Vol. Sl,p 218. Ordre du Roi. Versailles,

- April 28, 17U45..

7. Ibld.,Vol a5, pp.uj-uu. Ministre & La Jonquilre. Versailles,
March 6, 1747.
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Demoiselles, aided and abetted by the Révérend Pére Tournois,
priest of the mission, regularly despatched considerable quantities
of beaver to Orange and GChouaguen by way of the domiciled
Indians. The English goods which the partners received in re-

turn were sold to voyageurs bound for the up country.l'

In 1751
the Governor decided that the time had come for action. According-
ly he ordered Tournocis to leave the mission and he sent an officér
with a detachment of eight soldiers wita an order for the
Demoiselles to vacate within twenty-four hours and to come to
Quebec. The result of the action was the precipitous departure

of the Mlles. Marie Magdelaine, Marie Anne, and Marguerite Irom

the Sault. The ladies, armed with testimonials from a variety

of prominent members of the colony, and accompanied by Tournols,

then repalred to France to lay their case before the King.z‘

They
returned however, without having received much satisfaction. In
February 1752, their enemy, La Jonquiére,died. The irrepressible
Demoiselles promptly got permission from acting-governor Longueuil
to return to the Sault for twenty-four hours to wind up their
affairs. When Duquesne arrived in July they were still there

and had once more to be foreibly removed.z' Meanwhile Tournois

had returned to I"ra.nce!Jr and the affair came to an end at last in
1752. The honours go to ,the sophisticated Demoiselles who had

for twelve years carried on an illegal trade under the very noses

of the exasperated officials.

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.95,pp.132-14U, La Jonquifre au iinistre.
Quebec, July 25, 1750.

2. Ibid.,pp.138-13%9 Ibid.,Vol.97,pp.277~291.Les Delles Desauniers

3. au Ministre. 1751. .

;, Ibid.,Vol.98,p.36. Duquesne au Ministre. Quebec,0ct.28, 1752.

L. Toid., Vol.97,pp.193-19%. La Jonquiére au Ministre. Quebec,
Nov.l, 175L.
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In 1752 the authorities had not even succeeded in putting a
stop to the Indians journeys to Orange. Repeated narangues to
the Iroquois of the mission had been entirely ineffective in
turning them from what all right thinking Frenchmen considered their

evil ways.l‘

On one occasion the Savages had declared that they
would rather be dead than forego their commerce with the English.e'
Finally the Governor was reduced to recognizing the trade to a
limited extent, for in 1751 La Jonquidre ordered the commandant
at Sault S8t. Louis to draw up a statement of tihe furs the Indians
brought back from hunting and to regulate the amount they carried
to New England in accordance with their needs. On this basis
the officer was to issue permits and, to inforce the limits imposed,
La Jonquiére sent two officers with small detachments of troops to
Soulanges and the Long Sault respectively, where all canoes going
to the English had to pass. The officers were given orders to
inspect the canoes and to seize whatever furs exceeded the amount
stated in the permit.B' It is not unreasonable to suppose that
means were found to evade the regulation.

If the law could be broken wita impunity at Sault St.Louls ,

within a few miles of Montreal, law must scarcely have existed in

the wilderness of the up couniry.

1. e.g. Oorres.G%n.,C"A: Vol.93,p.169. La Jonquiére au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept. 22, 17U49; Vol.97,pp.138-1%39. La Jonquidre au
Ministre. Quebee, 0ct.1l9, 1751.

2. Gorres.G4n.,C"A,Vol.57,pp.138-139. La Jonquidre au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct .19, 1751.

%3, Ibid., pp.l39-141.
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The colonial authorities did their ineffectual best to keep a
check on the amount of beaver collected in -the posts and to ensure
its reaching the agents of the Compagnie des Indes. Voyageurs
were required to have a statement of the kind and quantity of their
cargo of beaver signed by the commandant of the post at whieh they
had been trading and viséd by the officer at every post en route
to Montreal. If they had to tradeany pelts for supplies a state-
ment of the amount left was signed and viséd. On their arrival
in the town the voyageurs were supposed to present the statement
at the Company's office. Montreal merchants, when they received
their canoe loads of furs, were forbidden to barter the beaver
pelts but must use instead the notes glven by the receivers of the
companyl‘ In 1741 Beauharnois wrote that every year he re-
newed his orders to the commandants to allow no canoe to leave
without sending him a statement of its cargo.2

It was ridiculously easy however for a voyageur to suppress part
of his cargo so that the commandant néver saw 1t and -have the pelts
carried to the English by Indians. As La Jonquiére pointed out,
it would have been futile to have placed barriers in the shape of
posts across the routes that the savages usuvally took for they
would have known still other paths through the forest.>®  The

Governor might also have realized that ordinances merely forbidding

, b, ,
trade with the English "were not worth the paper they were written

1. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.374-376. Ordonnance de Hocquart.
April 25, 1738.

2. gorre§.Gén.,G"A,Vol.75,p.257. Beauharnols au Ministre. Sept.22,
1741,

%, Ibid.,V0l.93,pp.170-171. La Jonquiére au Ministre.Quebec,
Sept.22, 17M49. ) :

4. ‘e.g. Moreau St.Méry CGoll.,F’, Vol.13,pp.M49-51. Ordonnance de
La. Jonquidre. Montreal, May 29, 1749,
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on. o
In addition to trying to prevent beaver going out of the colony,
the authorities tried also to make the sale of foreign goods in
the colony impossible. In 1741 Beauharnois and Hocquart to-
gether issued an ordinance authorizing the Compagnie des Indes to
send its agents intc every house and store.  These officials
were to mark with a seal vearing the arms of the Sompany any foreign
cloth they discovered, such as that, for example, which had been
used to cover furniture. Trhe ordinance forbvade the further use
of any foreign stuffs illegally imported and declared that hence-
forth any unmarked goods rfound were liable to confiscation.l
That is, the possessiorn of any fureign merchandise by the people
in 1741 was legalised but they were to be prevenied from acquiring
any more. The crdinance was carrled outz‘but there is no record
of any later inspection, so that t.e result of the action was
provably nil.

Besides the contraband trade the autiicrities had also to contend
with English competition. The difference between contraband and
competition is little more than a distinetion in terms. In the
one case, furs were sent to tihe English posts by Canadians, in the
other, savages carried thither, on thelr own acccunt, furs which
they themselves had caught.

Efforts were made to counteract the attraction of the English
but the government never laid out a systematlc plan of prececdure to

.deal with the problem. The bvack-and-forth movement of the trade

1. Rppeft01re des Arréts,etc (B. Z.ha581cotte) p.1Cl. kay 12,17&1;
Inv. des Ord. Vol.III,p.9. May 12 17i1 |
2. E.Z.Massicotte, Un Recensement Inddit de Lontrial en 171,

Printed in Trans.Roy.Scc.Can., Third Series, Vol.XV, Sect.l
pp. 1-2. o
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from one market to the other was more the result of circumstances
over which the authorities had no immediate control than of anything
the Freneh did to outwit their neighbours. On the whole, the
authorities merely attempted to deal with each situation as it
arose. Nevertheless, in the course of the two decades with which
we are concerned, tne activities of the government in this respect
tend to fall into four broad categories. In general, their
efforts took the form ofi bringing pressure to bear on the Compagnie
des Indes to increase thé price given for beaver; attempting to
keep the posts in cperaticn in spite of adverse circumstances;
trying to prevent tie exploitation of the Indians; and,to a certain
extent, establishing ncw posts to forescall the English trade.

In the early and comparatively uniroubled years of the period
practically notiing was done, although there are Irequent references
to tne English competition in the official correspondence. In
1744, however, war came with the result that merchandise became
both scarce and dear. °

As early as the fall of 17M4, Beauharnois and Hocquart com-
plained that goods from France had risen “0% in price. The
Indians could not comprehend the vagaries of prices. They could
see no reason why they should receive one quantity of merchandise
for their beaver one year and a much smaller quantity the next year
when neitaer fur or goods had changed in kind or amount. In 174U
the colonial officials suggested an increase in the prices given
for beaver for which the Company could indemnify ltself by raising
the price in France and the whole transaction would hit only the

1.

Tich. The last remark has a peculiarly modern ring.

PUVERIEOUSS |

de Oorres.Gén.,U“A,Vol.%l(l),pp.52—5g. Beauharnois et Hocquart au
Ministre. wuebec,Cet.15, 1710,
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The result was that the prices were immediateiy raised from
55 sous, 20 sous, and 55 sous the pound for winter beaver, summer
beaver, and "castor gras"l' respectively,to 3 livres 15 sous, 30
sous ,and 4 livres,2* that is, an average rise of "2.3% waich
neatly offset the rise in the price of merchandise.

During this period there was for obvious reasons a general
disinclination among the traders to carry on the exploitation
of the posts. Tae ooloﬁial autnorities did taoeir utmost to pre-
vent the cessation of the trade. In 174!, for example, seven of the
ten congés that were issued for Detroit, were given free.’” In
1746, eleven of the twelve congés for Detroit and all the congés
for Michilimackinac were granted without fee. In the same year
the leases of the posts of Michipicoton, Ouatonons, Riviére St.
Joseph, and the Baye des Puants, expired. The lessee of the

first of these posts was induced to continue for another year at

1. The English equivalent "beaver robe" lacks the descripvive
succulence of "ecastor gras". According to Boucault, to make
"eastor grash, "il faut que les Sauvages passent plusieurs
peaux de castor qutils en fassent des couvertes,qutils portent ces
couvertes pendant deux ou trois ans du cbdte du poil et du cbté
de la peau pour en faire tomber le grand poil et les engraigser
en y falsant pémétrer par leur sueur les huiles dont ils se
frottent; il n'y reste aprés ce temps que le poil fin ou duvet
lequel é%amt gras,sert & faire des chapeaux de pur castor parce
qutil esgt liant et qu'il lie le poil du castor Sec"(i.e. The
ordinary beaver pelt as it comes off the animal) (Rapp. de 1l'Arch,
1920~1921. Boucault, Etat Présent du Ganada. p. 19

2o Ordres et Dépéches,B,V0l.81l,p.91. Ministre au Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Versailles, March 16, 17U45.

3 Gorres.Gén.,"A,Vol.83,pp.188-189. Beauharnois au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.28. 17Mk.
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a rent reduced from 3750 livres to 1000 livres. No farmer
could be found for the Baye and in order to provide for this
post two individuals were allowed to-equip themselves at
Michilimackinac for the post on payment of 1000 livres each. The
farmers of the other two posts continued on condition of making

L. Similar provision for the up country posts

2.

no payment at all.
was made again tue followlng year.

In 1749 beaver prices were again lowered to a general price of
3 livres 10 sous the pound and the following year were to be reduced
to 3 livres, 5 sogs,B' notwithstanding the opposition.gf the |

z However the officials made other

colonial authorities.
attempts to repair the damage done by the war. The Governor
believed that the farmers of posts had been  exploiting the Indians
by charging excessive prices, the object being to make hay during
the three sunny years while they nheld the posts. Accordingly all
but five of the posts (other than those operated by the King) were
given over to excloitation by congés5’in the hope that competition

6.

among several voyageurs would bring down prices. Further it

was decreed that prices in all the posts were to be fixed at 30%
7‘

above the cost prices in Montreal. .« ..

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.85,pp. 17—17 Beauharnois et Hocquari au
Ministre. Quebec, Sept.ec,17ME.

2. Ibid.Vol.87(1)pp.279~280. La Galissonni®re et Hocquart au
Linistre. Quebec, Oct.7, 17M7.

%. Ordres et Déptchesg,B,Vol.39,p. l“O Ministre & La Jonquilre et
Bigot. Versallles, April 30, 17M9.

L, Gorres.G3n.,G"A, Vol 93 p.5. La Jonqui®re et Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct. 1, 179 .

5. Supra, p.155.

6. Qorres. GPn ,U"A,V0l1.90-91. La Galissonni®re au Ministre.quebec,
Cct.23,1748. Bigot did not agree with La Galissonni®re either as
to the cayse of the excessive pﬁ%oes or of the plan to remedy 1it.

(Correg.Gén.,C"A Vol 92: Mlnlstr %uebec Oct.
22, 173 ; P 7 1got au 1nlstre Su% ov.2, ﬁ ef.p

7. Ordres et Dépéches,B Vol 9. pp.77-78. Mlnlst e a Bi ot.
Versailles, April 11 17 9. o g
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In thig "inter war' period a number of new posts were
established. In 17M9 one was set up in the country of the Soioux%°
Another, Fort Rouillé dependent on Niagara, was erected across a
path which the Indians took to Ghouaguenz' and a smal 1 stockaded
fort known as tae Petit Portage was built on the river opposite
Niagara to intercept Indians who were passing around that post.~
Indians made their way to Chovaguen by way of the Sault Ste.Marie
also; accordingly in 1750 the 8. de Repentigfly from Mickilimackinac
and a few soldiers were dent tuither witi four canoes %o intercept
the Savages en route to the English and to raise a fort%' Duri ng
this_period a new establishment was begun at Lacb.la Jarpe, as we
have seea”” and a Jesuit mission was establlsned at La Pr? sentatloﬁ:
The first was to intercept the Indians going to Hudson Bay and it
was hoped that ti.e second would interfere with the trade at
Chovaguen. Both these however, were sanctioned rather than under-
taken by the authorities.

In 1749, G8loron de Blainville with a detachment of 200 men was
sent down the Ohio to try to detach the Indians from the English
traders who vigited the district.Y' In 1753 began Duquesnels
attempt to hold thie Belle Rivigre and in that year Forts Presqu-

Isle, Machault and Le Boeuf were built.. This was preparation

for war rather than an ordinaxzy attempt to meet English competition.

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol. 93 po U5-1L5. La Jonquire et Bigot au
Ministre. Quebec, Oct 9, 1 {

2. Ibid.

%3, 1bid.,Vol. 95,p 3. La Jonquidre et Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.or, 1750.

L, Uorres Gén.,C"A,V0l1.95,pp.178-179. La Jonquiére au Ministre.
Quebec,Aug.20, 1750; ef. p.

5. S8upra, p. 156

6. Ccorres.Gén.,u"A,Vol.93, pp. 52-53. La Jonquidre et Bigoy
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.31l, 1749,

(. Corres.Gén.,CU"A,V01.93 pp 1 140. & : LN
Ministre. Québec June 25 39 8 Galissonniére au
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Beaver received in the Company's Offices in:

1740 147,000 - 11,000 pounds.™
171 157,000 pounds.
1743 200, 000 pounds.”*
1
1744 200,000 pounds. ' °
1745 180,000 pounds.” "
1746 180,000 pounds. 6.
(anticipated)
1747 100,000 -~ 120,000 pounds. .
~ | (anticipated
1748 50,000 - 60,000 pounds.g’

-

1. Corres. Gén., U"A, wl.73, p.126. Hoequart aux Directeurs
de la Compagnie des Indes. Nov. 3%, 1740. (copy)

2. Ordres eb Dépéches,B, Vol.78(1), p.1l58. Mémoire du Roy
4 Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 174k,

. Ibid.

E. Gorres. Gén., C"A, Vol.81(1l), p.55. Beauharnois et
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l5, 1744,

5. Ibid., Vol.83, p.28. Beauharnois et Hocquart au kinistre.
Quebec, Oct.23, 17U45.

€. Ibid., Vol.85, p.359. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec,
Sept. 18, 1746.

7. Ibid., Vol.87(1), pp.279 — 281. La Galissonniére et
Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.7, 1747.

g, Ibid., Vol.9z,p.105. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.8, 1748,

The receipt is stated as 166,172 livres 3 sous. The above

figures have been calculated roughly, on the basis of the
average price prevailing for beaver (supra p. 173)



176.

During our period the amount of the returns from the fur trade
was regulated chiefly by the strength of the English attraetion
and by the two wars. There were of course a variety of incidental
factors as well. For example, in 1740 the Baye des Puants re-—
turned only 110 packets of furs instead of the usual 300 to 400
because there had evidently been a disruption between the Indians
of the distriet and the neighbouring Scioux, and the local Savages
were afraid to go into the distriet of their enemies where
beaver was plentiful. Hunting had been further interrupted by
the fact that otiner Indians who frequented the post had marched
against the ¢hicatas in the south and had wintered in Louisiana. '
The most sustained influences however were the two already
mentioned.

The amount of beaver received each year by the Qompany is an
indeiuof the general state of the trade. The increasing returns
of the first few years were the result of the fact that England was
at war with Spain and merchandise in the English posts had gone up

2.

in price. Moreover, in the spring of 1744 Chowaguen was

temporarily abandoned with consequent benefit to the French posts.z'
The same year, bowever, marks the beginning of war between France
and England.

As early as October 1744, French goods had increased 40% in cost

as a result of the high purchase price in France, the increased

cost of freight and insurance, and the loss, or at least the non-

1. Gorres.Gén.,C"A,Vol.73,p.126. Hocquart aux Directeurs de la
Gompagnie des Indes (copy) Nov.3, 17U0.

2. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.384~385. Mémoire du Roy A
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 1743,

3. Oorres.Gén.,u"s,Vol.g1(2),p.472. Hocquart au Ministre.

Quebec, Oct.23, 174U,
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appearance, of three ships destined for Oanada.l' Taroughout
the war complaints follow/%ge loss of ships and the scarcity and
cost of merchandise. For example, in 17"5 it was said that there
was not a piece of scarlet in the bureaus of the Compagnie des
Indes and there was no powder to spare, either for the Company or
for the farmers of the posts.z‘ The following year scarlet and
other clotn were said to have been entirely lacking in the colony
and prices had increased to 120% or 130%.3‘ In 1747, three ships
arrived bringing practically the only merchandise that had reached
the colony in two years.u‘ In that year an additional factor
was introduced into¢ the situation. In order to lessen the de~
mands on tie French treasury the dates of maturity of the bills of
exchange drawn in the colony were extended as long as possible,
with the result that merchants in France had to vake a considerable
loss if they had these bills discounted.5° The effect was of
course to raise prices still higher. Bigot writing in 1748 said
that traders in Montreal had to pay at least 150% more for their
merchandise tﬁan they did in peace time.é'

We have already seen something of the effect of the situation

(.

on the exﬁloitation of the up country posts. In spite of the

1. 'Oorres.Gén.,G“A,Vol.Sl(l)pﬁ.52-53. Beauvharnois et Hoecquart au
Ministre. Quebec,Oct.l5, 1744,

2. Ibid.,Vol.83,pp.37-88. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec, Oct.23, 1745. | :

3. orres.Gén.,GC"A,Vol.85,pp.393-394 .Hoequart au Duc d'Anville.
Quebec, Oot.22,17ﬁ6.

b, ~ Ibid.,Vol.88,pp.22-23. Hoecquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.2t, 1747,

5. Shortt, Documents, Vol.II: pp.752-75'". Hocquart to the Linister-
Quebec,0ct.27,1747; pp.757-761. Mémoire from the merchants of
Quebec' to Maurepas. Quebec,Nov. 1717.

6. dorres.Gén.,("A,Vol.92,p.16. Bigot au’liinistre.Quebec,Oct.22,

17k8. :
(. Supra, p. 173




178.
efforts of the colonial authorities many fewer congés than usual
were issged.l' Furthermore, as Hoecquart poinéed out in 1746, a
great many Indians, constantly engaged in war, were prevented from
hunting.

The English, being the stronger naval power, were not as
seriohsly hindered as the French by shortage and dearness of mer-
chandise. The Indians must have been turned away by the con-
ditions they found in the French posts and the commandant of
Chouaguen seized the opportunity to "ruv it in". In 1745 he
assembled all the nations in the vieinity and presented a large
barzel of ovrandy for each village, doubtless to put the Savages in
a receptive frame of mind. He then told them that henceforth
they must come to the English for their supplies, for tne French
had only enough for tnat year and what was more, Canada was going
to be taken as a result of an attack by seca. | This information
was carried to Longueuil at Detroit by the neiglibouring Hurons
and to the French officer's harangue they returned the very
practical answer that they could not do without brandy, cloth,and
wampum, and all these commodities were too dear at Niagara and
Detroit.j'

The whole situation 1s,0f course, reflected in the decline in
the beaver returns The fact that the receipts were moderately

well sustained in 1745 and in 1746 was possibly the result of the
increase in the Company's prices. By 1747 and 1748 the U0% rise

1. e.g. Corres.Gén.,u"4: Vo0l.83,p.188. Beauvharncis au ilinistre.
Quebec, Oct.28, 1744, Vo0l.233,p.181. Beauhdrnois au Ministre.
vontreal, June 19, I/"5; Vol.85, p.358. Hoequart au Ministre.
Quebec, Sept.l8, 1746. |

2. Ibid.,V0l.%5,p.393. Hocquart au Duc d'Anville. Quebec,Qct.22,
17%6.

3‘ .l?.é‘.g') VOl'gB)pp°89"9O- Longueuil (commandant a DetI‘Oit) a
Beauharnois. July 23, 1745.
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in beaver prices could no longer offset the 1204 to 150% rise in
merchandise prices nor could it make up for the want of actual
goods.

For the succeeding period I have found no record of beaver re-—
turns to indicate the condition of the trade. However, to judge
from a number of general statements, the commerce flourished in the
vears of truce, notwithstanding the decrease in beaver prices. In
1749, Bigot reported that the quantity of pelts received at
Frontenac and Niagara was greater than it had ever been before.l‘
The following year a decrease was made in the prices of goods at
the King's posts with good effeect on tie fur receipts.z' The
new post at Toronto also succeeded in turning away an amount of
trade from Ohouaguen.3°

vonditions had evidently improved in the other posts, too. For
example, in 175%, 13 congés at 500 livres each were issued for
Detroit and 18 at 50C livres for Michilimackinac, whereas in 17U7
there had been only 9 for the first post and they had to be given
free, and 10 for the second, granted at reduced prioes.”' In
the same year, 175Y%, the posts of Rividre St. Joseph and Illincis
were also being exploited by congés and those of La Baye, Mer
d'Ouest, Timiscamingue, Ghagouvamigon, Nepigon and lLac d& la Garpe,
Camanistigoyan, iichipicoton, Des Miawmis, and Ouatanon were all

farmed at good priées and evidently had been for some time.2

1. corrﬁs.Gén.,u“A ,Vol.93,p.335. Bigot au liinistre. Quebec, Oct.
27, 1779
2 ibld.,Vol $5,p.201. La Jonquiere au Ministre. Quecbec, S8ept.23,
1750;  M2moire pour Bigot, t.I, p.6&.
3. Gorres.G2n.,O"A,Vol.55,pp. 171—172 La Jonquiére au Ministre.
Quebec,0ct.20, 1750; La Jonquiére au Linistre. Oct.6,1751.
Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historiques,Vol.V,pp.l?gﬁ
Sppra, p- 173 0
Corres.Gén.,u"A,Vol.100,pp. 18 20.Vompte de la recetie et

dépenses des ostes des phis Q entrant (175 ). Enclosed witnh
Duquesne au Mlnlstre uly 1

Ul =
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Préfits must have been considerable to judge from the price
obtained for Timiscamingue, for in 1754 the farm of the post which
had been at 7000 livres rose to 1U,10C livres.l' In spite of
the fact that La Galissonniére's plan to have the poste exploited
by congés "had not remained in operation longfa%he prices re-
mained sufficiently low to evoke no complaints from the Savages;
on the contrary they declared themselves satisfied with the
conditions they found in the up country posts.z' In 1752
Duquesne and Bigot declared that coumerce in general Lad never been
in a more flourishing condition. The returns to France in furs
and bills of exchange were nearly double what they had been

1]
before the war. °

The next war must inevitably have had a more detrimental effect
on the up country trade than the preceding war had had. ~Chouaguen
had long been a thorn in the side of the French gévernment to

judge from thelr urgings in war time to attack the fortB' and their

f
suggestion in peace time to induce the Indians to attack it. ©°

Its destruction was accomplished at last in 1756, among the first

1. Sorres. Gen.,u“A,Vol.,,,pp 296-257. Duquesne au Ministre.
Quebee, Oct. 30 8175

2 Supra, p. lfﬂ—l 1

2 Gorres.pGen., A?Vbl g%, p.7%. Duquesne au Ministre. Quebec,
0ct.26, 1753.

. Duquesne au Bigot au Ninistre. Nov.!, 1752. Quoted in
Mémoire pour Bigot t,I. p.l22.

5. Ordres et Dépeches B: Vol.78 (1),pp. 1f7—198 Ministre A
Beauharnois. _Versailles, March 30, 174!, Vol.83,p.116.
M3moire du Roy 4 La Jonquidre. Versailles, April 1 , L7165
Vol 87,pp.73-74%. Ministre & La Galissonni®re. Marly, Jan.23,
1748¢

6. ;oid., Vol.91, pp.%6-87. Ministre & La Jcnquidre et Bigot.
Versailles, April 15, 1750.
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operations of the war. But it was a disastrous victory, for the
French could not fill the gap left by the removal of the English
fort and the Indians, unable to satisfy their needs, bemoaned its

1.

loss. In 1757, Bigot wrote "Les Sauvages sont furieux &

Niagara, 4 ce que me mande . Pouchot; ils n'y trouvent ni vivres
ni wmarchandisest". 2.
The old difficulty of scarcity and high cost of merchandise
prevailed. A mémoire addressed to the Minister by the Compagnie
des Indes indicates the obstacles in the way of trade. For
example, the English scarlets wuiich the Oompany was allowed to
buy had, in war time; to be brought to France via Holland in neutral
ships. The greatest difficulty, however, was to get the eloth
to Canada. In 1755 the total shipment consisting of 1200  pieces
was lost, in 1756, 300 out of 1160 pieces were taken, and
the following year, 1757, 3/0 pileces from a total of 660.3‘
Freight and insurance rates increased enormously, of course, and
with the depreciation of the paper money combined with all the
otiier factors, prices reached incredible neights.
weanwhile the English were not neglecting their opportunities.
They spread the news abroad of the capture ol French vessels, and

Golonel Johnson, Indian agent, displayed the pilunder to the

1. Bougainville, Journal, E.}OY. Sept.1-10, 1757. Printed in
Kepp de 1l'Arch., 1923-192

o. — MoTeau Bt. Méry Goll., FJ, Vol.l5, p.97. Bigot au Ministre.
Quebec, Aug. 24, 1757.

3. Corres. G3n.,u"A, Vol.10%(2) pp.5"2-543. Mémoire des syndics
et directeurs de la Compagnie des Indes au Ministre. 1758,
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Iroquoils and heaped tiew with presents of French branmdy and otiuer
supplies. Johnson was said to have had‘twenty tailors busy
making "bhabits" frou French cloth for tie Savages.l'

Expeditions to the up country were still being made in the
spring of 1758 e but by then, if not earlier, the Savages were
turning against tae French. In May 1758 Bougainville reported a
great ferment among the up country Indians; thc Folles-Avoines had
besieged the post of La Baye for three days, and destroyed a
Frencih fawily on the Wisconsin, and ctiier nations were ill-disposed
to the French.B’ In thie late summer of that year, Frontenac was
destroyed and with it a quantity of merchandiscs for the up country
posts.u' The follcwing year Nigara was taken. Pcssibly the
fur trade never came to a complete stop but the returns in the
last few years must have Leen alwmost negligible.

The fur trade seems to have been couparatively free from the
blight of inertness whicu affected the colony. There can be no
doubt of tane eagerness of the inhablitants to engage in tae trade,
legally or illegally. It would have rlourished as much,possibly
even more, without government intervention. |

The governmentgkupervision of the fur trade appears to be of a

piece with its activitiee in other connections. The motive,

however, was different. The up country trade was of double

1. Gorres.Gén.,v"A,Vol.103(1),p.80. Vaudreuil au Ministre.
Montreal, July 28, 1758.

2. Rapp. de 1l'Arch., 1931-1932, pp.361-365. Répertoire des
Engagements pour l'Cuest.

2. Bougainville, Journal, p.320. May 12-20, 1758. Printed in
Rapp. de 1l'Areh, 1923-192L,

4, = Gorres. Gén.,0"A,V0l.103(2), p.562. Mémoire. Unsigned (1758).
Evidently bvased on despatches received from the colony, chiefly
those of Vaudreuil and Doreil.
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slgnificance for it meant not only profits but also defence. The
authorlties in France saw only the mllitary aspect they were inter-
ested in maintaining the Indians in thelr allegiance to the o
French rather than in the progress of the trade itself. It is
not without point that in 17%6 and in 1747 ships were forbidden to
clear for the Labrador posts,with a consequent falllng off in the
peltry returns from that distrlct,l when, at the same time, the
authorities were making desperate efforts to supply the posts in
theeup country, where relations with the Indians were of military
1mportance. |

'The King was not at all anxious to see expansion only fer the
sake of ;nnieased.profits, a fact which the Minister of Marine
made clear to the colonial officials. In 1750 he pointed out
to La Jonquiére that new posts were undesirable,for their establish-
ment was costly to the King and they would serve only to divide
tne forces of the colony. One might be established on the Belle
Rividre to forestall English ocoupation of the territory and to

strengthen communicatlon with Lou131ana lastly, it was suggested

O il

that such a post would be advantageously situated for trade.o*
Obviousiy, the military aspect of the situafion was uppermost in the
Minister's mind. 7 |

Niagara, Erontenae, and, later, Presquilsle, Le Boeuf, Machault
and Duquesne were all onerated by the‘King at a iosé, simply to

retain the good will of the Indians.’* New postg were established

1. Supra, p. 140
2, Ordreé et Dépéches,B,V0l.91,pp.98-99. Ministre & La Jonquidre,

Versailles, April 15, 1750.
3. Rapp de l'Arch., 1923-1924%, p.54. Mémoire sur l'Etat de la

Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainville).
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not so muéhrto increase the profits’to'the French as to break the
relatiqns of the Savages with the English. An example of how
expansion was governed by military factors ig tﬁe establishment,
in 1758, of traders and gunsmiths in the villages of the Five
Nations. as part of a plan to attach these neutral Indians to the
Frénch,l

The fur trade is usually regarded as the sine qua non for the
existence of New France and undoubtedly it was the reason for the
establishment of the colony. Oertainly it was both the most
profitable and the most vigorous branch of economic activity in
Ganada. Possibly it tended to hinder'otheg enterprises. We
have seen that it proved an obstacle to agriculture and individuals
were probably unwilling to invest in new projects when they could -
get greater returns from the up country posts. On the othér hand,
withouf the fur trade there would have been even less wealth in the
colony than there was. |

But, however important the fur trade was it had less to do with
determining the general condition of the colony than agriculture
had. By 1740 at least, the fur trade, no matter what it might have
been earlier, was not the economic basis of the oolony; A great
maﬁy'more people were gaining a livelihood from farming than there
were from the fur trade, large as the number of individuals en-
gaged in the eiploitation of fhc up country was. We have seen the
effeét on the colony of a poor harvest. A falling off in peltry

returns had no such widespread result.

1. Affalre du ¢anada,Vol.IV,pp.56, 162-169 Mémoire pour
Daniel de Joncaire Ohabert
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FUR TRADING POSTS.
Average annual product.E'
- King's Posts:
La Présentation (Iroquois mission) - | 30 - U0 packs.B‘
Niagara | 250 —~ 300 paéks
Le:Petit<Portage -
 Frontenac 20 - 30 packs

Rouillé (Toronto) | 150 packs
Presqu'Isle |

Le Boeuf

Machault

Duquesne 200 ~ 250 packs

Bécancourt (Village of domiciled Indians)

St. Frangeis " " " "

S8ault St.Louis " "o ] |

‘Lake of Two Mountains 150 -  packs

Le Long Sault

| 150 packs
Garillon (1) | o
Des Miamis | | 250 -~ 300 packs
Miami
Quatanon | | | BoO — U0 packs
Rividre St. Joseph. (main post) oo - packs

(Rividre St. Joseph) (subsidiary post)

1. PFor location, see map at end.
2. These returns are given in the Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle France (1757), pp.#6~50. In the Rapp.de 1'Arch. 1923
1924, (Mission de Bougainville)
3. Ibid., p.63. "On appelle paquet de pelletererie quatre-vingt-
' cinq francs',
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FUR TRADING POSTS (cont'd)

Baye des Puants 500 - 600 packs

Des Scioux (not located) Included in the
limits of the Baye des Puants

Des Illinois This post was dependent on Louisiana but a number
of voyageurs from Canada also were allowed to trade there.

Detroit ‘ | 800 ~ 1000 packs
Chagouamigon | 250 packs
ﬁiéhipicoton » 50 - 60 packs
OamanistigOyan o | 60 - 70 packs

Nepigon (not located=in the viecinity of Lake
- Nipigon) |

. | 80 - 100 packs
Lac & la Carpe (not located) In the limits of
_Nepigen

Michilimackinac | 600 - 700 packs
Sault Ste. Marie 100 packs
Timiscamingue o
Abitibi Dependent on Timiscamingue 120 paéks
Mer d'Ouesﬁ: 300 - %00 packs

8t. Pierre | |

8t. Charles

Bourbon

De la Reine

'Dauphin

Des Prairies

A la Corne

Roﬁgc' (Fort Rouge was abandoned in 1737. Legardeur de St.Pierre
| built another fort on approximately the same site in 1751)

Maurepas (1)
Maurepas (2)

La Jonquiére.
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CHAPTER VI.
TRADE AND INDUSTRY.

-~

In a colony where manufaciures were practically non-existeny,
there was wide scope for traders who merely ovouglut and sold. These
were, -of course, for the wost part concentrated in the towns but as
we have already secen, there were some who carried on their business
in the rural districts. Varicus individuals, sometimes domestics,
saltsmugglers who had been transported to the colony, or indentured
servants at the end of their conitracts, who had colicected a small
sum of money, invested in a stock of goocds and went ifrom parish to
parish and from house to house peddling thelrwares. Others wiwo
had more capital tock a house in a village and set up as country
shopkeepers. These traders fulfilled a useful function by
estavlishing themselves in outlying districts and making contact
between the towns and che morc remote parts of the colcny. They
were doing a sufiiciently extensive pusiness to evoke complaint
from the Quebec merohants. " Franquet was quite shocked at the
luxury he fcund in the home of one ¢f their number, Madame Lamothe,
shopkeeper at Lachenaye, where/ggd his party slept in beds "propres

m

de facon & la duchesse'.”®

1. Corres. G3n.,<"A,Vol.75,pp.t-15, 23-25. Copie du Mimoire du
S. Desauniers, syndic des négociants de Québec, & Beauharnois et
Hoocquart. 1741. This document includes the comments of
Beauharnois and Hocquart on the merchants' complaints. Signed,
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec,Sept.&, 1741; Mémoire pour
Bigot, t.I, pp.121-122; Ordres et Dépéches,B: Vol.97,p.l15G.
Ministre & Duquesne et Bigot. Versailles,June 8,1753; Vol.99,
pp +65-66. Ministre & Duquesne et Bigot. Versailles,May 30,1754
2. Franquet, Mémoires et Voyvages,pp.l57-158.Le & (mars 1753§
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In spite of the increasingly important class of country merchants
most of the business men were, as I have said, to be found in the
towns.l' There a certain amount of organization existed among them.
A royal arrét of 1717 permitted the merchants of Quebec and Montreal
to elect a ;yndic and a number of assistant syndics to represent
their interests before the authgrities and to assewmble daily at
any place they might chose to discuss their affairs. e For
example, on Oct.6, 1740, the principal werchants of Quebec assembled
at the Intendani's Palace and chose, by ballot, the S. Desauniers
as their representative.B‘ Desauniers was performing one ¢f the
functions of his office when Lec directed a diatribe against the
couniry shopkeepers.m’ It 1s interesting to note that although
there were over a hundred shops in Quebec Z+ the principal
merchants" who chose the syndic numbered only sixteen. There is
extant also a record of a meeting of Montreal merchants called by
their syndie, the S. CGharles Héry, on Sept.29, 175%, to discuss a
proposition made in Paris that year by a new company which wished

6.

to obtain a monopoly of the beaver and the ginseng trades,

1. Montreal and Quebec. Three Rivers was described as an "Egp2ce
de bourg décore du nom de ville--" (Mémoire sur les forts de la
Nouvelle France (1757c.) In the Bulletin deg Recherches Hist.
Vol.XXXVII, p.t11)

2. E.Z.Masslcotte, Une Chambre de Commerce a4 Montréal sous le

Régime Frangais. In the Bull. des Rech. Hist. Vol.XXXII,
pp.l21-12Lt. |

. Edits et Ordonnances Vol.II,op.55"-555. Approbation d&'une

AssembIde des Larchands etc. Signed, Hocquart. Quebec, Oct.5,17k0.

gorres.Gén.,"A,Vol.75,pp.1- 25 Mémoire, S.Desaunicrs’a

Beauharnols et Hocquart 17 1.

Ibid., p.ll
E.Z2.Massicotte, Une Ghambre de Commerce,etc. In the Bull.des
Rech. Hist. Vol.XXXII, pp.lel-12k,

o\ = W
L J
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In addition to ,tanadian houses, a number of branches of French
firms were established in Quebec. One of the most active was that
managed by the S8. Havy and Lefebvre, representatives of 8. Dugard
et Compagnie of Rouen.l'

Economic activity was not éuffioiently extengive in the colony
to permit of sgpecialization in any one branch of commerce.
Merchants apparently traded in anything that came their way, ex-
porting tue products of the couniry and importing various sorts of
merchandise. One finds their names recurring in many connections.
For example, the brothers Etienne and Joseph CGharest, Quebec
merchants and seigniors of Lauzon, collected rents from their
seignioryand profits from their grist mill at which flour was
gr.und for export. On tie Pointe de Lévy tiey had a tannery, too,
which brought them a return. They carried on a shop, established
in Quebec by their father and at whici everything from knitting
needles to anchors had been sold, they owned houses in the town
which they rented, and finally, they were interested in the
exploitation of a Labrador post.g’

Trade, consisting as it did chiefly in the export of raw
materials and fcod stuffs,was very seasonal and once winter set in,
it came almost to a stop. Bougainville,in Ncvember 1756, re-—
marked that all the merchants were busy making their final shipment:s

and in general winding up thelr aflairs before navigation closed.

Once the last ship had sailed thiey had practically nothing more to

-

1. Gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.80,p.7. Hocquar: au liinistre. Juebec,
Qet.15, 17"3. |
2. J.E.2cy, Lauzon, t,II, pp.28-25, 129-130, 175~-181.
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do for there was not sufficient business in the colony to occupy
them all winter.l'

Governuent regulation touched colonial commerce in three ways,
viz. by imposition of custcus duties, by assistance in the
collecticn of debts, and by inspection of weiglits and measures.

Customs duties were not at first very onerocus. Up to 1747,
liquor and elk hides alone were taxed. The tax on brandy, 16 sous
& deniers the gglgg 2. dated back to 15687. Or every hogshead of
light wine 5 livres were levied and rum was taxed-at 15 livres the
cask. In 1743 some further regulations werc issued imposing small
duties on bottled wines and liqueurs.z' Four years later, in 1747,
the duties on liquor were raised, from § livres to 12 livres on

W

wine, from 16 sous 8 deniers to 1 livres sous on brandy and

from 15 livres to 2' livres oxn rum.h' The following year tne King,
in order to help defray the expenses of the war, impbsed a genéral
3% duty on all goods imported into, and exported from, the colony
wits the exception of those already taxed. There were r~ertain
other large exemptions. All foodstuffs, horses, ships, shingles,
hemp, and wood for shipibuilding, exported frcwm CGanada, and all

cordage and salt imzorted, were duty free.-*  The products im-—

ported frow she Windward Islands Lad ccen exeupt from before 1710

1. Bougainville, Journal, p.242. Quebeec, Wov.10-13%, 1756. Prinied

in Rapp. de ltArch.,1923%-1G2k,

2o A wine measure, varying from place to place. At Paris it was

7.5 litres.

%3. Ordres et Dépteches,B,Vol.7"(2),sp."35-""1. Mimoire du Roy 3
Beauharnois et Hoecquart. Fontalnebleau, april 30, 17"2; lcreau
St. wéry Goll.,F’, Vol.l3,p.105. Ordonnance d¢ Beauharnois et
Hocquart. Quebec, May 2, 17'te.

. Egits et Ordonnances, Vol.I, p.585. Arrét du wonseil d'Etat .
Versailles, Jan.23, 1747. . ‘

. ELdits et Ordonnances, Vol.I, pp.591-50t. Edif du Roy.

Versailles, Feb. 17"8.

=
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and continued to enter free throughout the period. In 1713,
imports from Santo Doumingo also were added to the free list.l'

The merchants did not allow this new tax on business to pass
urnremarked but their objections met with scant sympatiy from the
authorities either in France or in Canada.©®

Up to 1753, a year's grace had been allowed for payment of
duties but in that year iumediate payment was ordered. Thus when
the plan first went into effect, the King would receive two years'
taxes together.z‘ The Treasury was evidently particularly low
at that time for it was in the same year, 1/5%, that the King
ordered that the dates of maturity of bills of exchange should be
extended over a three year period.u' The new injunection must have
borne heavily on scme of tie merchants, especially in the first
year. Capital was small and as one ancnymous writer pointed out
it was difficult for an lwporter to pay a large sum for duty on,
say, a shipment <f liquor, long before ke could dispose of the
commodity and re-imburse himself.B‘

When a ship arrived in,port the director of the Domain at once

sent officials on uwoard, evidently to prevent evasions of the law.

1. Ordres et Dépéghes,B,Vol.76(1),p. “3” N¥inistre & Beauharncis
et Hocquart. Versailles, July 31, 1713 Affaires Etrangdres,
Mémoires et Documents. Amerlque Vol. II,pp 58-50. Arrest du
onseil d'Btat. Paris, Feb. EL 1750 '

2, Gcrres. Gen.,u“A Vol.SC-1; op 67 70. Placet to Gamelin,
Perthuls et Taché & La Galissonnle;e et Bigot. Quebec,Nov.2,
17ﬂ8 E La Galissonnidre et Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,
Nov.b 8; Ordres et Dipéches,B,V0l.89,p.166. Ministre 2
La, Jonqulere et Bigot. Versailles, April 30, 1749

%3, ¢onsidérations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0ct.1758), p.25.

Higt. Dec., First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soec.)

Infra, p. 218
Gonsidérations sur 1'Etat Présent du Canada (0ct.1758) p.

Hist.Doc., First Series (Que.Lit and Hist.Soc.)

Ul =
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Within 2% hours of docking a captain had to declare his cargo at
the Bureau du Domaine and merchants declared whatever part of the
shipment they owned. When the declarationéhad been checked, the
directors allowed tne goods to be disembarked but only at specified
wharves.l

There is no doubt that customs were frequently evaded as customs
always are. Many of the merchants residences and warehouses were
on the waterfront, with small wharves of their own only too con-
veniently situated for the covert alscharging of cargoces. Bigot
evidently believed in neglecting no opportunities for he had the
Storekeeper declare cn oath tuat the various ships in which he and
his eclique were interested all carried cargoes for the King and
hence were exempt from paying customs duty.g'

To collect a debt in the cclony one enlisted tiae help of the
Intendant, who issued an orcdinance ordering tue debtor to pay?’but
French creditors found it mcre difficult to extract payment from
Canadian debtors. The methods employed are illustrated by two
cases in point. In 1741, the S. Gendron, a Paris merchant, sent
an agent to Ganada to collect a debt of 22,354 livres. The agent
bore a letter from the Minister of marine to Governor and Intendant
evidently requesting them to lend their assistance. Gendron's
representative decided to prosecute and Beauharnols and Hocquart
promised to see that he was rendered justice.u' On ancther

occasion, a La Rochelle merchant, the S. Vivier, appolnted someone

1. Affaire du Canada, Vol.III, Mémoire pour Bréard, p.l25;
Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.I, pp.591-59%. Edit du Roy. Versailles,
Feb. 1748.

2. Jugement Rendu. -- dans l'Affaire du Canada, pp.6l,6M; Affaire
du Canada, Vol.III,p.l25. Mémcire pour Bréard.

g. See for example, Inv. des 0rd.,Vol.III,p.t., March 11, 17U41.

Corres.Gén.,v"A,Vol.75, p.57. Beauharnois et Hoequart au
Ministre. Nov. 2, 1741,
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in the colony to act for him in recovering a debt. The Minister
required Duquesne and Bigot to assist Vivier's agent as far as lay
in their power and to secure prompt justice should the creditor
have recourse to 1aw.1'

Weights and measures were a vexed question in eighteenth century
France. They varied from place to place with resultant confusion
in the transaction of business.e' It is difficult to say how
far tue conditions in France were duplicated in @anada. Certainly
there is some evidence of abuses in connection with the colony.

For example, the tax on brandy was placed on the velte. In 1687
all the brandy was exported from La Rochelle where the cask held

27 veltes, with the result that the tax had come to be collected

at the rate of 22 livres 10 sous the eask. Then some perspicacious
merchants hit upoﬁ the plan of shipping the liquor in "barriques

de Bordeaux" which held 32 veltes, thereby evading more than

b livres of the duty on each cask. The abuse was corrected in

1742 by the King's order to collect the tax ou the'zglgg.B'

The following year Louis Paquet, master cooper in Quebec was commisse-
ioned to "velter et jauger" in the presence of an inspector from

the Bureau du Domaine all the brandy entering Qanada. .

In 1748 Bigot asked for a set of measures from France to enable

him to introduce a 1little order whexre, according to the fault-

1. Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.97,p.63. Ministre 3 Duquesne et Bigot.
Versailles, Margh 1%, 1753. : |

2. H.E.8ée, La France %conomique et sociale au 1l8e. sidcle.(Paris,
1925) pp.16-17. e .

%, Ordres et Dép2ches,B,Vol.74(2),pp.Hto-Ul1. Mémoire du Roy a
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17%2.

b, oOrd.des Int., M30, Vol.XVIII, pp.36-37. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Quebec, May 10, 1743.
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finding new Intendant, none had existed before.l®

Certainly
attempts were made by the colonial authorities to prevent abuses.
For example, in 1752, when the trade in meat inQucbeé wa.s thrown
open, the rule was laid down that all butchers must have their
weights and balances verified by the registrar of the provostship.z
Monrepos in Montreal fixed the weight as well as the price of
bread and ordered the bakers to stamp their loaves.B‘

8o much for the bvackground. There remains to be considered the
course of trade and the various factors which affected its rise and
fall. §

CGanada dealt with the other colonies, Ile Royale and the French
West Indies and with France. Some French exporters carried on a
"three-cornered trade by shipping merchandise to Qanada, taking on
anything they could find there and usually cbmpléting their cargoes
with salt fish obtained at Ile Royale, then returning by way of
the West Indies where they discharged their cargoes and took on
products from the tropical colonies.lJr For example, of 22 French
ships whioch docked at Quebec in 1748, 15 took on a cargo of 1umber,
flour, please, oll and fish for the West Indies.5>*  Some
Ganadian-owned vessels, it was said, also made the triangular
6

| ﬁQYage. * The brigantin"l!Entreprenant "owned by Bréard,

S

-~

1. gorres Gen.,C'A,Vol 92,p.62. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,0ct.27,
174
2. Fditg et Ordonﬁances, Vol.III,pp H72—u73 Ordonnance de Bigot.
Quebec, May 15, 1752.
.« Répertoire des Arrdts,etc. p.134%. March 6, 1747.
i ~Qorres. Gen.SG"A,Vol .76, p- 189 Mémoire sur le Gommerce de

Oanada (1741
5. Ibid., Vol. lEI(l),pp 194-195. Liste des Valsseaux venus &

Québec -—- 1742
6. Oorres.Gén.,G'A Vol. 76,pp 196-197. Mémoire sur le Commerce de

Ganada. (1741).

[ ]
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De Lanaudiére, Varin, and Qlaverie made tae round itrip sailing
Trom Quebec to Martinique and ithence to La Rochelle.l'

There was also a good deal of direct trade carried on. For
instance, furs were carried directly to France and there must have
been a "shuttle" traffic between Ganada and the West Indies, for
Canadian products could be sold more readily in the Isles than they
could in France. A Ganadian ship carrying goods to the Islands
might o course proceed to France, as we have seen, but it seems
probable that most of ..c carrying vrade was in osher than Qanadian
nands, for Canada suffered from a lack c¢f ships.

Tlie objecticn to trading with Canada was tue difficulty of
obtaining a profivable return cargo. There was little that could
ce carried to France exceps oil and fur and cane bulky products of
the nortanern colony wecre cc¢stly to tra..sport. Iv was estimated
that a 2C0-ton vessel could carry a cargo of tropical commodivies
amounting in value to 5,000 ¢xr 50,000 livres whereas the same
boat could embark only some 15,000 livres wortia of Ganadian goods.

From France, Ganada imported a varievy o manufaciured articles
and, especially, liquor.B‘ Hocquart escimated thav the colony
purchased eaca year an average of 2500 hogsneads oi wine, 25000-
30,000 veltes of brandy, and 1500 - 1800 casks ol rum.u‘ The

last named came from Martinique and Santo Domingo where Qanada

1. Affaire du Canada, Vol.III, pp.181-182. M3moire pour Bréard.

2. Supra, pp- cd .
3. Rapp. de l'arch.,1923-192%, p.57. Mémoire sur 1'Etat de la

Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainviile).
il gorres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.85,p.370. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,

Sept. 18, \1746.
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also obtained olive oil, soap, cotton, coffec, dried fruits, brown
sugar, syrups, and molasses.l° Molasses was one ol tune ingred-
ients of spruce beer of which a considerable quantity was made in
the colony. It was also uuch appreciated by tie Indlans who ave

ce Of twelve ships wikicih docked at Queibcc between

it on bread.
May 23 and June 25, 17%3, four carried wine and brandy alone, a
fifth brought dry-goods as well as liquor, and four others, from

the Weet Indies,carried rum as part of thelr carzo. Of tue other
two, one was wringing flour from Ile Rcyale and tue otucsr oil from
Labrador. It must ve added that at tuc tiumc tune list was drawn

up there were five cotier ghips in the river, two of whicn at least
were carrying flour.3‘ Neverthelesgs tae lisgt jives some indication
of the proportion of tne Qanadian import trade that was devoted to
liquor.

Canadian merchants apparently specialized no uore in tiueir
imports than t.ey did in their exports but ordered from France an
assortment of goods sultable for tie colonial m&rket.u’ There is
evidence, tco, tnat French exporters sometimes sent cargoes of

goods to OGanada on speculation, ordering the captain of the vessel

to negotiate a sale on arrival.’®

1. Corres.Gén.,CG"A; Vol.76,p.189. Mémoire sur le Commerce de
Ganada (1791): Vol.121(1%,pp.19%-195. Liste des Vaisseaux
venues & Québec --- 1748; Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.72,p.127.
Ministre 3 Hooquart. Versailles, April 16, 17%1; Affaire au
Ganada, Vol.III,pp.181-182. Mémoire pour Bréard; Rapp de 1l'Arch.
1923-1924, p.58. Mém.sur 1'Etat de la Nouvelle France (L1/57)

2. Rapp. de 1l'Arcn.,1923-1924%. p.5&8. M8m.sur 1'Ctat de la Nouvelle
France (1757)

3 gorres.G%n.,C"A,Vol.80,pp.89-50. Liste des vatimenss arrivisg
devant Québec,etc. Enclosed with Varin au Ministre. June 20,1743

h.,e.g.0orres.G4n.,C",V01.98,p.91. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,May &
1752.

5. e.g. Ordres et Dépéches,B,Vcl.93,p.52. Ministre & La Jonquilre
et Bigot. Versalllesg, May 25, 1751; Bougainville, Journal, p.33Y.
Sept. 2,3,, 1758. Printed in Rapp de 1l'Arch. 1923-192,

?




195.

In general, commerce reflected the situation in the colony.
The point is well illustrated by the.. fact that CGanada had a
favourable balance of trade apparently only oncel‘in the course
of the two decades with which we are concerned. The mainienance
of the colony was a financial burden to France for the discrepancy
between the export and import figures must have been made up by
salaries given and purchases made in the colony by the King. New
France was quite obviously not paying its cwn way.

In particular, trade evved and flowed in accordancc with the
waxing and waning of the colouy's fortunes. In thc first year or
two commerce was in a comparatively sound condition for in 1741
Canada exported cver 23%0,000 livres more tunan it imported and the
volume of trade was over ',C00,C0C 1ivres.2' In the suovsequent
years of short harvests tne oalance o¢f trade again turned against
the colony althougn tne volume was sustained.B'

Enough has been said in connecticn wita agriculture and with the
fur trade to make it unnecessary tvo describe what the effect of
the two war perlods was on Qanadian export and import.

The best years were undoubtedly those which intervened between
the wars. Shipping was practically unhindered and a demand was
created in the colony by the preparations which were being made
for the second siruggle. In 1748, twenty-four ships docked at
Quebeo,n' and in 1749 Bigot reported that the amount collected

1. Viz. in 1741. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.331-336.
Ministre A Hoequart. Versailles, May 1, 1743.

2o Ivid.

3, Ibid: Vol.78(1),p.2"6. Minigtre & Hocquart. Versailles,April
17, 174; vol.81,p.1l'2. Ministre au Hooquart. Versailles,
April 12, 1745.

. Corres. Gén.,C"A,Vol.121(1),pp.19%-195. Liste des Vaisseaux
venus & Québec la presente annde. 1748,
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in customs duties was considerable owing to the number of ships
which had visited Qanada in that year.l' Three years later
Duquesne and Bigot testified that commerce had never been in a
more flourishing conditiong'and Bigot added that eighteen more
ships had arrived in 1752 than in the previcus year.s'

A great deal of the goods imported was used to supply tie up
country posts and, to a lesser extent, those in the Labrador
distriet, and an amount was, of course, retailed o tne colonists.
There was also a somewhat desultory trade carried on in supplying
the Kingls Storcs. llcrchandise fcr Inalan presencs was vougat
regularly encugh for Varin tc suggest iu 17"2 Shat to buy culy at

Quevec, where prices were lower taan at Lontreal, would eifect a
h

worthwhile savi.ug to tie King. In 17'y, Bigos declared that
supplies for the Stores saizped from France werc rnearly always of
so poor a quality and so mucia damaged in crauspors chat pars at
least had always to be replaced vy purchases in tie colony.5
The Intendant may, of course, have been actempiing only to provide
a cloak for uls cwn dealings w.ilcih were sucu, as we shall see, as

did not bear a too cicse scrutiny. Tu¢ autucrities in France

were averse uc this purveyance, for prices were high in Ganada, but

1. Oorﬁesi% n.,u"A,Vol $3,p.365. Bigot au kinistre. Juebec,
Nov. ', S .

2. Duquesne et Bigot av llinistre. Nov.}, 1752. Quoted in
Mémoire pcur Bigot, t.I, p.l2o2.

E. Bigot au Mlnistre. Nov.l, 1752. Ivid., p.l2l.

. Ordres et Dép8ches, B VVL.,o(l),pD 282-283, .inistre & Var in.

Versailles, May. 3, 1743

5. Gorres. Gen.,u'A,Vol.,;,p 367. Bigct au .inisire. Queuec,
Nov. 9, 17 G
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could not prevent its continuing, especially in war time.
Trade with tue King had one sericus drawback, however, and that
was that the merchant had sometimes to part with nls goods regzard-
less of what his own wishes migat be. In 1747 Hoequart declared
what he deemed to be a fair price, which was, incidentally, some
30% lower than the current price, and thien proceeded to take by
authority from the merchants the goods he needed for the maintenance

of the Service.a'

In 175C, when prevailing prices were 3C0% -
1000% above tihie cost price in France, Bi.ct announced a price of
uOO% over cost, , then levied from private individuals, williny
or unwilling, all tke clcth, kettles, and so on which tThey had.B'
Doubtless the Intendant did not find wany "willing" individuals
who really wanted to part with their merchandise, which had an
intrinsic value, Tor the almost wortiless paper money.

Throughout the period wonopoly existed in connecticn with this
purveyance to the King. Tie officlals wio have already been
quoted as having had a good deal cf control over the supplying of
focdstuffs for the Service, also sold merchandlise to tic King.u'
It seems probable, however, that during Hocquart's régime Canadians
who were primarily merchants got some share in the trade. With

ne advent of Bigot however, matters changed. Tarouguous che best

years of tuc colony's trade, and subsequently up to 1760,

1. Ordres et Dépeches, B Vol. 81, p. 276. Ministre A Varin,
Versailles, May.?>, 174 5; Vcl. j,p 151. liinistre & Hoequart.
Paris, Sepu.ls 1747; orré€s. G%n.,C"A,Vol.88,pp.128-129,
Hocquart au kinistre. Quebec, Oct.3l, 17ﬂ7

2., Corres. G°n.,u AfVol .88, pp.3-%.  Hocquart au iinistre.
Quebee, July 9, 1747.

% Moreau St. Méry Ooll.,FB, Vol.15,(1), p.90. Bigot au Ministre.
Montreal, June 20, 1760.

.  supra, p. 105.
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purveyance to the King was monopolized by a close circle of
dishonest officials whow Bougainville christened "La Grande

. 1.
Societe . M

the King's Stores had been regularly ovought by preference from cer-—
tain firms in whicli officials had an interest notably from the
association formed by Bigot,Bréard,B‘ and tie SS.Gradis,Bordeaux
merchants, ‘rom "La Friponne!, the S. Claverie!s warehouse in whicih
Bizot,Bréard and Esttoe were interessed, from the hcuse of Lemcine
Despins wivi whom Martc ,EVarin,6Péan,7Bigot and Bréard were in
partnersnip, and ovuers.

Ganadian merchants did sell some ovi bieir .crchandise indirectly

to T.ie King but tae micdlesen, mcubers of tue Invendants!

1. Bougainville, J-urnal. p.369. Scsv.2,3,", (1738). Printed
in Raop de 1'Arch., 1923—172

The special court appointcd to investigate the conduct of
Ganadian offiecials suspecied cf gross malversation during
the lasv years ol tae Frenca r*.iuc iua danada.

n

;. onvroiier of harine.

e Storekeeper at Quebec

5. Storekeeper at iontrcal

6. Commissaire-Ordonnateur in lontreal.

7. Pédan was an cfficer. Hig chief recomsendation %o Bigot
ig said to have teen Mde. Péan.

&. Juzement Rendu - - dans l'Affaire du fanada, Dpp.68-73.
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clique, poeketed most of the orofits. Bigot was convicted of

having bougit Irom Quevec merchants at crices fixed by himsels,

2cods which were toen entered witi the Stores under names otuer

then tiacse of the original vendors and at much ﬁﬁgher prices.l'
A largec amcunt of supplies, however, were imported by tus

Vd

Grande Sociit? for re-sale o the King. Bigot and Bréard
o e . , 2. )
regularly received suipuments from tie Gradis, of course. In
1725, Vadn, togethner witl. Bicct and P‘an, wcu.ht supplies from
Bordeaux and La Rochelle wmerchants and scld them so the ‘Stores.l®
Bréard, in partnersulp witi. a number of otacr olficials controlled
some fourteen suips some ol waich carried from France ocds which
il

were disposed of o tre Kirng. °

There is some evidznce shat grivate cou.erce also, was to a cer—
tain extent controlled by tlie wcronclists. Acccrding to
Bougainville tae Grande Soci’t? sent aceuts cus o0 sea to buy up
rse soid the
3. vhat
. liontcalm said/

the carguis of vessels bound for Juesec and ¢ cou

~ e

goods in tne colcony at any orice tacy chose t¢ fix

L. Jugementiv Rendu---dans l'Affalre du Ganada, pp. oO—ol Ul.also
Considérations sur 1'Etat Prisent du Canada, (0ct.l75° ) .28,
In Hist.Doc., First geries (Que.Lit.and Hlst Soec.)

2. Biblioctheque Nationale 22253, Fragment d'un mlmcire
concernant le commerce fait en Canada par ies Srs.Gradis,Bigot
et Bréard (1762). Tuis manuscript was received in the
Dominion Archives c¢n Jan.ly, 12530. It 1s not naged tut the
folic numiers are 168 bis-158 ter.

3. Affaire du Ganada,Vol.III,Requeie de Varin ,Pp."0-"2; Jugement
Rendu, D qu .

b, 7 iPmoire pour G. Estebe, pp. 1%2, 1“‘-1“@,1M9 15" Affaire
du Canada, Vol.III. wm%moire pcur Bréard,pp.l79- 18“ Limcire
pour :.-J.H.P%an, pp.l99-202.

5.- Bougainville, Journal, o. 36( sept.2,3,", (1758) Prirted
in Rapp. de 1l'Arch. 1923-152%.




some twenty favoured individuals bought up all supplies on
arrival so that commerce became "quasi-cxolusive".l' In 1753,
the merchants of Montreal in a petition to His Britannic Majesty
declared that during the war powerfﬁl and avaricious companies
nad been formed which had captured all the commerce of the colony. ~
These general statements are provably exaggerated buv officials
undoubtedly did engage in private trade. Three of the vessels
controlled by Bréard did a coasting trade with Martinique in goods
wbhich were not at all s-itable for the Stores and three more of
his ships eruised up and down tue St. Lawrence touching at
Montreal, Three Rivers, and Qucbeo.B‘

¢anadian trade was usually only a rather casual dealing in
available commodities. Merchants seem to nave had a sufficient
number of other interests not to depend on a mere buying and
selling. In a colony as undeveloped as New France, commerce could

not e very well escaclished.

In addition t¢ cue enterpriscs wuicii have already been described
there were a variety of otiaer ways ol earning a living in the
colony. The habitants living cu the seignicries were probably
fairly self sufficient but the townspeople required numerous
services.

Some individuals depended for their livelihood on serving the

1. Shcrtt, Documents Vol.II,pp.229-891. Montcalm to Le Normand.
Montreal, April 12, 1759.

2. Ibid., Vol.II,p.969. PFeb. 1763.

2. Loc. cit.
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wealinier section of society. For example, in Montreal we find
a dancing masier, a perfumer, a "tabletier en nacres de perlesh,

a lace maker, snd a tapestry maker, who probably repaired rather
than manufactured hangings. Montreal had, too, several chefs and
malitres d'hétel and boasted at least one pastry-cook's shop]."

In the capi%al there must nave been a larger number of people
praciising "luxury! trades. The only reference I have Iound to
such individuals, however, is ¢hat made to a hairdresser or wig
maker (perruquier) wio is discovered vrying to collect a debt of

G livres 10 sous, doubtless from one of uis oustomers.g‘

Jewelry and plate were practically all imported frow France but,
in 1757, taere were taree or lfour workers in precious wmctals in the
colony, who, for lack of material, werc havin. a dicficult uime to
live. There was of course, very little gold or silver available
in C¢anada. Some people ncwever, did get their hoarded écus
melted down and made into porringers and goblets.3° Besides the
silversmiths, taere is menticn of a number of clockmakers in the
colony. Tne finer clocks and watches at least, were brougnht Zrom
France L. and these "horlogers" may merely have been repairers.

Butchers and bakers were of course to be found in tae towns.

The business carried on by tliese small shopkeepers was subjeet to

1. E.z.Mascicotte, Les Métiers Rares dl'Autrefcis, pp.611-613,
Printed in the Bull. de Recn.Historiques, Vol.XXXVI.
2. Inv. des Ord. Vol.III, p.". |March 11, 17"1.
Z, Rapp.de 1llArech. l923—l92n, D.57. Mimoire sur 1'Etat de la
Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainville)
. Antoine Roy, Les Lettres, les Sciences, et les Arts au Canada
sous le Rigime FrangQais, p.2(9.

"
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particularly vigilant supervision by the authorities. For example,
in 17"%3, butchers were forbidden to salt any meat because the
Intendant had learned that the product was to be sold for the crews
of merchant ships in port and feared that the export would drive
up meat prices in the colony.l‘ A similar prohibition was made
in 17ML 2+ and again in 1751.3‘ Obviously, short harvests had
been having an adverse effect cn the meat suooly.

Permission had to be obtained from the Conseil Supdérieur before
a butcher could set up a shop but, apart from that, trade seems to
have been open to anyone up to 17U48. In that year, however, two
butchers, the ili. Romilliard and Chapeau were given the exclusive
right to maintain outcher shops in Quebec. Prices were fixed by
the Intendant and the butchers were ordered to sell twice a week
in summer and once in winter.u‘ By the end of 1749 the menopoly
had passed into the hands of Jeseph Cadet who was to becoue
Munitionnaire-Général in 1757. He was ordered to maintain two
stalls in Upper Town and two in Lower.5' In September 1751 the
trade was once more itLhrcwn open because the butcher had been unable
to supply the demands of the town. All trade was/ggrﬁﬁed on in
the market places in Uprer and Lower Town where $he vutchers would

Pd
f

have their stalls.o' Five years later, in 1756, the trade was

1. Ord.des Int,.,i30,Vol.XVII,pp.159=170. Ordonnance de Hoequart.
Oot.l2, 1743.

2. Ibid.,op.357-369. Ordonnance de Beauharnois et Hoequart.
Quebec, Nov.28. 17"'".

%2, Inv. des Ord., Vol.III,p.15". pec.1(, 1751.

I, ord. des Int.,M31, Vol.XVIII,pp.272-376. Ordonnance de Hocquart

Quebeec, Feb.3, 1748.

. Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,p.1%7. Dec.20, 1749,

6. Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,p.160. July 3,1751; Edite et Ordonnances

Vol.III,pp."'72-173. lay 15, 1l7-2.
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once more given over uc one individﬁall' bus Lis privilege was
revoked within a few weeks.®' Habitants presumably carried meat
into tne market places except when monopoly was in force.

The object of this periodic inforcement was evidently to enable
the Intendant to maintain a striet supervision over the trade, at
times when such control appeared toc be necessary. For exaumple,
the preamble to tie ordinance of 1755 staied that tuc aim was to
ensure a supply cf meat to tze town all year around, in bad
seasons as well as good. As it was, butchers sold cnly when it
was most to their profit to do so, falsely alleging at otisr times
that they could obtain no animals in tae country side.z' Evidently
the remedy was not much betier than the evil, for the monoosclies
did not last long.

The exvraordinary feature of the situaticn is tue apparcnt
insouciance with whichi ¢he Intendant disrupted business. What
the butchers who had to shut up suop cduring the intervals of
monopoly were to do for a living did not apparently concern tie
Intendant.

In iontreal prices where fixed by Lonrcpos, Licutenant-General
of the jurisdiction, and butchers were under his supervision. The
stalls were concentrated in the market place where nabitants from the

W

country side also,sld meat. - I have found ac evidence of

exclusive privileges being gilven in iluntreal as tihey were in Quebec.

1. Ord.des Int.,.3%,Vol.XX,pp.369-371. Crdonnance de Bi.ot.
Quebeo,Dec.9, 1756.

2. Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,pp.203-20%. Jan.l15, 1757.

7 . Loc.cit.

i. Révertoire desg Arréts: p.ll2. Jan.ll, 17%8; p.132. June 12,
1756. etec. ,
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Many regulations were made for tae bakers,tcc. Baking was subject
t0 prohibition similar to cnat woich tae wuscher trade underwent.
For example, in the same year, 1713, in which the production of~
sait meat was furcidden, the making of biscuit was not allowed
without the written permission of tae Invendant, tne object teing
to consrol export.l'

In 17%% seven bakers in Montreal were given the exclusive
privilege of providing bread- for the town 2+ and in 1756 Bigot
accorded o three bakers thne sole right 5o make and sell bread to
the people of Quebec.z' How long these monopclies remained in
fcrce is not clear. The explaraticn which the Intendant offered
for his acvicn was the fact shat he had been unable to coerce
Quebec bakers into providing bread for thne montns of Octcber,
November, and December for tney used their entlive supply of Ilour
during toe summer in making bread for provisicning ships. The
new flour would not come in of course until after tie threshing
late in tae fall. Bigov felt toat an improvement would be
effected by confiding baking tc three trustwortiy men.

Bread pfices were regulated by the Intendant in Quebeec and by
tae Lieutenant—-General in Montreal, in accordance witn tue current

il
priece of flour.
[ =

The trade doubtless received a fillip in 17"5 when tiae decision

wa.s made to have bread for the Service supplied by local bakers

1. Ord.des Int., M30,Vol.XVII,pp.26-27. Ordonnance de Hocquart.
Quebec, April 30, 1743, -

2. Répertoire des Arréts, p. °5 July 20, 173,

%, Ord. des Int., M33, Vol.XX, pp.367-369. Crdonnance de Bigot.
Quebec, Nov.30, 1756.

L, e.g. Ord.des Int. M33, Vol.XX, pp.185-136. Quebec, July 26,

1753%; Inv., des Ord.,Vol.III,pp.195-1%6. March 13,1756;

Répertoire des Arréts: p.118. Dec.13, ;"9; p.120. Feb.20, 1751
Ete. . : |
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instead of vaking it in one of the royal warehouses. UJountracts

for the purveyance were given out in the taree towns.

The question of food supply was, as we have seen, of vital
importance to the colony. The attempt to maintain control over
butchers and bvakers was of a piece witi the rest of the gocvernment!
activity in this respect.

The actitude oi these tradesmen must appear curious to anyone
accustomed to living in an age of large scale advertising and
high pressure salesmanship. Butchers and bakers were content to
let their business lapse for months 3t a time, satisfying themselve
with returns they received in the most profitavlic seasons, which
were also those in which trade could be carried on with the least
effort. This indifferent,"take it or leave it" attitude was
typical of the eishteenth censury Canadian, a fact which has
perhaps already become obvious in the course of tihe discussion
up to this point.

The towns also provided occupation for carters, especially
nerhaps Quebec, the port of Qanada, where many men were required
to transport goods between wharf and warehouse. In 179, a
dispute arose between the Quebec carters and the merchants of the
town with the result that some record is left of their activities.
In that year the Intendant received complaints that the carters
were still exacting the hi.h rates they had rceceived during the
war while the carters declared that merchants and others kept

horses, which they used not only in thelr own business but also

in connection with the loading and unloading of ships and for other

\

1. . Oorres.Gen,6C"A:uYol.83,pp.379—380. Hocquart au uinistre,
uebec, Oct.lb, 17%5; Vol.85,p.335. Hoocquart au iinistr
Quebec, Cet. 24, 1746, ’ 3 HrHistre.
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public carrying; moreover, country people were leaving thelr land,
some only for a time, some permanently, and éoming into the town
where they beocame carters. The established carriers, who seemed
to have considered themselves "charter members" of the calling,
felt this to be an injust usurpation of their %rade.

Bigot settled the difficulty by issuing a table of rates and a
series of regulaticns: the number of carters was fixed at ninety,
and these were given a moncpoly on public carrying — other owners
of horses could carry only thelr own effects; vacanclies could be
filled by townspeople only and not by habitarnts frow. the country;
tin tags numbered from one to ninety were to be lssued and each
carter was to fix hls number to the collar of uis horse. Thiese
apparently were only laentificaticn tags and not licences, for
apparently no fee was exaoted.l‘

Douotless the voluue of the cxpcrt and import trade had most
to do with determining tiae annual profits of these carriers.

In an account of tihe vocaticns followed by Canadians, the
innkecper must not e overiooked. In a country with a consuming
thirst such as Qanada had, taverns could not help buv abound, both
in town and ccuntry. Some inns provided lodgings but for the
mo 8t part travellers put up at pensions or i. private houses. For
example betwesn 1740 and 1760, a certain Nicolas lorant kept a
verr selet boarding house in Moantreal where lawyers, merchants,

2.

and even members of the notility lodged. According to Franquet,

rural habitants were obliged to take in any travellers who chose

-

\

1. 0rd. des Int.,l32,Vol.XIX,pp.156-169. April 21, 17"9.
2. E.Z.lassicotte, Auberges et Qabarets d'Avtrefois, p.10C.
Printed in Trans.Roy.Soc.Can., Third Series, Vol.XXI,




to descend on taen.
The most thriving trade in the inuns was done in liquor. Drinking
was done to excess in the colony, to judge from the elforts that
were made to control iv. Attenpts were made to limit the number
of taverns; 2'the closing hour was fixed at ten o'clock;z'from
time to time zcgulations were issued designed to prevent drinking
on the premises.u' Religious festivals, especially parochial
saint'ts days seem to have Lecn occasicns for pariticularly riovous
celebration. On such days tae avtiorities tried to control the
amount of liquor consumed by ordering somc of tle taverns clcsc
Trhcse regulaticns were not merely a pricri attempts to anvicipate
and prevent possible abuses but efiorts to check abuses whiech had
already occurred.
In addition to tie permanent residents tnere was always)of
course 2 floating oopulation in Montreal and Quebec consisting of
Indians, voyageurs, sailors Irom ships in port and a variety of
ctiier individuals. All Tinis weant a profitacle trade for the inns.
The introducticn into Canada of some 3CC0 soldiers in 1755-1756
must have been a boon to the innkeepers and during tne war Montreal
was even more fraquently tnrounged with Savages than it usually was. §
In the latter years of itne war, thc trade was doubtless seriously

affected by tuc dirfficulty of obtainiang supolies. In 1759,

N

1. Inv. des Ord., Vol.II,p»287. Mach 8,17"0; Ordides Int.,l29,
Vol.XVI, pp.151-15%. Ordonnance de Hooquart Nov.l5,171, |

2. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.ITI,pp.""'5-"" . Crdonnance de Dupuy.
wuebec,Nov.22, 1726.

Te  Cege Répertoire des Arréts: po.l1l'. July 13,17%8; p.115.
Nov. 12 1748; p.119. liay 9, 1750. ete.

b, Ivids p.102. July 23,17"1; p.105. July 25;17"3. eic.




207 .
Monrepos ordered all t:ze public nouses in Montireal closed with
no intiwaticn of tuneir being opened.again, presently or ever,l
possibly to conserve the limited supply of liquor in the colony,
perhaps to prevent furtuer disorder in the town in which riosing
had alread;y occured.

The colony also supported a variety of craitsmen. For example,
there were a numver of leatuer workers, for in June 1759 all the
saddlers in queibec were busy wmaxiling saddles for a cavalry corps
of two hundred men wiich was cecing formed.e' The making of
saddlecs and harness must have been a profitacle calling in a
country wacre so uwmany horses were used. There ig referecnce, %oo,
to otner leatuerworkers, shoemakers, and tanners. During the
last war boots were furnishedfor tne soldiers by.Despins and Co.,
o the Demciselle de Ramezay, and by t.e S. Barsalou, a tanner

_
established at C8.e des Neiges.”

. i
Coopers and other woodworkers were found in tiie colony. °

Anong these craftsmen, wood carvers found a place and tiae work,

chiefly in connecilon witii churches and other religicus bulldings,

represents, as Professor Adair coinvs out, probably the best in

French Qanadian art.5’ The ecraft seems to have been well

1. Repertoire des Arréts, p.138. June 9, 1759.

2. Rapp.de lTArch., 1920-1521, p.1'5. Vienne, Journal du Siége
de Quevec, dJune 5, 1759.

3. Affaire du Ganada, Vol.III, p.5!. Requdte de Varin.

+ Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.101l,p.1%33. Ministre & Varin.
Versailles, Feb,17, 1755. The Minister required Varin to employ
coopers in Mcntreal to make barrels for the transport of flour
and liquor for the Service.

5e E.R.Adair, French Canadian Ar:t, p.-0l. In tie Report of tlhe
Canadian Historical ascociaticn, 1529.
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established in the colony for there were some families who
traditionally f&llowed tre calling. For example, the Le Vasseurs,
who came to Canada in the first part of the seventeenth century,
produced wood carvers and carpenters in each generation.l'

There musi have been considerable scope for farriers in CGanada
and there were a number of smiths besides those/g%pé%Ye&aurice,
most of them evidently not of very great ability. When the making
of iron knees for the King's ships was underfaken at Quebec the
Intendant asked for a workman from France, but unable to obtain
cne he lLad had to use a Qanadian. By 1750 this artisan had
tired of his employment for, as Bigot said, "—--comme il est
Qanadien, 1l préfere Sa Libert? a estre assujéti a une Cloche-—-",
The Intendant declared himself at a loss to replace him and
asked, therefore, that a smith should be sent {rom France, Ior the
only alternative was to have tlec ironwork made in the town and
that was evidently undesirable.a' Gunsmiths also, were to be
found in the colony. In 177 a gunsmiti from Rochefort was set
up in a workshop in Quebec aloﬂ; with four apprentices to whom

5 We have seen also that gunsmiths

"
were sent into the Iroquois villages. ° Undoubtedly these

he was to teach uis trade.

1. A genealoglcal table of the Le Vasseur family is printed in
Les Lettres, les Sciences, et i:s Arts, by Antoine Roy. p.231

2. Corres.G%rn.,U"A,Vol.96,p.21. Bigot au uinistre. Quebec,
0Oct.5, 1750.

3. Ordres et Déptches,B,Vol.85,p.09. Ministre & La Jonquitre et
Hoequart. Versailles, Marweh 31, 17'7; Gorres.Gén.,U"A: Vol:d7
(1),p.27". La Galissonnire et Hocquart auv Ministre. Quebec,
Cet.2, 17"7; Vol.88,p.5%. Hoequart au Ministre. Quebec,
Oct.25, 1747.

4,  gupra, p. LZF.
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workmen were emplcyed only in repairing muskets, for it is
practically certain that no firearms were made in New France.

The building trade required joiners, carpenters, masons, rooiers
and tinworkers. According to . Massicotte tanere were not fewer
than fourteen masons and stonecutters in iontreal in 1741 and at
least seventeen in 175U. Quebec, the larger town, must have had
a greater number of stoneworkers. When an individual wanted a
house built, he might either engage some helpers and set about
the construction himself or, more probably, turn the enterprise
over as a contract to a master mascn who hired on assistants.

For example, Paul Tessier Lavigne, mason, stonecutter, and entre-
preneur, was well known in the Trade. His wost important con—
tract was one drawn up before a notary on Oct.7, 1740, wherein
Lavigne agreed to build a house on the rue Notre-Dame for li. de
Ramezay. The contractorts Zirst step was to engage Frangois
Chastel, carpenter of Lancraie (v square, during the winter, all
the timber necessary for tne framework orf the house.l' There
were uov building contractors in Qanada as we know them. The
enterprise seems merely to have Deen trusted to the chief workman,
usually a mason rather than a carpenter.: for wust of the Louses
were built of stone.

The King must have employed a considerable number of these
craftsmen for his constructions, which were chiefly in the nature
of fcrtifications. Both fortifications and other structures were
built by entrepreneurs to whow contracts were adjudged oy the
Intendant in the presence ¢f tiae Engineer and tae Qontroller of

1. E.Z.Massicotte, Magons, Entrepreneurs et Archultecies, pp.l32-
142. Printed in the Bull. desRecn. Hist, Vol.XXXV.
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Marine. Payment was wmade by order of the Intendant on the report
of the Engineer c¢f the amount of work done.l' For exauple, in
1745, when it was decided to build a wall arcund Quebec, Hocquart
made a contract with S. Desauniers who undertook to have all the

whe the

masonry made ,/ earti. cransported,tic excavaticn dug, and /necessary
tools and scaffolding supplied. Desauniers took tze 8. Parent
into partnership and brougit masons down from Liontreal to expedite
the work. Unlike coutractors focr private buiildings, neitier
Parent nor Desauniers was a workman. Desauniers was cne of tue
leading werchants of quetec, and Parent was probably also a
business wman. However, Dowminique La Palme whc undertcok to
supply thc gates, was ualwsell a mason and sf5neoutter.2'

There was no organization in Uanada wihich suggecsved a ;ildg,
althougn the apprenticesiaip systcon was Employed. Artlcles dated
1745, exist by which Noel Le vaeseur, "maltre wenuisier® of guebec
engazed his son Renl liichel, aged twenty—%wo, to ancther master
joiner of Montrcal, the 8. Dukcis, lor a teru of four years.
Duvois was to instruect the jyoung man in his trade, treav him
humanely, provide him witi Loard and lcdging, arrange Zor his
waending and laundry and pay him thirty-six livres per ananum. The
apprentice could nov live elsewhere owut at Dubois' home and must

%

obey nis master both inside and cutside tie louse.

1. Mémoire pour Bigot, +.I, pp.3t-35.

2. Corres.Gén.,C"%A: Vol.8Z,pp.%222-325. Hocquart au ilinistre.
uchec, Sept.E%,lT“B; Vol.%6,7p.170-17"". Desauniers au Linistre
quebee,Nov.11l, 1 2. The work was stopced in 17”6 oy order of
ti.e King (Ordres et D%peches,B,V0l.”Z,0p.92-2%. Ninistre A
Beauharnois. Versailles,iarch 7, 1746) but was resumed the foll-
owing yeag,Pierre Belanger replacing Desauniers as contractor
éo%rgesiGin.,U"A,Vcl.gﬂ(l),pp.7—8. DeLéry au Ministre. Quebec,

et .3 Lg,

3, App%en%izsage ce Rend liichel Le Vasceur & frangois Tiliau
Dubols. lLiontreal,icpt.&, 17"'5. Dceument printed in the Bull.dc
ech. Aist.. VoleawiVII. poltoyro~
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A cecrtain amount of orjanizaticn <did exist i vauadian trade
and industry. We have already seen that the wmerchants were per—
mltted to band themselves togetnerl'and the ninety carters of
quevec were united 1in so far as they joincd to ciaccse a represent-—
ative or syndic.z‘

No assceciation existed apparensly among any but tiese capitalists
In any case there was very little labour in cCanada to organize.

recruited
The lar.est supsly was provided by t..e colonial regulars/in France,
that 1s, the Troupe de la Marine, waerein workuen of all callings
mizat alsc we found. In 17", ohe uneads of the colony sug-ested
that an increascd nuuber of troops weuld ke uvusgeful o provice
Wjcurnaliers et ouvriers'. Lalcurers werc very scarce at the
time witi the result that wagcs were cxorcitant and work wae uct
undertaken wihich misut otaerwise Lave been. o

J de

o point out tuat industry would not Te

L
v

I+ is perhaps needless
extremely llourisiing in Canada witin 10Us swall anu vnprogressive
'
population, liviug for tie wost part on tuc land." ncvever
there is proof to ke Ifound in the fact tuat a number of crafismen,
whose trade was seasonal, had to eke oul tuelir incomes oy keeping

little shops.5'

The effeect of the last war on all tuese erafts and saall

1. Supra, ». 186

2, Crd.des Iﬂt., 872, Vol.XIA,pp.157-160. (rdonnance de Bi.ot.
April 21, 17';. The Iunctendans herein apporoves tuc individual
electec by tiie carters.

7. v Qorres.Gin., A, VOL-/B pp P ~%7. La Jonquilcire et Bigot au
Ministre. Quecec, Oct.b, L”

N,  Out of a sopulaticu of 55, , over 2,000 lived in the c8tes.

3
5. iducire pour Bigot. +.I, p.121 and t.II, pp.l5.

-
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enterprises was probably kenelicial, at least during the early
years. Not only was the King expending larzc sues in the colony
but taree thousand soldiers, unctoriously thirsty, hLungry, and
frece witn their money, had to oc supplied.

More spacc has been devoted Uo this account of Qanadian trade
and industry than tic subject perhaps deserves. Certainly,
neltner was very important as a phase of econcmic activity in
Ganada. Bota were concenurated for tue wost part in Monireal and
g@uebec whose populat icns topether numbered about twelve thousand.
Merchants and small shopkeepers seemed on tihe whole to take a
rather casual interest in business. vanediarn cance builders
and wood carvers were able craftsmen, wut craftsmanship, in general,
did not reach a very nigh level. As we have seen in coucection
with the Forges and with suipbuilding, skilled workmen Lad always
to be Lrouvght from France. The @Qanadian was nelilbtner irader nor

artisan, he was essentially a farmer.
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CHAPTER VII.

“FINANCE.L"

-

The currency circulating in CGanada in 17M0 consisted for the

most part of paper. There was also a quantity of small copper

ccing, " sols marquez" which were used for making change and which

were not accepted for bills of exchange.e' Such gold and silver

as there was in the colony was for the most part stowed away in

private hoards and little of it ever came to light.o*

The paper consisted first of cards backed by the government of

France, and, secondly, of notes issued by the Treasury in Ganada.

At

the opening of our period there were 600,000 livres in Gards

in the colony.u‘ The King had supposed that the number turned

into. che colonial treasury each fall would be svfficient to meet

the expenses of the governuent for tie ensuing year.5' They

proved hopelessly inadequate however, and the authorities in

Canada hit upon a plan of overcciming the difficulty by issuing

notes of its own. While their credit was, at first, good, that

of the cards was still better and these, too,, began to be hoarded

until, it was said, only 200,000 livres remained in circulation

1.

Only a brief sketch of the financial situatvicn in the colony
has been attempted. An account of colonlal finance has been given
by the late Professor Adam Shortt,an’ authority on the subjeect,in
his introduction to Documents relatiﬁtho Gurrency,Exchange and
Finance and in a series of papers printed in the Journal of the

Ganadian Bankers' Assosiation, Vols. V and VI.~

Shortt,Doc., Vol II,p.(23. Ordonnance de Beauharnois et Hoequart.
Q,uebec, Oct. 5, 17 “ 3. 17)12

Ibid,p.712. Beauharnois et Hooquart au Ministre.Quebec,0Oct.20,/

Ibid:pp.589-595. Ordonnance du Roy. March 2,1729; pp. 6&1-6u5
Ordonnance du Roy. May 12, 173}

Ibid.,p.587. Mémoire du Rol a Beauharnois et Hoecquart. March 292

1729.
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by the end of 17’40.1

In the fall of 171, only some 15,000 livres remained in the
Treasury in Quebec to meet the current expenses of the Service
during the following year.g' The colonial Treasury obviously had
real need of an increased issue of cards. Meanwhile, the Minister
was in an extremely uncomfortable position midway between the devil
of his fear of inflation and the deep sea of his confﬁsed ideas
concerning colonial currency. He was fearful of the amount of
unregulated paper in circulation but he disliked the idea of
another issue of cards because he thought that the credit of the
existing ones wmight be undermined. He regretted, very foolilshly,
that specie could not be remitted t¢ Qanada to replace the paper.B'
The mental fogginess of tie auvtncrities in France on the currency
quesgticn was tc e a matter c¢cf consequence in the financial
gsituaticn in the colony. Their fear of inflation prevented their
issuing an -adequate number of cards, but while they failed to place
definite restrictions on the amount of expenditure they were
powerless to suppress the Treasury paper which was to increase
beyond all bounds and to fall into discredit, bringing the cards
down with 1it. Their fallacious belief in the efficacy of silver
to reduce government expenses was to accelerate the downfall of
the paper.

In 1742, however, the colonial authorities were authorized to

18
igsue an additional 120,000 livres in cards. ° The Minister

1. Ordres et Dépéches,B, Vol 72,00.92-93. liinistre & Hoocquart.
Versailles, April Y, 17;1.

2. Shortt,Doec., Vol.II,pp. 691~693 Beauharnois et Hoequart au
Ministre.; Quebec, Oct 25, 1741,

2., Ordres et Dépe&ches,B,Vol.72,pp.89-96. Ministre au Hocquart.
Versailles, April 4, 1741,

L, Feghortt gs c.,Vol. II pp.707-711. Ordonnance du Roy. Versailles,
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_expected this entirely inadequate sum to replace,the notes and fo
facilitate the course of trade in the colony.l' 'The new cards
of course made no appreciable difference to the amount of paper
issued nor did it lend any discernible assistance to colonial
commerce. In 1741, there had been 164,000 livres of notes
deposited in the Treasury for bills of exchange and 176,000 livres
of cards,Z- indicative of the extent to which Treasury paper was
replacing cards as a circulating me@ium. " In 17%2, the year in
which the new cards began t0 be issued the discrepancy was still
greater,for 491,000 livres of notes were returned to the Treausry,
as'against1u2,000 livres of cards, and when immediate obligations
had been met 20,000 - 25,0800 livres of cards remained for current
expenses.3' The following year the difference was less marked,
438,000 livres of notes and 213,400 livres of cards beingreturned%
'This was doubtless the result of the faoct that the new issue of
cards had been completed in the meantime. However, the 82,QOO
livres of cards left was still insufficient to provide for the
needs of the service.”:

The effect of the war with its concomitant of multiplied
expenditure was rapidly to widen the distance between the two sets
of returns. Foxr example, in 1747 nearly 2,700,000 livres of

notes were deposited whereas the cards received amounted only to

1. Ordres et Dépeches,B,Vol.74(2),pp.260~261. Ministre & Beau—
‘harnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau,April 17,l7h2; Shortt,noo.l
Vol.II,p¢7l7.Ministre & Beauharnois et Hocquart.Versailles,

May &,1742. - ,

2 ghortt,Doc.,Vbl.II,p.693.Beauharnois at Hocquart au Ministre.
Quebec,0ct.25,1741. | | -

Ibid.,pp.713~715. Hoequart au Ministre.Quebec,0ct.30,17k42,

orres.Gén.,C'A,Vpl.80,p.99,Extralt des operations des finances
ST Tt R A

S
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55,0CC and some odd livrcs.-*

ieanwhile Versailles had remained deaf to suggestions that
more cards be issued.z' The authorities in France while allow-
ing the heads c¢f the coclony to undertake enterorises and incur
oblizatvicns in the King's name, refused to provide tie colonial
treasury witi: any regular means of payuent. The Minister
was so lutent o preveniing tlhe slightest suspiecion of inflation
of the carcds, thal ..e completely overlooked the fact that without
a suffi-ient number of them tze quantity of unregulated paper
must multiniy.

By the end of tae war there were some signs of tne depreciat-
ion of rotes wiici was to work havoe wito the colonial currency
in tne war to cone. The credit of bo.ih cards and actes de-
pended on tae confilence tuat *tlhecy were redeemable in France.
Any tamperin, wita tne vcills of exchange must, therefore, in-

vitably result in discredit. By 177, tue French Treasury was
fezling the increased number of drafts made on it as a result
oi the unusuval expenditures of tue war and ian vhat year the
Minigter ordered Hocquart to distribute tie Gates of maturity of
bills of cxchange over several uonths, placing them as far on as
possible.j‘ The result of the cxecution of the Minister'ts

créerg was -uat a nuvuver of merchants came to vhe conclusion that

1. Shortt, Dcc- ,Vul II,pp 750-75" . Hocguart au Ministre.

Quewvece, Oct 27, 17"7. ) o
2. Iuid: p. 713 Beauhar.cis et Hocquart au ilinistre. Quebec, 5
Cet.20, 17%2; pp. 725 {2({. Beaunarnols et Hoecquart au linistre.
Quebeo, Cet. 29, 1712, Crdres et Déptches,B, Vol 78(1) pp.10"~
106. Ministre & Hocquart. Versailles, March 2l , 7Lh
%, ordres et Dépéches,B,Vol.Z5.0p. 31— 2,J;—86 Minlstre A

Hocquart. Versailles, Mamh 13, 1747.
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bills drawn on the Gompagnie des Indes were more to be trusted
than ordinary bills of exchange and made usurious baggainsﬂto»'
pbtain them, others bought furs with the bills of exchange, paying

15% to 20% mofe for peltries than their usual iralue. The already
| high pricé of merchandise imported from France again rose.1*  The
merchants voiced their fears that the rate of discount of bills'
in France would increase but La'Galissonniére and Hocquart de-
clared that they were concealing their real aniiety that the bills
would not be met proﬁptly when they did fall due.°®

Thus, at the close of Hocquarf's administration, the colony was
 suffering more than ever from lack of a sufficient number of
cards, whose place was feing taken by abnormal issues of secondary
‘Apapcr'already tainted ﬁith disecredit. |

Matters improved in the next few years. Bills of exchange
were evidently issued in the usual fashion and, moreovér, Bigot
effected some improvements. With considerable diffiéulﬁy he
extracted from the Minister a number of printed forms to replace
the handwfitten'notes which were easily defaced and could be
counterfeited without much difficulty.3' The result was that
this currency gained in credit; there was even some indication
that the habitants would hoard the printed notes along with the
cards.u‘ The French government with its usual myopic view

of the financial situation in the colony had been unable, in the

1. Shorﬁt,ﬁdéi, Vol.II,p.753. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebeo,Oct.
o7, 17M7 | |

2. 7ibid: pp.757~761. Petition addressed to Maurepas, signed by

Perthuls, syndic, Tachet, secretary, and forty one other individ-

vals: p.755. La Galissonnidre et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,

Novib, 1747. | | . o
Shortt, Doc., Vol.II: pp.763-765. Blgot au Ministre. Quebeg,

Oct.25, 174&; p.79%. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.25,1749.

Ibid.,pp.797-798. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,0Oct.15, 1752,

+
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beginning, to see the value of énhancing the credit of the
Treasury notes in relation to drafts.  on the Royal Treasury.

In addition to the printed forms, an additional issue of
280,000 livres of cards had been obtained in 1749,1* raising the
total quantity to 1,000,000 livres. |

The prospect seemed very fair for the future soundness of
colonial finance but even before the arrival of. the stormy days of
the second war, a smaller tempest gathered and broke. During@the
period of preparation for wai, governuent expenditure in the
colony increased very counsiderably. An unsigned document 2. gives

the annual disbursement as:

1750 | 2,131,305 livres
1751 2,725,959 ¥
1752 4,099,028
1753 | 5,313,4ak

At this point, 1753, the Minister announced that henceforth bills
of exchange must be made payable over three ycars.3? Moreover
no distinction was made between cards and notes. Hitherto in
times of crises limitations had fallen only on notes. Noﬁ

1
cards and notes began to depreciate together.L’

In 1755 the
colonyt!s currency received another blow for in that year the

¥inister sent a fund of specie to the colony for payment to the

_— . ] RS-

1. ghortt, Doc., Vol.II:pp.775-783. Ordonnance du Roy.
Versailles, April 18, 1749. ’

2. Affaires Etrangcres: Mémoires et Documents. Amérique,Vol.II,
p.121. Tableau des Dépenses faites en Canada depuis 1750 jusques
et compris l'année, 1760. | B

3.” " Oonsidérations sur 1'Etat du Canada (0ct.1758),pp.22-23. In
Hist. Doc., First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist. Soc.)

4. “Ibid. Part printed in Shortt, Doc., Vol.II, p.&73.
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troops l.with the result, of course, that the value bf paper
dropped stiil lower. Merchants began to sell their goods from 10%
to 20% cheaper for specie and an éou of 6 francs was said to be
worth 7 livres of paper.a'. Another writer placed the ratio at
3 to 2 3."‘and a third dealer declared that a brace of fowl which
could be had for 15 to 20 livres for specie, cost 30 to 35 livres
in pgper.u‘ Montoalm, writing in 1759, put the ratio at 3 to 2.°°

The depths were reached when the King, in October 1759, finally
suspended all payment on bills of cxchange,/'

Meanwhile floods of paper money were being released annually on
the colony as government expenditure rose, partly as a result of
the needs of the war, partly of the gross malversation; of Bigot

and his clique, and partly of the depreciation of the paper,

" which was both cause and . effect.

1. Shortt, 'Bo.,Vol.II,pp.8U7,851. Unsigned mémoire.

2'0 Ibido, p 75 50 t .
&. Archnives Nationale, F’°,Vol.III,p.28. Mémoire, unsigneda

Réflexions Sommaires sur le Qommerce -—— en Oanada. (unsigned)
p.t. Higt.Doc., First Series (Que. Lit. and Hist.Soc.)
5 Shortt,Doec., Vol.lI, p. €91. Montcalm & Le Normand. Montreal,
7 April 12, 1759. |
6. ;bid., pp.929-933. Ordonnaiice du Roy. Versailles,Oct.l5,

1759.
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The anruval expenditure was estimated variously as:

Anonymous.l' Murray ©° Bernier "
hohZE,021 livres £,000,00C livres 700,002-£20,000 1livrecs
5,101,838 " 5,500,000 " " 0C0,000 "
11,343,020 g,000,00C M 8,000,077 "
19,269,957 12,002,000 13,000,000 !
27,55, 77" " 2',ccc,000 2lt,00C,000 "
,168,"'30 20,002,000 O
20,727,735 " 1,30¢0,0¢C W

The result of all taese factors, taken Sosethcr with the in-
creased demand and tae decreased supoly was that prices rose, and
rose again. In 1752 the current price of unierchandise in tae
h

ccleny "C% to 5C% over tuat asked in Frauce, ia 1756, 80% to 100%

and in 1752 it Lad reached ECC%.m' According to Bigot the

overplus was ZCC% to 12007% Ly 1760.5‘ Tie price of wine, one of

the largest ilmports from France is periaps an index tc other

comwodities. Duria. the last war its cost per hogshead is said

to have climbed Irom (0 frances to 100 francs, tien to 20C francs
7

and by 1755 nad reaciced the incredible figure of 1200 francs. ‘The

rilee’ in wheat prices indicates the effeet of conditions oh the

1. Affaircs Etrangtres; Niucires et Documenis. Am’rique,VollII,
p.121. Tableau des D2 pcnses faltes en Qanada depuils 17;0 jusques
et comprls 1'Annie 1700 ’

2. Murray's Reporb, p.'9. June 5, 1762. Printed in Documents
Relating to tue uonstltutlonal Hisbc Ty of Canada (ed.by Shortt
and Uote uty) )

3. Shortt, DocC., Vol.II, p.%06. Report, enclosed with Bernier ay
Ministre. April 19, l$59

.  Affaire du Canada, Vol.V,op.ll-17. Statement sizned by nine
men apparently merchants, at La Rochelle, Aug.l0, 1762. En-
dorsed by the Intendant of La Rochelle, Aug.16, 17 2.

5. uoreau St.Miry Goll,, FZ, Vol.16(1),p.90. Bi.ct ar Linisire.
Montreal, June 20, 17 6 ’ : ©

6. EiZ. Ma831cotte, Auueraes et Cabarets, p.1ll. Printed in
Trans. Roy.Soc.Can., Third Series. Vol.XxXI.
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croaucts of the ‘country.1

Finance in Canada did not exist apart from the zcvernmens. )
There was neithier banking house nor stock warket to exert influence.
The vicissitudes of the financial situation are less a reflection
vf influences at work inside the colony than they are an index of
external factors which had a reaction in Canada. The Dbezinning
¢f desreciation in 17"7 and tae couplete collapse during tue
last years were t.e result of t.e wars waged by France, cf the
parlous conditicn ol the French Treasury, and of the obtuseness of
the covernment at Versailles in the wmatter ¢f regulation of
colonial currency.

War was one of the uajor iniluences in Canadian life during the
last two decades of the French rigime and the effect which war
had on the colony is tc a large extent indicated by tue condition
of che currency and of prices. The first war which was not so
drastic i its effects as tic last is warked by the beginning

of deprcciation and by a consideravle rise in prices.e‘

Disecredit
set in again iu t..c period oi armed truce and during the last war
the same results as.we have seen in the previcus confliet are
evident in a much exag.erated form. Price rise indicates not only
depreciation ¢f coursc, but also interrupticn of comwunicaticns. ‘
While it ig Srue that crop failure brougnt about a general increase
in orices tne rise was aothing like as lar.e as that consequent
upon war. Increased prices did not acrrue to the colony's good,
based as toey were on extraordinary clircumstances.

Tuc financial condition of the colony was not primarily

-

1. Supra, p.119
2 Supra, P.L77
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the result ¢f eccnomic factors. It represents an effect ratuer
chan a cause and vhe cause is to ce found in France rather than

in Qanada.
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OHAPTER VIII.
"OONCLUSION.

In the course of this diéogééion more stress had perhaps been
laid on the deleterious effects of Oanadian inertness than ah the
influegcé of government paternalism.’ ff so, it is a reéult of
the faét that the period considered is 6omparative1y sh&rt, and
that it comes at the very end of the French Régime. ) Whiéh-of
the two factors was the primary cause of Ganada's backwardness
it is impossibtle -to decide. One cannot say simply that the
colony'!s condition was the result of the temper of its settlers or
that it was only the consequence of governmmnt policy. Considered
over a lomg period of time the factors ﬁcre probably interacting
cause and effect. By 17HO however, it is quite clear that S0
heavy a lethargy had descended on Frenbh Canada that wifhout the
government!s numerous pinpricks,ma.nyof which never -penétratsd of
course,the colony would have gone almost completely to sleep,
retaining only enough coneslousness to engage in the fur trdde.
It may be noticed that thé first five chapters are so arranged -
as to proceed from the least vigorous to the most vigorous branches
of economic aétivity, and from the most paternalistic to the
least paternalistic period. But to ascribe the first to the
second of these characteristics this is to COnfuse posthoc‘with
propterhoe. Without governuent intervention in our period
economic life would have been even less active than it was.
Undoubtedly howéver, the governmant was forecing the pace. Much
of the aptempted stimulation was due to Hocquart who was apt to be

carried away By hig own enthusiasm and to attemﬁt too ambitious

undertakings. The leaven was not sufficient to move the mass.



ookt

Writers on various branches c¢f the whole subject of econoumic
developuent sze in their own topie the sine qua non of the Sclony.
In my orinicn the whole structure, such as it was, rested on
agriculture. Ti.e most oubstanding single influence cvhat
wrought a. char_e in ti.c course of our period, was o@viously
coniliect witin vne English. The colony could not witistand
SuC douvlé shock oi crcp rfailures and war. Ti.c results were
sucil tueat one must ineviitaoly cow. to viie concitsion that thls
tnesis has becn ili-named. Tuc years from 1730 to 1760 were not
a neriod oi economic develcpwent, they werc a period of

economic retrogression.
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des Recherches Historiques, Vol.XXXVIII, pp. 10-17, 497.

Affaires Etrangéres: Mémoires et Documents, Amérigue. Vol.ii.

Archives Nationales: Series F5O, Vol. III

Series E , OQarton 32
Series V [, 36l

Biblicthéque Nationale: Fonds Frangals, 16207

Nouvelles Acquisitions, 22253
Oorrespondanée Générale, Series O"A, Vols. 51, 73 - 121.
Moreau St. Méry Collection, Series FB, Vols. 12 - 16
Ordonnances des Intendante, Series M, Vols. XV© - XX

ordres du Roi et Dépéches, Series B, Vols. 71 - 111



Printed

iv.

Affaire du Canada:

Bigot.

Boishébert

Bréard

Memolre pour Messire Frangois Bigot, ci-devant
Intendant de Justice, Police Finance et Marine en
Canada, Accusé: Contre Monsieur le Procureur
G4néral du Roi en Commission, Accusateur.

(Three volumes) Paris, 1763.

A Monsieur Le Lieutenant Général de Police, Et
Messieurs tenant la Chambre du Conseil au ChaAtelet
Commissaires en cette partie, nommés par le Roi.
Requéte de Frangois Bigot, ci-devant Intendant du
Canada pour justifier les faits avancés par lui
dans son mémoire contre le Procureur de la
Commission. Paris, 1763. Handwritten copy
consulted in "L'Affaire du Canada® Vol. V, Manu-

script Room, Dominion Archives.

Memoire pour le Sieur De Boishébert Capitaine,
chevalier de Saint Louis, ci-devant commandant &
1'Acadie. signé Olos. Paris, 1763. Hand-
written copy consulted in the Library of the

Dominion Archives.

Memoire Pour le Sieur Breard, Ancien Controleur
de la Marine A Québec. Oontre M. le Procureur
Général, de la Oommission établie pour l'Affaire
du Canada. Signé Clos. Paris, 1763. Hand-
written copy consulted in "L'Affaire du ‘“anada'

Vol. III.



Corpron

Despins

Estébe

Addition au mAmoire du Sieur Bréard. Affaire du
Canada. Sign% Clos. Paris, 176%. Handwritten
copy consulted in the Library of the Dominiocn
Archives.

Réponse Du Sieur Bréard, ci-devant contréleur de 1
la marine & Québeec, aux mémoires de M. Bigot, et du
sieur Pean. Affaire du Ganada. Signé Clos.

Paris, 1763. Handwritten copy -"L'Affaire du
Canada, "Vol. III.

A Messeigneurs les President et Commissaires Dé-
putés par Sa Majestéd pour juger Souverainement Et
en dernier resscrt 1'Affaire du Canada. Requéte de
Jean Corpron, associé avec le S. Oadet. Sigﬁé
Dhiris. Paris, 1763. Handwritten copy -
"L!'Affaire du Ganada" Vol. III.

Observations sur les profits Prétendus indiment fait:
par la Société Lemoine des Pins, Martel, et Varin.
Signé Elie de Beaument. Paris, 1763. Bound

with Mémoire pour le Sieur Martel. qv.

Mémoire pour Guillaume Estébe, Ecuyer, secrétaire du
Roi, pre¢s la Cour des Aydes de Bordeaux, Conseiller
honoraire au Conseil supérieur de Québec, et ci
devant Garde des Magasins du Rol, en la méme ville,
Accusé: COontre Monsieur le ProCureur Général du Roi,‘
en la commission, Accusateur. (Affaire du Canada)

signé De la Pommeraye. Paris, 1763. Hand-

written copy - "L'Affaire du Canada" Vol. III.



Joncaire-Chabert

Le Mercier

Martel

vi.

A Monsieur Le Lieutenant Général de Police. Et
Messieurs tenant la Chambre du Conseil au Chatelet
de Paris Commissaires en cette partie, nomméé par
le Rol pour juger en dernier ressort les Affaires du
Canada. (Justification de Guillaume Estdbe, accusé
d'avoir dilapidé les finances du Canada) (Signé
Babille.) Paris, 1763. Handwritten copy -
"L!'Affaire du Canada® Vol. III.

Pour le Sieur Estébe. (Signé4 Babille) Paris,

1763. Handwritten copy - "L'Affaire du Oanada®
Vol. 1IV.

Mémoire Pour Daniel de Joncaire-Chabert, ci-devant
Commandant au petit Fort de Niagara. Contre M. le
Procureur Géniral de la Commission établie pour
ltaffaire du Canada. Paris, 1763. Handwritten
copy - "L'Affaire duv Canada" Vol. IV,

Mémoire pour le Sieur Le Mercier, Ecuyer, Ohevalier
de Saint Louis, ci-devant Commandant 1'Artilletie
en Canada. Contre M. le Procureur General de la
Commission etabli pour juger les Officlers Et
Enployés dans les Affaires du Rol en Oanada.

Paris, 1761. Handwritten copy -"L'Affaire du
Canada®" Vol. IV.

Mémoire pour le Sieur Martel, Ecuyer, Seigneur de
Saint-Antoine et de Majesse, ci-devant garde Magasin
du Roi 3 Mcnt-Réal. (seigné Elie de Beaumont).
Paris, 1763.

Consultation. D4&libdré A Paris le 20 Avril 1763.



Maurin

vii.

Signé, Collet, Boys de Maisonneuve, Boucher d'Argis,
du Verne, Reymond, Lemoine de la Olartiére. Bound
with Mémoire pour le Sieur Martel.

A Nosselgneurs les Commissaires du Conseil, Pour
le jugement de 1!Affaire du Canada. Signé Létourneau.
Paris,1763. Bound with Mémoire pour le Sieur
Martel.

Observations, etc. v. Despins.

Mémoire Pour Jean-Baptiste Martel, Ecuyer, ci-devani
garde des Magasins du Roil a Montréal. Paris, 1763.

Supplément au Mémolre de Jean-Baptiste Martel,
Ecuyer, Etc. (signé Bottée) Paris, 1763. Bound
with Mémoire pour J-B Martel.

Lettres de M. le Marquls du Quesne, Gouverneur
Général du Canada, a M. Martel, Garde des Magasins
du Roi 3 Montréal. Paris, 1763. Bound with
Mémoire pour J-B Martel.

A Nosseigneurs les Commissaires Etablis par Arrét
du Conseil pour en detnier ressort 1'Affaire du

Canada. (Signé Bottée). Paris, 1765.

A Messelgneurs les President et commissaires Du
Consell, Députés par sa Majesté, pour juger Sou
verainement Et en dernier ressort 1l'Affaire du
Canada. Requéte de Frangois Maurin, poursuivi
comme complice‘des malversations du Sieur Cadet.
(8igné Dhiris). Paris, 1763. Handwritten covy -
"L'Affaire du Canada" Vol. III.



viii.

Miscellaneous Jugement rendu souverainement et en dernier ressort.
dans 1'Affaire du Oanada, Par Messieurs Les Lieuten-
ant Général de Police, Lieutenant particulier et
Oonseillers au ChlAtelet, et Siege Presidial de Paris,
Commissaires du Roi en cette Partie, Du 10 Décembre
1763. Paris, 1763.

Principales Requétes du Procureur G4néral en la
Commission, Etablie Dans 1'Affaire du Canada. Signé

Moreau. Paris, 1763.

Hontcalm A Nosseigneurs les lieutenant g4ndral de police et
conseillers du roy en son chastelet de Paris, com-
missalres du Oonseil en cette partie Reponse de la
Marquise de Moncalm & des imputations calomnieuses
contenues contre le marguis de Montcalm, Louils
Joseph son fils dans son mfémoire imprimé pour la

justification du sieur Bigot. Paris, 1763.

Péan Mémoire pour Michel-Jean Hughes Pean, Ohevalier,
Capitaine, Aide-Major des Ville Gouvernement de
Québec et des Troupes détachdes de la Marine,
chevaller de 1'0rdre Royal et Militaire de Saint-
Louis, Accuss3. Contre M. le Procureur-Génédral du
Roi en la commission accusateur. Paris, 1763,

Mémoire, Pour le Bieur Pean, Ecuyer, Seigneur de
Livaudiére, ancien Commissaire de la Marine au Port
de Brest, Demandeur en cassation d'un Arrét du
Parlement de Bretagne, du 13 Mars 1761. Paris,
1761.

Observations Pour le Sieur Pean, Capitaine.



St. Blin

Varin

Vaudreuil

ix.

Aide-Major des Ville et Gouvernement de Quebec, et
des Troupes detachées de la Marine, Chevalier de
1'0rdre Royal et Militaire de Saint Louils. Paris,
176k, Handwritten copy - "L'Affaire du Canada"
Vol. V.

A Nosseigneurs Les Commissaires Du Conseil En
cette partie Requéte de Michel Jean Hughes Pean.
Paris, 1764. Handwritten copy - "L'Affaire du
Canada" Vol. III.

Mémoire Pour le sieur Duverger de Saint-Blin,
Lieutenant dt!infanterie dans les troupes étant ci-
devant en Canada. Contre M. le Procureur Général

du Roi en la Oommission. Paris, 1753.

Observations, etc. v.Despins.

A Monseigneur De Sartine, Lieutenant-Général de
Police. Et a Nosseigneurs les gens tenant le
Chitelet de Paris, Commissaires du Conseil en cette
paitie. Requéte de Jean Victor Varin, ancien com-
missaire de la Marine i Mont-R4al. (Signé Olos.)
Paris, 1763. Handwritten copy -"L'Affaire du
Canada' Vol. III.

Mémoire pour le Marquis de Vaudreuil, Grand-Croix de
de 1'0Ordre Royal Et Militaire de Saint Louis, ci-
devant Gouverneur Et Lieutenant Génédral de la

Nouvelle-France. (Signé Olos.) Paris, 1763.
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Archiviste de la Province de Québec, Ravport(s) de 1!, 1920 - 1932,

Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, Vols. 1 - XXXIX. Levis.

Casgrain, H.R. Extraits des Archives des Ministres de la Marine

et de la Guerre 3 Paris. Quebeec, 1890.

Casgrain, H. R. Collection des Manuscrits dJdu Maréchal de Lévis:

1,

2e

10.

11.

Journal des Compagnes du Chevalier de L4vis en Canada, de
1756 4 1760. Y¥ontreal, 1889.

Lettres du Chevalier de Lévis conCernant la Guerre du

Canada (1756 - 176C). Montreal, 1839.

Lettres de la Cour de Versailles au Baron de Dieskau, au
Marquls de Montcalm et au OChevalier de Lévis. Quebec, 1890.
Lettres et Piéces Militaires. Instructions, Ordres, Mémoires,
Plans de Campagne et de Défense, 1756 - 1760. Quebec, 1891.
Lettres de M. de Bourlamague =u Chevalier de Lévis.

Quebec, 1891,

Lettres du Marquls de Montcalm au Chevalier de Lévis.

Quebec, 1894,

Journal du Marquis de Montcalm durant ses Campagnes en
Canada de 1756 & 1759. Quebec, 1895.

Lettres du Marguls de Vaudreuil au Chevalier de Lévis,
Quebec, 1895.

Lettres de 1'Intendant Bigot au Chevalier de Lévis.

Quebec, 1895,

Lettres de Divers Particuliers au Chevalier de Lévis.

Quebec, 1895,

Relations et Journaux de Différentes Expéditions faites



xi

durant les anndes 1755 - 56 - 5§57 - 58 - 59 -~ 0. Quebec,
1895.

12. Table Analytique de la Qollection des Manuscrits du Maréchal
de Lévis. Quebec, 1895,

Censuses of Canada, 1665 - 1871. Vol. IV. (Five volumes) Ottawa,1876.

Charlevoix, Le Pére de. Journal d'un Voyage fait par ordre du Roil
dans 1'Amérique Septentrionale. The Journal constitutes Vols. V
and VI of the "Histoire de la Nouvelle France, avec le Journal

Historique d'un Voyage, etc." Paris, 17",

Documents Relatifs & la Nouvelle France. Vols. III - IV. (Four
volumes) Published under the auspices of the Quebec Legislature.
Quebec, 1883, 1834k, 1¥gh, 1885,

Dovghty, A and Parmelee, G.W. The Siege of Quebec and the Battle
of the Plains of Abraham. Vols. IV - VI (Six volumes). The

auvthors print documents in the last three volumes. Quebec, 1901.

Edits et Ordonnances. Published under the auspices of the Quebec

Legislature:

1. Edits, Ordonnances Rowaux, Declarations et Arréts du Oonseil
d'Etat du Rol concernant le QOanada. Quebec, 185&.

2, Arr®ts et Réglements du Oonseil Supérieur de Québec et
Ordonnances et Jugements des Intendants du Camada. Quebec,
1855.

3, Oomplément des Ordonnances Jugements des Gouverneurs et
Intendants du Canada précédé des Oommissions des dits

Gouverneurs et Intendants et des différentes Officiers Civils

et de Justice. Quebec, 1856,
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Fauteux, A. Mémoire sur les Postes du Canada, par le Chevalier

de Raymond (175%). Quebec, 1929,

Franquet. Voyages et Mémoires sur le Qanada. Published by the
Institut Canadian. Quebec, 1889.

Historical Documents. First Series (nine series). Published by
the Literary and Historical Society of Quebec. Quebec, 1868,

Innis, H.A. Select Documents in Oanadian Economic History, 1497 -
1783, Toronto, 1929.

Kalm, Peter. Travels into North America. Vo0l.III. (Three volumes)

Translated by J.R. Forster. London, 1771.

Knox, Captain John. An Historlical Journal of the Campaigns in
North America for the years 1757, 1758, 1759 and 1760. Vols. I -

I1I (Three volumes). Edited by A.G. Doughty. Publications of
‘the Ohamplain Society. Toronto, 191k,

Marlartic Le Comte de Maureés de. Journal des Campagnes au Canada de

1755 & 1760. Edited by Le Comte Gabriel de Maurds de Malartic and
Paul Gaffarel. Paris, n.d. Probably 1890.

Massicotte, B.2. Répertoire des Arréts, Edits, Mandements,
Ordonnances, et Réglements conservés dans les Archives du Palais
de Justice de Montréal, 1640 - 1760. Montreal, 1919. Some
further arréts are published in the Bulletin des Recherches
Historiques, Vol. XXXIV, pp. 520 - 527.

Montresor Journals, The. Edited by G.D. Scull. Printed in the

Collectione of the New York Historical Society, 1881,
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Munro, W.B. Documents Relating to the Seigniorial Tenure in
Canada, 1598 - 1854, Publications of the Champlain Society.
Toronto, 1908.

Raymond, Le Chevalier de w.Fauteux, A.

Roy, P.G. Inventalre des OrdonnancCes des Intendants de la Nouvelle
France conserméec aux Archives Provinciales de Québec. Vols. III-

IV (Four volumes). Beauceville, 1919.

Shortt, A. Documents relating to QGanadian Currency, Exchange and

Finance during the French Period. Vols. I - II. (Two volumes).

Ottawa, 1925.

Shortt, A and Doughty, A.G. Documents Relating to the Constitution-
al History of Canada, 1759 - 1791. Ottawa, 1907.

Tetu, H et Gagnon, C.0. Mandements des Ev&ques de Québec. Vol.II

N\

(Five volumes). Quebec, 1887,

Thwaites, R.G. The Jesuit Relations, Vol. LXIX (Seventy-three
volumes) Oleveland, 1900.
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Adair, E.R. The Evolution of Montreal during the FrencCh
Régime. A paper read before the History
Association of Montreal, March 20, 1934. Gon-

sulted in typescript.

Adair, E.R. French Qanadian Art. Printed in the report of
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Frangaise. Quebec, 1916.

Fauteux, J.N. Essal sur 1l'Industrie au Oanada sous le Régime
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Massicotte,E.Z. Un Récensement inédit de Montréal, 1741, Printed
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La Véréndrye: Commandant, Fur Trader, and
Explorer. Printed in the Canadian Historical
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The Seigniorial System in Canada. New York, 1907.

Les Lettres les Sciences, et les Arts au Canada

sous le régime frangais. Paris, 1930.
L'Histoire de la Seignetrie de Lauzon. Levis,1897.

La France economique et sociale au 1%e siécle.

Paris, 1925.

Canadian Currency and Exchange under French Rule.
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MAP

xvi.

Historic Forts and Trading Posts of the French
Régime and of the English Fur - Trading companies
An annotated list compiled in 1930. Mimeégraph-
ed. Issued by the Department of the Interilor,
Ottawa.

The Fight for Canada. Toronto, 1906.

The King's Ship "L'0Orignal" sunk at Quebec, 1750.
Printed in the Transactlions of the Royal Society
of CQanada, Second Series, Vol. IV, Sect. 2,
pp. 67 - 76.

The map 1s based on the two maps which accompany

"Historic Forts and Trading Poste" by E. Voorhle, viz:

(a)

()

Map of Mississippi and Ohio Valleys showing
chain of Historiec French Forts.
Map of Canada showing Historic Forts and

Trading Posts.
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