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History. 

J\ .J .E .L-UNN. 

Economic Development in French Oanada, 
I' 

17'+0 - 1760. 

This thesis, which deals wi·th t:.~.c last decades of the French 

regime in Oa.nada, is the first part of a further thesis, which I 

hope to pr~pare, dealing with economip and social development in 

Oanada from 17~0 to 177'+, that is, _the transition period from 

French to English rule. The object of the present ac~ount is, 

therefore, to give some description of just what Great Britain 

received when oanada was_ceded to her in 1763. 

The most outstanding characteristics of economic activity in 

French oanada were inertness and ~overnment paternalism, the 

former usually being attribu-~ed to the latter. An attempt has 

been made to correct t~c .. is impression irl some dee;;ree and to arrive 

at a balance of the various factors which conditioned the 

economic life of Oanada. The various phases of economic activity 

have been described and their J:elative importance estimated. 
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1. 

CHAPTER 1. 

THE FORGES OF SAINT MAURI CE • 

· The most outstanding characteristics of economic life in 

New France were government supervision and, with the possible 

exception of the fur trade, inertness. The backwardness of 

the colony is att,ributed with almost monotonous regularity to 

the paternalistic attitud~ 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 Canada 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 Ohagouamigon, a 

trading post at the south western extremity of Lake Superior. 1 · 

That attempt came to an end in 1740 when the M1I. 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 

Baie St. Paul. The deposits were mentioned in the Forsters' 

account, 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 Canada, t.l, pp.l0-18 

2. Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol.?O(l), p.23'-'-· Memoire du Roy au 
Beauharnois et HQcquart, Marly, May 13, 17~0. 
The ,Forsters' s report is given in the Oorres. Gen., C"A, Vol. 74, 
PP·95-97· 

3. Loo. ci t. 



down to verify the report.l- However, any hope of explo·it:Lng 

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 exploit-ed to 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 173g the King 

had invested 192,642 livres~in the enterprise. The debt was 

to be paid in the product of the Forges but product-ion fell far 

short of expectation and the date of payment was twice 

2. 

postponed. 3 • Finally, in 17'Jl, the whole enterprise collapsed, 

for in that year the partners handed in their resignations and 

1. Oorres. Gen., C"A, Vol. 73, p.22. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre, ~uebec, Oct.l5, 1740. 

2. Ordres et Dep~che_s,B,Vol.72, pp.2l+0-2~-1. Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et HQcquart, Mar1y, May 12, 1741. 

3· For an account of this early history of th~ Fgrges, see 
J.N.Fauteux, L'Industrie au Oanada, t.l, pp.5b-9B. 



decla~ed the company bankrupt. 1. 

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 par~ners, placed the blame on de Vezin, 2. 

3· 

another member of the company. Ougnet ~ointed out that de Vezin 

had decided on a practically entirely new establishment and the 

partners, depending on his judgment an.d his estimate of goats, 

had gone ahead. But mat~ers had not turned out as expected. 

The new plant was.to have produced 300,000 pounds of iron by the 

autumn of 173g but the product by that date was 1~,000 pounds. 
orilitinall.y 

The total cost of the establishment was computed I at -q.o,oocr 

livres - well over 100,000 livres had been 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 that 

the other had to stand idle. This necessitated the construction 

of another building beside the stream and the installation of 

1. Oorres. Gen., 011A,Vol.ll2(l),pp.ll3-161. ])emissions des SS: 
Ougnet, ~ Oct.l7~1; Sboonet, 9 Oct; Gamelin, 9 Oct; de Vezin,l3 Oct· 
Taschereau, 1~ Oct. ' 

2. The Forges, taken over by a company in 1733, were not making 
satisfactory progress. In 1735,therefore,the Minister sent out 
Olivier de Vezin, "ma1tre des forges", to act as technical adviser. 
De Vezin condemned th~ whole establishment. In 1736 a new company 
was formed which included de Vezin among the partners. (J.N.Fauteux, 
op.cit.,~.l,pp 67,73,7~,g1.) ~ 

3· . Oorres· Gen., 011A,Vol.ll2 (1) ,pp 113_1~1 • Memoire de Cugnet'a 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, Oct. ~~ 17~1. 



l+. 

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 1 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 the company to the very considerable profit of 

the vendors. The workmen were paid in goods{·wi-th 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 
!.t 11 truck system" of payment, were dissatisfied and insubordinate. · 

1. 

2. 

Oorres.Gen., 0 11A,Vol.7ll-, pp.12~-130. M.de Vf'udreuil de 
Oavagnal au Ministre. Oct .23, 171+0; Oorres.Gen., O"A, Vol.ll2(1) 
pp.113-131. ,Memotre de Ougnet ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart~ 
Quebec, Oct.~, 17,1. 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.l12(l),pp.ll3-120. Memoire de Cugnet ~ 
Beauharnois et Hooquart Quebec Oct.!~, 17!Ll; Oorres.Gen., 
0 11A,Vol.l12(1), pp.13-1~. Hocquart au Ministre. Que. Oct.~O 1741. / , 

11 

3· Oorres.Gen., 0"A,Vol.ll2(1), pp.ll9-206. Memoire de De Vezin 
~ Maurepas. ( 17tL1) 

Co\rres.Gen., C11A, 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 who~e fiasco • The government had been gradually led 

on, chiefly perhaps by the undue optimism of Hocquart, to invest 

a large sum of money in the industry. The Intendant had 

encouraged de Francheville to carry out his project in the 

beginning and it was at Hocquart 1 s instance that the first loan 

5· 

had been made to the enterprise. 2. When the v.hole establishment 

had to be rebuilt a further loan was granted on the assurance of 

Beauharnois and Hocquart that they were confident of the success 

of the venture and of the infinite advantages that would a-~orue 

to the colony.3· 

Without the encouragement of the Intendant and the support, 

however unwilling, of the government in France the iron industry 

in Oanada could not have made even such progress as it did. The 

failure of the private venture was the result of the ill use to 

which the incompetent individuals concerned put the loans they 

were granted. Now, in 17!11, the whole unsatisfactory affair 

culminated in the government's be~ng left to cope with an 

imperfectly equipped plant, staffed with a number of sullen and 

1. 

2. 
3· 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.ll2(1), pp.113-120. Memoire de Ougnet a, 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, Oct. 4, 1741. 

J .N .Faut.eux, L 1 Industrie au Canada, t .1, p. 6G 
Beauharnois et Ho~qua~t au Ministre. (1735) quoted by 
J.N.Fauteux, op.c1t u.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 wage~. 1. 

The f;rst step taken by the Intendant was to provide for 

6. 

the continued functioning of the Forges while some decision as 

to their ultimate disposal was being reached. '" The S. Est e be, 

Royal Storekeeper at ·~uebec, was put in ,charge of the plant in 

17~1 and the following year its direction was taken over by the 

ss. Martel de Belleville, Oresse,and Perrault. 2. 

In 17~1, four courses were open to the gove~nment. First, 

the Forges might be abandoned completely. Against this 

proposal were the arguments that the iron produced would be 

useful for the shipbuilding recently undertaken at Quebec by 
....... 

the King and that to give up the enterprise entirely would mean 

the irretrievable 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;c 

and thirdly, to carry on the business in the King's name. The 
f 

first plan was impracticable because, as the authorities fully 

realized, it was impossible to find, in Oanada, men ~i·th 

1. Corres. Gen., C11A,Vol.ll2(l),P.21. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct 30, 17~1. 

2. Oorres.Gen., 0 11A,Vol.l12(l),pp.2-3. Hocquart au :Winis·tre. 
Quebec, Oct.30, 17tL1; Oorres.Gen.,C 11 A,Vol.ll2(1),pp.2~3-26't.. 
Hocquart au 1J:inisti·e, ~uebec, Oct .26, 17'-L2j 
Ipv.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.l35-136, 
Oct.l5, 1749) 



suffi_cient capital for the underta}{ing. With reference to 

this plan Hocquart wrote non ne peut---point compter qu'il puisse 

e'en former une (i.e. a new company) en Oanada; les fortunes y 

sont trop bornees et dans une entreprise de cette espu~~e il faut 

des fonds considerables d'avance au moins de 80 m#.il n'y a icy 

7· 

aucun particulier, en estat de faire ces avancesn. 1 • There were 

plenty of capitalists in France but it was improbable that the 

prospect of taking over a debt-ridden and unsurcessful venture in 

an unprosperous colony three thousand miles away would appeal to 

them. In 17~3, 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 livres. 2 • 

Nothing more is 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 conclusion that 

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

1. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.ll2(1),p.6. Hocquart au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct. 20, 1741. 

2. Ordres et Depeches,B.Vol.76(l),pp.247-250. Ministre ~ 
Beauharnois et aocquart •. Versailles, April 30, 17~3. 



the monopoly of Ougnet's company was revoked and the Forges were 

taken over in the King's name, in payment of the debt. l. 

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. l:aurice 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 i~oor 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. 3· The pigs were formed by plunging 

a large ladle into the boiling ore and emptying the liquid into 

gutters- in the sand. l~. The molten slag,5· floating on top 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.76(l),pp.247-2~9; Ordres et Depeches 
B,Vol.76(l),pp.255~261. Arrest du Roi, Versailles,May ~17h3; 
Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.78(l),pp.265-266.~inistre ~ Beauharnois 
et Hocquart •. Versailles, April 21, 17).Lll. ..~ 

2. Franquet,Memoires et Voyages,pp.l~-20. Franquet, a royal 
engineer sent out to Louisbourg in 1750, was nharged by the 
government at Versailles to in~pect the fortifications in New 
France. He toured Oanada in 1752-1753· 

3· Xalm~Travelsin"OO North America, (London 177l.Tr.by Forster) Vol.3 
pp.8~- 8. 

t~. Franquet, Memoires 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 qut 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 

9· 

each case functioned regularly while the other was reserved in 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 St. Maurice. Presumably, the pig iron was heated in 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 17~7. 3· Up to that time the iron must have been wrought 

with sledges. 

In 1747 the Forges undertook the manufacture of cast iron goods. 'J... 

The material for the foundry consisted, probably, of specially 

selected pigs. Pig iron, with its high carbon content, is in 

itself a kind of cast iron. For the successful production of 

castings however, the material must contain not only iron but al~ 

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 practice was to have the pigs 

inspected by a foundryman who judged their quality by their colour 

and closeness of grain andthen selected a number which together. 

1. Oorres.Gen.,C 11 A,Vol.74-, pp.l28-129. Vaudreuil de Oavagnial 
au Ministre, Oct.23 17~0. 

2. L. W. Spring~.Non-Technical Chats on Iron and Steel( Se(-. ed .1927) p. 93 tl. Infra , p • .L :2 
~. fnfra, p. l) 



17'-1-J.-

contained all the necessary constituents. 1. 

perhaps, the method employed at St. Maurice. 

This was 

The Forges had 

10. 

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. 3· 

Perhaps the best account of the progress of the Forges during 

our period is to be derived from an attempt to interpret such 

statistics as are available 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 strictly logical, divisions. 

The fortunes of the industry during the King's administration 

17'-~5 rose and fell. From October 1741 to the end of 17~5 the total 

expanditure about balanced the total receipts but the value of 

the stock on hand on January 1, 171+6, amounted to 50, '132 livres, 

which the authorities declared must be regarded as the profit of 

the Forges up to that time. tL • It was an asset that might have been 

1. 

2. 

~. 

L.W.Spring,Non-Technical Ohats on Iron and Steel (Second 
edition, 192q) pp.162,167-168. 

Infra, pp.l6-17~ · _ 
Franquet, M6moires.et Voya~es, pp.20-21. Le 28 (juillet, 1752) 
Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol. 5, p.53. Ministre ~ Hocquart, 

Versailles, March 6, 17~7. 



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 done during the period of co~pany control. 

During the royal regime the administration was, ont- 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 

17~2 the product was 336,886 pounds, 2 · and for the ye~r 1742-1743 

the return was about 4oo,ooo pounds.3· In 17~~ the Forges for 

the first time supplied bullets for the service.li· Moreover, 

the iron shipped to Rochefort was sold at a price of 160 livres 

per thousand pounds whereas the prices obtained by the company 

had varied from 124 livres to 139 livres.5· These factors 

explain perhaps, why the Forges had not retrogressed during these 

years. 

On the other hand, the industry had made no exceptional 

progress by the end of 1745. Up to 1744 when the Forges began 

to-make bullets, only the usual kind of wrought iron was 

produced on which the usual criticism was passed, namely, 

l~ Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.72,p.271. Ministre ~ Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Marly, May 12,1747 

2. Oorres .Gen., C"A, Vol.112( 1): p. 275. M~moire sur les for~es de 
Saint Maurice. Quebec, 17~2; p.301. Extract, signed Estebe. 

~ •• Ibid., Vol. 80 ,pp. 33-3f1-. Hocquart au Mini stre. Quebec, Ont. 23, 17!13 
Ibid.,Vol.8l(l)p.~9· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 

Quebec, Oct. 17,174~. 
5· Ibid.,Vol.ll2(1) p.273. Memoire sur les forges de Saint 

Maurice. Quebec, 1742. ~ 



12. 

good iron poorly wrought. 1. No new equipment-was acquired 

during this period so that the iron works had to function w'ith 

the unsatisfactory apparatus installed by Ougn~t and Company. 2. 

The furnace broke down at least as early as December 17~1 3· and 

was not relighted until the following May.'1 • In the spring of 

17~3 the Forges suffered another, though a shorter, interruption. 5· 

Finally, the workmen continued to give tr~uble in spite of the 

removal of their most outstanding grievance. An ordinance issued 

by Hocquart in 17~5 prohibited the selling of any but very small 

quantities o-f 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.1:aurice 

in 17~5,found it necessary to impose these restrictions. 

Disciplimat the Forges was not evidently all that it should have 

been. 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vo1.?6(l),pp.l36-137· Ministre ~ Hocquart 
Versailles, Apr~1 11, 1743. 
Oorres .Gen., O"A, Vol. 79 ,p. 35~. Hocquart au Mini stre. Quebec, 
0 et • 2, 174-3 · 
Ordres et Depeches,B,Vo1.7~(1) ,p.115. 1-.!inistre ~ Hocquart. 
Versailles, March 2~, 174Q. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.ll2(l),p.26. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.20, 17l+1. 

3. Ibid.,Vol.76,p.77· Hocquart au Hinistre. Quebec, Dec.17, 17'+1 
fi. Ibid., Vol. 77, p. 3tt.o. Ho cquart au 1::ini stre. Quebec, June 2g, 17'+2 
5· Ibid.,Vo1.79,P·7· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 

Montreal, June 17, 171+ 3. 
6. Ord. des. Int • , M 30, Vo 1.17, pp )!09-'-~12! Ordonnance de Ho cquart • 

Quebec, Feb. 12, 17'+5. 



13. 

17~6- Du+ing the next period, comprising the years 17~6 and 1747, 

17~7 the standing profit (i.e. the profit from November 17~1 to January 

17~g) rose to 72,286 livres. 1. The production of bullets was 

continued in 17~6 2 • and in 1747 3· and a long yearned for tilt 

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. 5 • The statement 

of the total product for 17~7 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 D~p@ches,B,Vol.89,pp.107-108. Ministre a Bigot. 
Versailles, Apr~l 18, 1749. 
According to M.Fauteux {L'Indu~trie au Oanada, t.l,p.ll7) this 
sum was the profit from November 17~1 to November 1748. The 
author does not quote any authority for the statement. The. 
Minister is basing his statement on a letter received jrom Bigot, 
dated September 29, 17~8. The latter date could not therefore 
in any case have been November 17~8. (Ihave not found Bigot's 
letter in the Correspondence G~nerale) 

2. Oorres.Gen.,C11 A,Vo1.85,P·33· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec. Sept. 26, 17·~6. 

3· Ibid., Vo1.88,p.93· Estat de produit des forges de Saint Maurice 
(1 janvier 17~7 - 1~ octobre,l7~7) Signed,M~rtel de Belleville. 
St. Maurice, Oct. 18, 1747. 

4-. Ibid. 1 Vo1.88, p.85. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l5, 17~7. 
5· Ibid., P• 89 
6. fiida,Vol.88,pp.93-~~. Estat du produit des forges de Saint 

Maurice (1 janvier 17~7 - 1~ octobre 17~7) Signed, Martel de 
Bellevil1e. St. Maurice, Oct. 18, 17~7. 
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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 w~re c~st. All were sold and brought in 

21 1 000 l~vres. 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. 

17~g By the end of 17~g however, the Forges had taken a loss which 

reduced the standing profit to 36,22-2 livres. 2. Rouille, Minister 

of Marine, attributed the decrease to the incompetence- of those 

who had bad the direction of the Forges during the preceding few 

years. 3 • There is, however, a more probable explanation. When 

peace was declared in 17~g 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. 
_r. 

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. 

2. 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.gg,pp.g5-~7- Hocquart au l!inistre. 
Quebec, Oct. 15, 1747. 

Ordres et Dep~ches B,Vo1.91, p.222. Ministre a Bigot. 
Versailles, Jun~ 14, 1750. · 

Ibid .. 
Oorres.Gen., 0 11 A,Vol.8~,p.72. Hocquart au ~inistre. Quebec, 

()et. '4, 171+7; From 17t~!i, St.Maurice iron had sold at 25 livres 
the hundredweight~ {Oorres.Gen., C 11A,Vol.~l(2)p.339· Hocquart 
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 8, 17~4.) 
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authorities since 174~. 1 • 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 hopelessly defective as a result of bad 

workmanship. 2 • As the Ohevalier de Beauharnois later pointed 

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. 3·. However, the bombs, too, were declared 
lt defective by the French artillery officers who inspected them. · • 

La Galissonni~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 17~7 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 rould produce material for 

the casting of large pieces of ordnance. Moreover, they suggested 

that the s.Mercier, Oanadian artillery officer, who was going to 

France for further instruction in his profession, might also be 

1. 

2. 

3· 
!t • 

Oorres.Gen., 011A1 Vol.Sl( 1) ,p .60. Beauharnoi s et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Quebec,Oct.17, 17~4; Ordres et D~peches,B,Vol.~l, 
pp.291-292. Ministre ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versaille.s, 
Eay 12, 17~5; Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.85,pp.107-10g. Beauharnois et 
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.30, 17~6. 

Ordres et D~peches,B, Vol.B7,p.220. Ministre ~ La Galissonniere 
et Hocquart. V~rsailles, April 25, 174-8. 

Oorr\es. Gen.,0 11 A,Vol.90-9l,p.228. Le Oher de Beauharnois au 
l;Iini stre. Quebec, Oct .1, 171'-8. 

Moreau St. Mery, Ooll.,~3,vol.13,pp)L'12--1t'~3. Ministre ~ La 
Galissonniere et Hocquart. May-31, 17~8 

5. .. Oorre s .G~n., G"a, Vo 1. ;;.~0-91, p .150. La Gali ssonni~ re au '.r · · t 
~uebec, Oct .18, 1748. .~:.~lnls r~. 
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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 Canada. 1. And in fact, Mercier visited the founderies 

at Metz, Douay, Parchemin,and R~nconges. 2 • Meanwhile, the 
-,-, 

Chevalier de Beauharnois, acting on the orders of La Galissonniere, 

spent six months of the year 17~8 at St. Maurice and supervised 

the casting of some of the cannon produced that year. The total 

product for 17~g included 6 small cannon, 11 mortars, 2 petards, 

and a quantity of bombs and bullets. The ordnance was dis-

tributed to Forts Niagara, Frontenac,and St. Frederic and two 

cannon were used to arm a barque. 3· 

One cannot help but feel, however, that all this activity 

represented a waste of time and money. It seems probable that 

~etter and cheaper cannon could have been obtained in France 

while the workmen at St. Maurice might have devoted their 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. 

the :Minister of Marine promised to procure a Master Founder for 

the Forges when peace came !t and added somewhat vaguely that he 

1 .· G' nuA u 1 c 0 n1 27 2at L ;'"'; li . ' · • Oo r re s • en • , v , v o • J - ;;~ , pp • - o • a L.Ja s so nn 1 ·?. re et B 1 got au 
Ministre. Quebec,Sept.26, 1748 . 

2. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.89,p.l09. Ministre ~Bigot. 
Versailles, April 8, 17!i9; Corres.G~n.,0 11A,Vol.96,pp.l02-103. 
Le Mercier au Ministre. Rancognes, March 8, 1750. · 

3· Oorres.Gen.,C 11A·,Vol.90-)l,pp.22~-232. Le Chevalier de 
Beauharnois au-Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.l, 1748. 

!i. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.87,p.220. Ministre ~La Galissonni~re 
et Hocquart. V~rsailles, April 25, 17!t8. ~ 
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would see then what could be done about constructing another 

furnace. 1 • The plan never reached fruition however, for in 17'~9 

Maurepas informed Bigot that for the time being the establishment' 

at St. Maurice of a foundry for casting large artillery was out 

of the question. 2 • The project continued to remai·n "out of the 

question" for no large ordnance was ever cast in New France. 

Meanwhile the fruitless attempt to establish the manufacture in 

Canada 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 17~8. 

17~9 By the end of the following year, the situation was very much 

worse for the standing profit in January 17~9 (some 36,000 livres)3• 

had been completely wiped out and the Forges had a deficit of 

The most obvious explanation for the catastrophe 

was the fact that, in 17~9, extensive repairs had to be made to the 

Forges. Moreover, it was becoming increasingly difficult to meet 

the competition from France. Bigot had lowered the price of 

Oanadian iron from 30 livres the hundredweight to 25 livres, but tre 

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 Depeches,B,Vol.87,p.213. Ministre a La Galisaonni~re, 
Versailles, Mar oh 6, 17~8. 

2. Ibid., Vol.89, p.lO~. Ministre a Bigot. Versailles, 
April l8, 171+9. 

3· Supra, p.l~. 
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French iron were entirely prohibited. 1 • 

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, etc. and a master 

founder and other workmen for the foundry were badly needed. 2 -

Skilled iron workers were evidently scarce in France; certainly 

none of them could be induced to go out to Oanada.3· 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 
.t 

compla~ned that the cultivation of their land was being neglected 

and resisted the summons so strenuously that they had sometimes 

to be coerced,with considerable violence, into coming. The 

result was that many of them moved out of the district rather than 

submit.~· The outcome of all these difficulties is only too 

clearly indicated by the financial standing of the Forges at the 

close of the year 17~9. 

1750, Affairs however, took a turn for the better. By the end of 
1751, 
1752.1751 the standing balance had reached 24,60~ livres 5· 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 inrrease is not at all obvious. The probable 

1. Oorres.Gen., 011A,Vol.96,pp.58-60. Bigot au Ministre.Quebec, 
Oct. 27, 1750. ·· 

2. Ibid., p.52 
3· Qrdres et Depeches,B,Vol.89,pp.68-69. Ministre·'~ Bigot. 

Versailles, April 11, 1749. , 
t~. Franquet, Memoires et Voyages, p.113. 
5· Ordre~ et D~p~ches,B,Vol.97,P•20lt. Ministre A Bigot. Versailles, 

June 30, 1753· ~ 
6. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.99,PP·l~l-142. Mini~tre ~Bigot. 

Versailles, June 6, 175~. 
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explanation is that, by this time, the rush of French goods 

into the colony at the close of the war, was over and the import 

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 productions of the foundry. ~he 

manufacture of wrought iron was not neglected and in 1752 some 

hi d t Sa ~ D . l. F. 11 th 1 . 1 was s ppe even o nuO om1ngo. 1na y, e co on1a 

authorities had, in 1750, solved the problem of supplying unskilled 

labour, by employing soldiers. For ·this purpose another company 
Troupe da la Marine 2 

of the I 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 

work.3· In 1753 the llinister of Marine was still looking in vain 
)1 for the workmen whom Bigot had requested four years earlier. • It 

. 
is to be supposed that had these men been procured the Forges 

would have shown a still largerprofit by the end of 1752. 

1752- After 1752, the industry declined until by January 1, 175g the 

175g total profit shown for the King's administration since 1741 was the 

insignificant sum of 3,150 livres.5· In 1753, the Forges 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.95,p.l4g. Ministre a Bigot. Oomp:i~gne, 
July 7, 1752. , 

2. Corres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.SJ3,P·g9· La Jonqui~re au Ministre. Q,uebec, 
Sept. 30, 17lt-9; Oorre s. G2n., C11A Vol. 93, pp. 302-3011. Bigot au 
Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 7, 1749; Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.9l,p.71 
Ministre a La Jonqui~re et Bigot. Versailles, April 10, 1750. 

3· Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.96,p.61. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct. 27, 1750. · 

4. OrdEes et Dep~ches,B,Vol.97,p.205. Ministre A Bigot. Versailles, 
June 30, 1753· , 

5· Ibid., Vol.l09, p.135. Ministre A Bigot. Versailles, Feb.9, 
1759. 
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suffered interruption as a result of the levies made for the 

expedition to the'Ohio River. The Minister of Marine thought 

that this was only an "accident passager" 1 · but 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 Forges 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 Canada who could 

make either bombs or· ·bullets and that, in any case, the Forges 
t 

were not capable of producing sufficient material. 2. The Forges 

were still functioning in the aumumn of 1739 3· but at least by 
LL 

the summer of 1760 they had evidently come to a complete standstill. 

Thus the King never recouped the advances he had made for the 

establishment of the Forges some twenty yea.rs 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 

or~ginal 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 Oa~ada. 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 D~p~ches,B,Vol.99,pp.141-1~2. Ministre l Bigot. 
Versailles, June 6, 175~. 

2. Oorres.G~n.,0 11A,Vol.l02,pp.325-326. Memoire sur l'artillerie du 
Canada (Le Mercier) Quebec, Oct. 30, 1757. 

3· Lettres de l'Int.Bigot, (pub.by Oasgrain,quebec 1g95) p.~3. 
Bigot \A L~vis. Montreal, Oct. 30, 17~. 

1+. oan. Aroh.Report, 1905, Vol.l(''-),p.33· Dumas a Vaudreuil, 
Tnree Rivers, June 11, 1760. 
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and it is evident that the Forges were rega:tded t.hroughout as 

something of a white elephant. Even in 1752 and 1753 when the 

business was at its most profitable, the liinister of Marine was· 

still anxious that the whole concern should be handed over to 

private enterprise if a company could be found to undertake it. 1 • 

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 product 

than the Canadian one. Nor did the Fo.rges fulfill a demand for 

employment in Oan~da; as we have see~, Canadians preferred to move 

out of the district rather than to accept paid work at St. Maurice. 2 · 

The industry, at least after 1741, was in a sense extraneous to 

Oanada. 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 took 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. 3. 

Moreover, the ability of these so-called ttskilled"artisans was 

questionable for the criticism of Canadian iron was usually, that 

--------------------------------
1. 

2. 
3· 

/ 

Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vo1.97,p.205. Ministre l 
Versailles, June 30, 1753;. Vol.J9,~)p.l41-l112. 
Versailles, June 6, 1754. 

Supra, p .lg. 
Franquet, Memoires et Voyage~, p.lll.L. 

Bigot. 
Ministre ~Bigot. 
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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. 2 · 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.3· One dQes not find a town 

of workingmen 1 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 

Canadian, 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 oontribute to the progres~ 

of the King's shipbuilding. But that exouse for existence would 

not long have remained valid for, as we shall see, the odds were 

that by 1760, war or no war, the shipbuilding venture would have 

eo llap sed. 4 • 

1. 
2. 

~: 

Supra, p .12 
Supra, p.l8 
Franquet, Memoires et Voyagesz p.113. 
Infra, p. lj:7 
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It seems probable that the real driving force behind the 

enterprise had been Hocquart. He had encouraged the individual 

who first unde:i:took it and had done all he could to maintain it, 

even to helping with his own private funds. 1 · When the government 

took it over, Hocquart was keenly interested in __ the v~nture 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 Hocquart 1 s illogical 

enthusiasims. It is true that the new Intendant was ready to push 

the undertaking of ~asting cannon but it is inconceivable 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 vicinity steadily diminished.2. 

Laudable though the attempt was to exploit Oanada 1 s resources, 

it was, on practical grounds, wasted effort. The colony was not 

ready for such a development; its main interests were unalterably 

farming ~nd the fur trade. Not even the weight of the go~ernment 

could counterbalance the deadweight of Oanadian indifference. 

Paternalism did not thwart the development of the iron industry 

in Oa.nada. The private enterprise undertaken by Canadians was a 

complete failure. Such success as the exploitation of Canadian 

iron had is to be attributed solely to the government. 

1. Oorres. G·~n.,C 11A,Vol.ll2(l)p.22. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 30, 17'-t-1. In the spring of that year ( 17'-t1) -the 
Intendant advanced the company 3,000 livres from his own pocket. 

2. Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.96,p.59· Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, 
Oct.27, 1750. 



24. 

OHA.PTER 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 s~op. The industry had never 

been extremely vigorous. Any contretemps, such as a shortage of 

food or an epidemic~usually caused a complete interruption. 1 • There 

was never~ appare-ntly, a company organized in Quebec to build ships 

to order. Probably the prospective owner employed a few 

carpenters and directed the work himself, or else turned over the 

enterprise to a master carpenter who hired an ass-istant or two_. 

Occasionally, 1 French merc~nts had ships built at Quebec.2. 

Possibly some Oanadian merchant undertook the construction 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 failure of the enterprise during 

the decadeswith whic~ we are concerned, is that it was a period of 

11 contret emp s 11 • There are, however, two otherfactors in the situa-

tion to be considered, namely, the suppression of the royal 

gratuities~ and the establishment of the royal shipbuilding. 

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

tons built at Quebec.3· In 1739 the colonial authorities were 

1. e.g. The small pox epidemic and the famine of 17-33 and the 
dearth in 1737 each time caused a complete cessation of ship­
building (J.N.Fauteux, L1Industrie au Oanada, t.I,pp.24-6-249) 

2. e.g. J.N.Fauteu~, _op.cit t.I~p.24g. · 
3· J.N.Fauteux, op.cit. t.I,pp.2~3-24-6. 
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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 which the 

King withdrew his support, 6 ships ranging from 68 to 300 tons 

were built.3· In 171+1 ther·e were 9 of tonnage from 30 to 177, tt · 

and the following year, 1742, 12 vessels were constructed.5· 

Shipbuilding for the King, which began in 1739, did cons~itute a 

drain on the local labour supply. The Quebec merchants added 

that to their complaints in 1741, 6 · and Beauharnois and Hocquart 

themselves admitt.ed that the Kingts work was, to a certain extent, 

hindering private undertakings.?· The hindrance was not so 

serious, however, as to prevent ships being built in increasing 

numbers up to 17~2. 

Meanwhile the colony had been suffering a period of dearth. 

By 17l.f.3 t'he scarcity of provisions was such tbat private con-

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.70(l),p.231. Memoire du Roy ~ 
Beauharnois et ~ocquart. Marly, May 13, 1740. 

2. Oorres .Gen., C"A Vol. 75,p. 22. Memo ire de s.De saumers, ( syndic des 
negoceants de Quebec) ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart. 1741. 

3· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.72.p.235· Memoire du Roy ~ Beauharnois 
et Hocquart. MQI"ly, May 12, 1741. 

4. Oorres.Gen.,C"A.,Vol.75,p.361. Liste des Batiments de Mer 
construits en Oanada, pendant 1 1annee 17'·~1. Signed, Hocquart. 
Quebec, Oct. 8, 1741. 

5· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.76(l),p.379· Memoire du Roy ~ 
Beauharnois et ijocquart. Versailles, May 31, 17!.+3. 

6. Lo c. ci t • 
7. Corres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.75,p.357· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre 

Oct. 2, 17lf.1. 
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struction was completely interrupted. 1 • The follo~ing year war 

came 1 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. 

there were, according to Bigot, only three schooners in the colony, 

and small coa~ting boats were entirely lacking.3· 

In the period of peace that followed 1 matters did no-t improve. 

Carpenters for private shipbuilding could not be procured in the 

colony. All the available labour was employed in the royal 

shipyards, or in building boats for the service in preparation for 

the war that was imminent. Between 1750 and 1752 the Oontroller, 
) ' Breard, did build four ships at Quebec. -- • These were probably built 

however, by labour obtained from the King's shipyards by the 

Intendant•s influence. 5· There is no record of any other ships 

having been built during this period. The minister, 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 17~~) French merchants had had ships built at 

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

l. Or~res et Dep~ches, BIVol.?8(l),p.l5~- Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et,~ocquart. Versailles, March 2~, 17~4. 

2. Ibid., Vol.83,p.15S. Memoire du Roy A La Jonquiere et Hocquart. 
Versailles, April 1, 17~6. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.92,p.32. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.lO, 
17'+g. 

~. Memoire pour Guillaums Est~be (Paris,l763) pp.l32-14li. 
Affaire du Canada, Vol. III,p.130. Memoire pour Breard. 

5. Infra p • ltlt - ·· 
6. Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol.lOl, p.llO. Ministre A Vaudreuil et 

Bi~ot. Oompi~g~e, July 15, 1755. 
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in the colony for merchants of France. There is one rather 

special case. Qne of the boats built by Breard was said to be 

for the SS.Gradis of Bordeaux.l. The boat was, however, probably 

built for, and certainly used by, the company of Bigot, Breard, and 

the Gradis. 2 · 

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 17li3, the colony's commerce 

was more completely interrupted than 1 t had been between 17'-tJ-L and 17U.8 

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 

years of famine and of war that the colony underwent during our period 

and, to a minor extent, 9Y the effect 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 enter)rise would not, in 

it self, have pro hi bi ted all ether construction. It seems reasonable 

to suggest that some compromise would have been adopted. Certainly 

such was the case when ships first began to be built for the King. 

T·he storeship 11 Le Oanada 11 , begun in 1739, could have been finished 

in 17~1, but its completion was delayed for a year in order not to 

interrupt too much the private construotiona3· Had the industry 

1. 
2. 
3· 

Affaire du ~anada, Vol. ·III, p.137. Memoire pour Breard. r·ct. 
Corre~.9~n.tW"A, Vol.9Slp.175.Bi~0t au l.~inistre.~ucbec/26,1752. 
\.iorres.Gen., v11A,Vol.?'+,p.l65. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Oct.ll,l?!n 
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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 17~3, however, private shipbuilding never did 

give any indication of reviving. 

(b) Royal Shipbuilding. 

The last two decades of the French regime witnessed the rise 

and fall of shipbuilding for the King in Oanada. Between the 

years 1739 and 1756 nine vessels were launched and a tenth was left 

in the course of construction. The se were_:-

- ' . 

1. Le Oanad.a, a 500 ton storeship, completed in 17tL2. 1 · 

2. Le Oaribou, a 700 ton storeship, completed in 1744. 

3· Le Oastor, a 26-gun frigate, completed in 1745. 3· 

~. Le Oarcasson, a 12-gun sloop, completed in 17~5. u. 
5· La Martre, a 22-gun frigate, completed in 1747. 5. 

2. 

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

7· L'Orignal, a 

8. L'Algonquin, 

9· L'Abenakise, 

72-gun vessel 

a 72-gun vessel, 

a 36-gun frigate 

completed in 1750. 7· 

completed in 1753· 8 • 

- completed in 1756. 9. 

1. ocrres.G~n.,0 11A,Vo1.7S·,p76. Le_Vasseur au Ministre~ Quebec, 
Aug. 25, 17lt.2 

2. Ibid.,Vo1.81(2),pp.291-292. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, May 13, 
17'+4. -

3 •• Ibid., Vo 1. 83, p. 263. Ho cquart au :Mini stre, ~ue bee, May 19, 17!+5. 
I+ Ibid.,Vol.83,pp.26'+-265. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec,May 19,174: 
5· Ibid.,Vol.85,pp.ll-12. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Einistre. 

~ueQeo, Sept.l9, 1746. 
6. Ibid.,Vol.90-91,p.3. La Galissonni~re et Hocquart au Ministre. 

Quebec, Aug. 17, 174~. 
7• Ibid.,Vol.95,_pp.13-1lt. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.2, 1750. 
8. J.N.Fauteux,L'Industrie au Oanada, t.I, p.273. 
9· Corres.Gen., ·c 11A,1lol.l0l,p.3B7. Vaudreuil au Ministre. 

Quebec, Nov. 1, 1756. 
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10. Le Quebec, a 30-gun frigate, l.' ) 
begun in 1756. l •. 

There is no record of its having been completed before the cession. 

The royal venture was never really successful. A. variety of 

factors affected its progress. Oanada 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. 2 • None of these was capable of 

directing a large undertaking. Therefore, when the King, at the 

instance of Hocquart, decided to have a 500-ton storeship built at 

Quebec, he sent out the s. Le Vasseur to organize and inaugurate 

the construction. 

The "Oonstructeur" 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.3· 

Before these twelve arrived every available carpenter had been 
'l pressed into service in the Kingts shipyards. · And it was soon 

discovered that labour drawn from the local su2ply was expemsive.5· 

Thus, at the very beginning, the keynote of the labour problem was 

struck, that is, the linked difficulty of scarcity and high cost. 

Even after the French workmen had arrived 6. there were not 
l 

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

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.l0l,p.387. Vaudreuil au Ministre. Quebec, 
Nov.l, 1756; ~he frigate was still on the stocks in 175~. (Ordres 
et DepSches,B,Vol.l09,p.l32. Ministre A vaudreuil et Biuot. 

0 

Versailles Feb.9,1759) It is possible that the shipyard and the 
ship with it we~e de~troyed during the siege. 

2. J.N.Fauteux, op.ci~., t.I,p.251. 
~· J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I pp.250-251 
1. Oorre s .Qen., O"A, Voi. 73 ,p .f+o. Hocquart au Mini stre, Quebec, July ~ 

1740. ~' 
5 • J • N • Fa ut eux, o p • c it • ,-t . I , p • 2 51 . 
6. One of the twelve who reached Canada in the sununmf of 171~0, died 

_?f fever. (Go rre s .Gen., J"A, Vol. 73, p. 6~. Hocquart au Mini st re. 
~uebec, Sept. 30, 17~0) 
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was asking for twelve or fifteen more, 1 · but the Minister was 
~ 2. 

una~.~le to meet his request. We have already seen that the 
"7 

completion of"Le Canada" had to be delayed for a year.)· In 171+1 

Le Vasseur complained that he had to carry on the work without a 

foreman and with a somewhat motley collection of Canadian workmen ,, 
of various callings who were being employed as carpenters .... 

Canadian labour had been found to be expensiye. french labour 

proved still more so. In 17~11 the Minister declared that while 

he had expected wages to be a large item, he had not anticipated 

so staggering a sum.5· Hocquart had suggested -that workmen might 

be brough·t from France and paid at the rate usual in Oanada, viZ,. 

~0 sous per day in winter and 50 sous in summer.6. The Minister 

however, realized t~at it would be futile to attempt to persuade 

French artisans to come to oa.nada without the inducemen.t of much 

increased wages.7· 

Attemptswere made from the beginning to overcome the obstacle 

of the scarcity and high cost of labour by training Oanadian 

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

plan of employing apprentices 9· and he suggested also that the 

Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.73,p.ll3-114. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.31, 1740. 

Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol. 72,pp.203-20'+.lrinistre a Hocquart. 
Mar.ly, Mav 6, lj'!ll. 

2. 

1. 

~: Supra P • ?.1 
Oorres.Gen.,011A,Vol.76,p.149. Le Vasseur au Ministre, ~uebec, 

Oct. 10, 171+1. 
5. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.72,p.206. Ministre aHo~uart. ]:larly, 

May 6, 17~1. , 
6. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.73,P·ll'J.. Hocquart au M:l.nistre,quebec, 

Oct.31, 171+0. 
7. Ordres et Dep,eches,~1Vol. 72,pp.203-201+. Ministre ~ Hocquart. 

~. 
Marly, May 6, 11,11. 

Oorre s .Gen., O"A, Vol. 73 ,p .6E1.::.~ Hocquart au Mini stre. ~uebec, 
Sept.30, 17110 

Ordres et Depeche s, B, Vo 1. 7'1 ( 2), P · 231. l-iini st re a Hoc·~1uart. 9. 
Fontainebleau, April 17, 1742. 
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French workmen should be encouraged to settle in the colony. 1
• 

No very great success was achieved by these efforts, however. 

By 174~ a good many of the French carpenters had returned home 2 • 

and others were anxious to do so.3· Some Canadian workmen had been 
4 r 

t+ain-edat considerable cost,J but the number was insufficient. 

In 17,+4 Hocquart informed the Minister that more rapid construct ion 

would be impossible unless master carpenters and journeymen were 

sent from France.6. 

In 1748 11 L 'Orignal" was ·oegun 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 7. The Intendant suggested 

that the men should bring their families and that some young men 

should be sent out who would marry and settle in the colony.~­

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 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.74 (2),p.227. Ministre ~ Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Fonta.~nebleau, A:pri1 17, 1742. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.81(2),p.399· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
0 c t • 8 J 17 41 ~ • ~ 

·~: Ibid., Vo1.82,p.l3. Hocquart au 11inistre. Quebec, Oct.29,17~1 1-'-. 
Ibid., Vol.75,p.357· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 

Oct. 2, 17~1; Ibid.,Vol.79,p.372. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
0 et • 3, 17ft. 3 

5· Ibid.,Vol.7~P.·34. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.28, 17lf-1. 
6. Ibid., Vol.81 \ 2), p. 390. Hocquart au Mini stre·. Quebec, Oct • 7, 17uJt. 
7• Oo~res. Gen.,O"A,.Vol.S2,pp.31-32. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 

8. 
9. 

0 et • 10, 1748 . 
Ibid., pp .l+o-~J+1. Bigot au Mini stre. Quebec, Oct .16, 171Lg. 
Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol.g9,pp.65-66. Ministre A La Jonqui~re et 

Bigot. Versailles, April 11, 17~9. 
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sent out in 17~9- Bigot again declared that he must have a 

hundred or a hundred and fifty workmen. 1 • 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. 3 · About this time the question of 

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

further thought of sending out additional labour. 

The apprenticeship system inaugurated by Hocquart had not been 

really successful. In 17~8, Bigot wrote "Toute espene d 1ouvrier 

manque ici. le Oanadien est naturellement de tout metier, mais 11 
'~ ne 1' emploi t que pour son usage." • The following year he declared 

that the number of young Oanadians 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. 5· 

The one notable exception was the Sieur Oresse. Oresse, J 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't5. 

He was given the magnifinent title of 11E1~ve Sous-Oontructeur" 

1. 

2. 

3· 
t1 • 

oo rre s. Gen., C"A, Vo 1. 93, ;JP. 29'1-295. Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.6, 1749. 

Ordres et Dep~ches,B~Vo1.)1, p.103. Miniatre a Bigot. Versailles, 
Apri 1 15 ~ 1750., 

Oorres. Gen.,W"A,Vol.96, p.17. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct. 9, 1750. 

Oo rre s. Gen., u11 A, Vol. 92, p .'1 1. Bigot au l~Iini stre. Que bee, 
Oct. 16, 17~S. , 

5· Ibid., Vo1.93, pp.29~-295· Bigot au Ministre. Q,uebec,Oct.6,171LSJ. 
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and the anything but munificent salary of thirty livres a month-;1 · 
..... 

He was evidently an apt pupil. By 17~7 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 'Abenakise" 

built between the years 1753 and 1756,3· and in the winter of 

1755-1756 he directed the building of two 11 corsaires" at Fort 

F 
l+. rontenac. 

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 tre French Treasury was not 

perhaps extremely heavy, at least when compared with other·items of 
"'-·. _..,_ 

~~· 

government expenditure, but the cost of labour was a good deal 

higher than the Minister had expected it to be. As we have 

already seen, the Ir!inister complained of its cost for the 

construction of "Le Oanad.a 11 .5· 11 Le Uastor 11 , launched in 17t~5, eo st 

292,737 livres of which 13g,416 livres ~ere for wages. The 

Minister declared that this was excessive and that wages should 

be reduced.6. 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.~· 

1. Oorre s .Gen., C 11A;Vo1.~5 ,pp. 69-70. Hocquart au Mini et re. 
Quebec, Oct. 9, 17~9; Ordres et Dep6ches,B,Vol.85,p.91. Ministre 

• A Hocquart. Versailles, March 13, 17t~7. 
2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A.,Vol.g9,p.153· Le Vasseur au Ministre.Jct.lO, 

17~7-
3· Ibid.,Vol.99,p.l+65. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Versailles, 

Feb.25, 175~. . 
~. Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.l01,p.l27. Vaudreuil au Ministre. 

Montreal, Oct. lg, 1756. 
5 •• Supra • p • 30 • 
6 Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.g3,PP·66-6?. Ministre au Hocquart. 

Versailles, March 2, 17~6. 
7. Oorres .Gen., O"A, Vol. 85,p .65. Hqcquart au Mini stre, Quebec, 

Oct.9, 17~6. ~ 
g. Ibid.,Vo1.9S,p.l65. Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, 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 King ordered. The plans were then submitted to France 

where they might be amended. 1 · I have found only one instance 

where Le Vasseur 's plan~1 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. 2 · Any carvi~g that was done 

was designed by Le Vasseur.3· The 11 0onstru_cteur" during his 

sojourn in Canada developed a new design for floor timbers and 
!t 

for knees which was approved in France. • 

The work done by the carpenters was evidently of a satisfactory 

standard. There is only one rer-orded case where any fault was 

found in France with the construction of a vessel, viz. "Le 

St. Laurent 11 ,5· of which the design had already given Le Vasseur 

trouble. 6 · The workmanship of "Le Oanada 11 , 7 · "Le Caribou"~ 
"Le Castor 11 5· and 11 La Martre 1110 · was commended. 11 L'Orignal" never 

1. e.g. Ordres et Depeches,B;Vol.70(l),p.231. Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et Hocqu~rt. M~rly, May 131 17~0; Vol.85,p.78. 
Ministre ~ Hocquart. Marly, Jan.23, 17~8 etc. 

2. Ibid.,Vol.78(1),p. 155·- M~moire du Roy a Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Versailles, March 24, 17'+4. . 

3· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vo1.85,pp.l03-10'~. Ministre a Hocquart. 
Versailles, Mafch 20, 1747. 

'-~. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.89,p.l57· Le Vasseur au Ministre. Oct.lO, 
1747. 

5· Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vo1.89,P·94. Ministre ~Bigot. 
Ver~illes, April 18, 17~9. 

6. Supra, . 
7• Ordres et Depeches,B,Vo1.76 (l),p.l35· Ministre a Hocquart. 

Ver9ailles, April 11, 1743. 
8. Ibid., Vol.81,p.251. Ministre ~ Hocquart. Versailles, May 5, 

1745. 
9· Ibid.., Vol.83,-p.63. Ministre a Hocquart. Versailles, March 2, 

1746. 
10. Ibid., Vol.87,p.146. 11inistre ~Le Vasseur. Versailles, 

Feb. 23, 17'-1-8. 



reached France. I have found no record of criticism of 

11 L 'Algonqp. in" or of "L 'Abenakise 11 • 

Difficulties 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 worki~g hours to smoke and drink in the nearby 

taverns. An ordinance was issued in 1741 to stop this practice, 1 · 

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 Oanadian workmen. On one occasion the Canadians 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 "mutiny11 ,as he called it, by putt1ng th.e "rebels" in irons.2. 

The workmen apparently continued thence forward in a state of 

admira"ple docil~ty. 

It is not evident that such difficulties were ever really 

serious. Hocquart always did his best to keep the peace among the 

employees, and Uo 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 sour~e of worry to the 

authorities in France. From the beginning they complained 

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

1. Ord. des Int., M29,Vol.XVI,pp.l5~-159· Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
Se p t . 2, 17 '+ 1 • -

2. Oorres .Gen., C11A, Vol. 75, p. 356. Beauharno is et Ho cquart au 
Ministre. Oct.2, 17~1. 



in 1741, they professed the greatest surprise at Hocquar~'s 

estimate for the storeship then building. Not only were the 
1. 

labour costs considered excessive but also the price of wood. 

The King had hoped that the cost of labour in Canada, known to be 

high in comparison with that in France, would be offset by a 

decrease in tne·cost of lumber •. 2 · 

Hocquart had attrib"l.!ted the unexpectedly hig·h cost to waste. 

The carpenters had not realized the necessity of felling the trees 

before the heavy :rosts. 
not 

The cutting was therefore/done until 

January and February and ~~e trees, ic:r and brittle, fractured 

when felled. Thus a great many of what should have been the 

best pieces were lost.3• 

There was waste in another directicn, also. A good deal of 

wood was cut and crcu~ht all the way to ~uebec only to be found 

worthless. The l4inister, ae·air: ur6ing economy in 17tt-2, 

declared that this must be the principal reason for the excessive ,, 
COstS.-· • Actual lumber prices in Canada were considerably less 

than t~o se in France yet it had eo st the King a e;reat deal \;o 
r-...... 

provide the material for his yards./· 

The following year the Minister resolved ~o have all the 

lumber supplied by contractors so that the loss occasioned by 
, 

the rejects would not fall upon the Xi~g.c. The plan was not 

1. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.72,pp.205-20S. ~:inistre a Beauhranois 
et Hocquart. M~rly, May 6, 17k1. 

2. Ordres et D4peches,B,Vol.72,pp.235-236. l:~moire du Ray a 
- , 

Beauharnois et liocquart. :Ma.rly, May 12, 17-tl. 
3· Oorres.G·1n.,C11A,Vol.73,P·65. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 

Sept .30, 171LO. 
l.t.. Ordres et D~peches,B,Vol.7~(2),p.226. Linistre a Beauharncis 

et Hocquart. Fon,;ainebleau, April 17, 17~'-2. 
5 • Ibid. ,pp. 231-232. l:iEistre a Hocquart. 
6. Ibid.,B,Vol.76(1),~.123. ~ir.istre a Beauharnois et Hocquart. 

Versailles, April 11, 17''-3. 
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very successful however, for mounting prices had to be paid to 

the entrepreneur on account of the increased cost of food in the 

colony.1 · By 17!~6, Hocquart was again having most of the lumber 

supplied ttpar OEJX)nomieu, 2 · probably because he found it impossible 

to get contractors to go into the Lake Ohamplain district during 

the war. Evidently the trouble with rejects continued,for in 

Outober 1751 Bigot wrote that a third of the wood cut the 

previous winter was found to be rotten and had to be replaced.3· 

But the co.st was by no means the most alarming fact to be 

faced. For meanwhile 11 Le Canada", who had made· her maiden 

voyage to Rochefort in 17t~2, whence she had been despatched to 

cayenne and Martinique, had again reac·hed port in France. 

fhere an inspection of her timbers found the oak ~ongy although 
, ' the rest of the wood seemed to be in good condition:· 

the mizz.en mast of 11 Le Caribou", 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 discovered to be so badly rotted that it was proposed to 

break the ship up although she had had only five years of service. 6 · 

In the same yeax, 17t~9, there were complaints of the condition 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11 A,Vo1.79,pp.360-361. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 2, 17'13; 

Oorres.Gen., 0 11A;Vol.~1(2) ,pp.3g3-38l.i. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 7, 17~~. 

2. Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol.85,p .63. Hocquart au Ministre. f"\ueTD:ec, 
1. 6 . ~ Oct.9, 17~ . 

3· Ibid.,Vo1.9~,pp.169-170. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.21, 
1752. 

4. Ordres et Depeches,B:Vol.76(l),pp~35-136. Ministre a Hocquart. 
Versailles, April 11, 17'-'-3; Vol.?~(l),pp.g2-~3- Ministre a 

. Hocquart. Versailles, Mar eh 17, 171)J~. 
5· Ibid.,Vol.~l,p.251. Ministre ~ Hovquart. Versailles, May 5, 

1745. 
6. Ibid.,Vol.89,p.95· Ministre ~Bigot. Versailles, April 18, 

1749. 



of the timbers of "Le Saint Laurent" . 1 • 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 Caribou" but 

Bigot declared that, speaking for himself, he had been 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 11 L 'Orignal 11 and 11-L 1Algonquin 11 , seventy­

five per cent would have been rejected at the "ports du Roy" in 

France. For however fair to behold much of it was cracked by 

frost or decayed at the centre. 2 • All of which was probably true 

but not calculated to turn away the ~inister 1 s wrath. 

When Hocquart arrived at Brest3· he had a second inspection made 

of 11 Le Oaribou 11 • La Jonqui~re 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 
4s most 0 the tree nails, too. It was found that the pieces of wood 

that decayed were those which had been taken from the centre of 

a tree. The experts 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 Depeches,B,Vol.~9,p.66. Ministre ~La Jonqui~re et 

Bigot. Versai~les, April 11, 17~9. 
2. Oorre s. Gen., C11 A, Vol. 93, pp. 292-29'-1 , Bigot au Mini stre. 

Quebec, Oct.6, 1749. 
3· Hocquart became Intendant at Brest after he left Oanada. 
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King decided,therefore, that after the completion of "L'Algonquin" 

two small frigates should be built. On the test mf the duration 

of their wood the decision of continuing or discontinuing the 

Kingts shipbuilding in Canada would depend. The ribs for these 

~hips were to be_made from yqung trees. As for the logs to be 

out into side planking, a section in the middle, three inches 

thick, 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 

continu~ ion of the industry in Oanada. 1 · In s~ort no more big 

ships were to be built in Oanada-and the construction of small 

ones remained an open question. 

In 1755 the Minister stated quite conclusively that the 

construction in Oanada of ships of high tonnage had to be ,, 
abandoned after the ill-success of 11 Le Oaribou" and "Le Saint-Laurent 

of which the wood was found to be of poor quality. He had also 

heard the disquieting rumour that the exp~rts at Brest had not 

a very high opinion of 11 1 'Algoncp in11 launched two years gefore. 

If the two frigates t~en building proved no more satisfactory 

the King intended to abandon shipbuilding in Canada altogether. 2 • 

A "Conseil de Construction" including La Jonqui~re, 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 
JL 

or three years.3· A shanty was finished in 1752 • but 

1. 

2. 

3. 

b. • 

Ordres et Depec.hes,B,Vol.9l,pp.l0~-lll. Ministre ~La 
Jonqui~re et Bigot. Versailles, April 15, 1750. 

Ibid,., Vol.lOl,pp.l0~-109. Ministre ~ Vaudreuil et Bigot. 
Oompi~gne, July 15, 1755· 

Oorres.G~n~,0 11A,Vol.96,pp.15-16. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.9, 1750. 

Ibid., Vol.98, ·p.l67. Bigot au 1.:1inistre. Quebec, oct .21, 1752 



according to Vaudreuil was used for other purposes so that 

the lumber for the frigates remained exposed to the weather, 

!+o. 

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. 1 · 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 t-he theory held by the 

judges in Franoe. 2 • 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 long time 

and contracted a moss which rotted them. 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. 3 · As we have seen, the 11 Oonseil de 

Construction" decided that the lumber should be sheltered while 
)l 

it was in the yards. • In 1757 Le Vasseur decided that he would 
' try to shelter the frigate 11 Le Quebec", then on the stocks, during 

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

of the snow was the chief cause for the rotting of the wood.5. 

1·• Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.l0l,p.388. Vaudreuil au Ministre. 
Quebec, Nov.l, 1756. 

2·• Supra. p. 38. 
3· Historical Dootiments~ First Series (Que.Lit.and Hist.Soc.) 

Oo~siderations sur l'Etat du·- Canada, (Oct .1758), p.18. 
'+. ~· P• '+7. 
5. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.l02,p.334. 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 Canada 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 f±rst experience. 1 • 

The true erplanation 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 17~3 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 ~ul de Sac" in Lower Town was begun.3· 

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

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

1. Ordres et Dep~ches, B, Vol. 71!.( 2) ,pp .1112-413. M~moire du Roy a 
Be~~rnois et Hocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17''·a. 

2. !bid., Vol. 76( 1) ,p. 380. Memo ire du Roy a Beauharnoi s ~et 
Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 17u3. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.85,p.8. Beaubarnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 19, 17~6. 



I~tendant 1 s Palace, was that the ships could be launched 

directly into the harbour so preventing.any possibility of 

t'-2 ' . 

running agro~d on the way down the river. 1 · The new shipyard 

was not ready in time for the building of "Le Saint Laurentu. 

However, the ship was launched successfully from the 11 0hantier 

du Palais" and brought down the river without mishap. The first 

ship to be built on the 11 0hantier du Oul de Sac" was, therefore, 

the 72-gun ve~sel, "L'Orignal". On September the second, 1752, 
11 L'Orignal", completely finished even to her paint, was laundhed. 

The ship 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 feet. Then the ship,caught by a light wind 

and the current,was carried along until it ran aground on a 

rock below Oape Diamond. The vessel could not be dislodged 

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

Accordingly such fittings as were intact were removed and the 

hulk abandoned. 2 • 

The King must have invested a considerable sum of money in 

the new shipyard. Beauharnois and Hocquart had estimated the 

1. Oorres.Gen.,C 11 A,Vol.80,p.l06. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 30, 17'-L 3. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,011A,Vol.95:pp.8-li. La Jonqui~re et Bigot au 
Ministre. Que~ec, Oct. l, 1750; pp.13-1~. Bigot au Ministre 
Quebec, Oct. 2, 1750. i .. 

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 11 an~hor nest" and so in 1~78-1879 all 
that was left of the Orignal was raised (F.O. Wurtele~ The 

- ' King''s Ship L 'Orignal. Prinyed in Trans.of ~he R.oy.Soc.of 
Canada, Second Series, Vol.IV, Sect .. 2.pp.73-7'-~) 



cost at over one hundred thousand livres 1 • and the actual 

expense may well have overreached the estimate. That seems 

frequently to have happened in Canadian ventures. The cost of 

material and of two years labour had gone into 11 L'Orignal 11 and 

now the ship was lost owing in part, at least, to faults in the 

construction of the dock 2 • and in part perhaps to carelessness.3· 

The ac~ident produced an indelibly bad impression on the minds 

of the authorities. .Rouille ts It reply to the letter informing him 

of the disaster is indicative of the feeling created in France. 

He said "La perte d'un vau tel que l'orignal est tres considerable 

par rapport ~ la depense, mais elle l'est encore bien d 1avantage 

relativemen a l'etat actuel de la marine et aux efforts que 1 1on fait; 

pour son retablissement. Vous devez bien penser d'ailleurs qu'un 

tel accident n'est pas propxe ~ accrediter la construction des vx 
dans la Oolonie. Je m1occupe cependant toujours de cet objet. 

Il seroit en effet bien facheux et pour la Oolonie et pour le 

Service meme de la marine qu'on fut oblige de l'abandonner. Il 

faudra pourtant bien en venir a cette extremite si l'on ne trouve 

pas les moyens d'y faire de bans vx et avec l'oeconomie dent la 

1. Ordres et Depeches B,Vol.8l,p.268. Ministre a Beauharnois et 
Hocquart, Versailles, May 5, 1745. 

2. The slip seems to have been too short and too steep. To 
prevent the re-occurence of such an ancident t~e rock behind the 
shipyard was dug out and the stocks drawn back 33 feet so the 
ship· could have a longer and more gradual run when it was being 
launched. Furthermore the stocks and the slip were lowered so 
that the water at high tide nould be let ir.:. :..·, 

., .(oorres.Gen.,ou.A.,Vol.95,pp.l5-16. Bigot au 
Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.2, 1750) 

3· Both Governor and Intendant blamed Le Vasseur for not taking 
proper precautions in launching the vessel. (Ibid.,p.l3; Ibid., 
pp.l88-191. La Jonqui~re au Ministre, Quebec, Sept.l7, 1750. 

k. Ministre de Marine. 
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construction do it y et re susceptible u • 1 • 
, ' 

Rouille went on to say that, in the confidence that La Jonquiere, 

Bigot,and Le Vasseur would work together in hannony, he believed 

that the greatest obstacle in the way of the continuation of 

shipbuilding in Oanada was the poor quality of the lmnber. 2 • But 

the assumption was premature as the Minister discovered within a 

few months' time. In the fall of the s~me year, 1751, .Le Vasseur 

voiced his fears for the industry of which 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 stich an extent that in 

the summer of 1751 the King's yards were without a single master 

carpenter while a private builder was employing thirty of them. 

Etienne COrbin, 11 contre ma1tre'', maintained by the Kine; at a salary 

' of 900 livres per annum, was working only for these favoured 

outsiders. :Moreover, Oorbi:1, actinb' on the Intendant 1s orders, 

had used lumber stored for 11 L 1Algonq~~n 11 • 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 ve·ssel 1 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-

struction had been tampered with, Instead of the wood he had 

requested, small pieces suitable only for private construction had 

been cut and·transported to Quebec. The 11 0onstructeur's" final 

\ 

l. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.93,P·e6. Ministre a La Jonqui~re et 
Bigot. Versailles, June 25, 1751. 

2. Ibid., -



complaint was that extraordinary expenses were being ascribed, 

quite inaccurately, to the construction of 11L 1Algonquin 11 to such 

an extent tha..t Le Vasseur felt that the immense cost could not 

fail to disgust the Court •1 · ·· 

Le Vasseur at the time was decidedly embi tt.ereti by what he felt 

to be an unfair imposition. In 1751 he had.wanted to visit 

France but· had been forbidden although 11 L 'Algonquin" could not 

be completed, in any case, by the next year. Furthermore, he had 

just been deprived of a bonus of 300 livres which he had received 
.-, 

for the last two years.c. Finally, both Governor and Intendant 

had blamed Le Vasseur for the loss of "L'Orignalu3· His 

complaint might therefore be ascribed to a desire to vent his 

spleen. But it is not without si6nificance that Breard, as we 

have seen, was able to build fou~ ships between 1750 and 1752 when, 

according to Bigot, the King 1 s construction was being delayed fo~ 

1 f '-l ack o workmen.·· 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 kno~n of 

Bigot's character it seems justifiable to believe that Le Vasseur's 

acr.u~tion$ were su~stantial~y true. 

Bigot did not fail to strike back. In 1752, Le Vasseur was 

granted a brevet as 11 Inspecteur des Bois et Forets en Oanada" to 

look after the conservation of lumber. The "Oonstructeur 's 11 

1. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.97,pp.2~-7-251. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 
Quebec, Nov.lO, 1751 

2. Ibid. I 

3.· Supra. p.~J, Note 2. 
!t- Supra . p • 2p . 
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promotion possibly did not please the Intendant. Bigot's hand 

i~ ~pparent in a Joint letter from Governor and Intendant 

ridiculing all Le Vasseur's ~ggestions.l. 

In 175~, Le Vasseur then in France addressed another letter of 

complaint t9 the 11inister. 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 King's ships. Le Vasseur felt quite justly that he was the 

best judge of what luiliber could be spared and -that none should be 

issued_exoept on his certificate. Moreover, he objected to 

interference with his workluen. The choice of workmen was 

evidently not in his hands with the result that men absented 

themselves as they pleased; 0n other occasions they were drafted 

in such large· numbers that the yards were swarming with incompetent 

workmen whO increased expenses 2. and could hardly have made for' 

efficiency. 

These complaints were not the major cause for the failure 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 peace 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 Quebec", was 

abandoned in 175g because all the carpenters had to be used to build 

1. Oorres. ~Gen.,onA,Vo1.9g,pp.S-12. Du.qt::.esne et Bigot 
~uebec, Oct. 15, 1752. 

2. Ibid., Vo1.99,pp.~66-~67. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 
Versailles, Feb.25,175~ 

.. 
au lv!inistre. 



boats for the service.l. 

But the industry was dying anyway. Even had war not come 

it is probable that 11 Le Quebec" would have been among the last 

ships built in the colony for the King. Oanada 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 sucr.essfully 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 1 the needs of the royal shipyards. Probably 

all the pitch that was required was produced in the colony, but 

th t f 1 . d 1. . bl 2 • e amoun o rope supp ~e was ne6 ~g~ e. The Forges did 

provide some iron for the ships but never all that was necessary; 

none of the few cannons tr~t were cast was ever used on any 

of the King's ~essels. Practically everything but lumber had to 

come from France. The government must soon have tired of the 

cost and inconveniences attendant on the building of ships in 

Canada. 

When ~he decision to build had been made there were no yards 

in Quebec ready to undertake the work at once. On the contrary, 

a great many preparations were necessary. Be sides the eo st. 

of wages and material the King had to make a large capital 

inv_e stment. 

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

1. Corres. Gen.,O"A,Vol.l03(2) 1 P·505. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 
QuebyC 1 Oct. 30, 175g. 

2. Infra, pp. 64 1 66 



far from the Intendant's Palace. 1 • It was soon discovered 

that the depth o~ water there was not sufficient 2 • a~d the 

river had to be deepened before 11 Le Oanada" was launched.3· In 

17'+3 it was found necessary to enlarge the 11 0hantier du Palais 11 • 

Two moles were built out from the old quays to a distance~of 

150 feet so that a large basin was formed. A new dry dock was 

built between the moles and capstans were to be placed along them 
11 so that .the ship could be drawn down the slip into the water. • 

As we have seen a new yard had presently to be built at the Oul de 

Sa 
5. c. 

A number of workshops, hitherto unnecessary, were set up 

around the shipyard. For example, in 17~0 a blockmaker sent out 

from Rochefort, was settled in a house near the 11 0hantier 11 ,6. and 

a variety of other ateliers were established.?. In 174g Bigot 

expressed his intention of placing for6es within the new shipyard 
' ~ as well as the other necessary workshops. • Accordingly five 

forges were built neax the 11 0hantier du Cul de Sac'', four for 

making knees and the fifth for the manufacture of nails. By 1750 

iron knees were supplied for 11 L 'Origna1 11 • As for the making of 

nails, Bigot asked in 17~9 that four workmen should be sent out 

1. 
2. 

~: 
5· 
6. 

J.N.Fauteux, op.cit. t.I. p.245. 
Oorre s .Q.en t!, O"A, Vql. 7~ ,p. ~9. Chausse;sro s de Lery au Ministre. 

~u~b~c, Oct. 3Q, 1742. 
Ibid.,Vol.80,p.~~- Varin au Ministre. ~uebec, June 26, 17~3. 
Ibid., Vo1.79,pp.317-322. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, 

Sept.15, 17'+3. 
Supra, p .t~1. 
This house was first rented from the s.Foucault and later 

bought~ Oorres. Gen., O"A; Vol. 73 .p. 70. Hocquart au 11ini stre. 
Quebec, Sept. 20, 17~0; V91.73,p.114. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec,\ Oct. 31, 17'+0; Vo 1.~1 ( 2), p. 397. Ho cquart au 11ini stre. 
Quebec, Oct. ~' 174~. 

Ibid.,Vol.g5,P·71. 
Ibid.,Vol.92,p.35· 

Hocquart au Ministre. Q,uebec, Oct.;, 171'-6. 
Bigot au Mini stre. <~uebec, Ort .10, 17'-1~. 



from France as there was no one in Canada capable of doing 

the work. 1 · 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. 2 • These men were sometimes set to other tasks, 
""" 

too. In 1752, for instance, canvas was sent for "L'Algonquin 11 

instead of the usual finished sails, made in the workshops at 

Brest. This was a mistake for there were no workmen in Oanada 

capable of making up the canvas. Bigot asked, therefore; that 

some sailmakers should be included among the crew as well as a 

"Ma1tre Voilier 11 to cut out the sails.3· Q3ulkere were requested, 

' too, on occasion, when the French workmen were too busy to do the 

work. Canadian workmen were not capable of doing the kind of 
, I 

caulking required for the King's vessels. · • 

1. Oorres. Gen.,C 11 A,Vo1.93:pp.295-296. Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.6, 17~9; p.356. Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, Nov.2, 
171+9. - -
Hitherto the knees ha. d been. made from spruce roots. ( Ordre s et 
Depeches,B,Vol.72,p.222. Ministre a Beauharnois et Hocquart. 
Marj.y, May 6, 17'+1; Oorres.Gen.,0 11A, Vo1.~1(2)~ p.3g2. 
Hooquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.?, 174~ .• etc} In 17'+8 
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 iron from the St.Maurice Forges. 
(Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vo1.92,p.67. Bigot au Ministre. Q,uebec, 
No.v.1, 17'-l.S) 

2 • e -. g • - Oo r re s • Ge n • , 011 A : Vo 1 • 7 7 , p • 2l~ 1 • Ho cq uar t a u Mini st re . 
Quebec, June 2g,17li2; Vol.79,p.36~. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 3, 17~3 etc. 

3·. Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.98,pp.l62-163. Bigot au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct. 21, 1752. 

4. Ibid:) Vol. 73~pp.69-70. Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, Sept.30, 
17il=0; . Vo1.9~,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. Hocquart 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. 1 • It might well be asked why everything should 

have been brought to the lumber supply rather than vice versa. 

Doubtless it would have been easier to have br_ought 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 Hocquartts 

numerous brain children. The enterprise was not in any real sense 

Oanadian. It was directed by an engineer from France and 

executed, at lea-st. in its most important parts, by French workmen. 

In this respect it bears a certain analogy to the Forges of 

St. Maurice. It was doubtless intended that the industry should 

take root in the colony, but it never did. The attitude of the 

colonists 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 1une entrepri se qui dev·ai t --- donner une 

vive impulsion aux etablissements de la colonie 112 • I cannot 

agree with this dictum. Shipbuilding gave only a very small 

fillip to other industries in the colony 3. and it could hardly 

have contributed to tmproving the reputati~n of Oanadian lumber. 

The royal -venture was merely another attempt to hasten the 

1. J .N .Fauteux, L 'Industrie au Canada. t. I, pp. 2''-3-2'-t-6. 
2. op.cit. t.I,pp.2a~-250. 
3. Supra, p. '-'-7 
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development of an unprogressi~ colony, but the point at which 

the authorities chose to begin was too far beyond the reach 

of the colony to serve as a starting point_for growth. Oanada 

merely turned a lacklustre eye on the antics of the government an1 

was not moved to go and do likewise. 

The King's shipbuilding does not fall into exactly the same 

category as the Forges of St. 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 slight degree, to interact. As we have 

seen, the royal industry was one of the minor : causes for the 

cessation of private shipbuilding in Canada. On the other hand, 

I am much inclined to believe that th~ private construction 

would not have survived anyway. 1 · It is probable that without 

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

building in Oanada during the· latter years of the French regime. 

(c) Boat Building. 

In oanada, dependent on its waterway communication, a great 

~any boats were needed for the King's service. The Intendant, 

it was said, usually kept on hand six or seven hundred "batteaux 11 

of six tons. A great quanti-ty of ~hese were lost yearly by 

wreck. The Intendant contracted with some one to make these 

boats but supplied all the material and fittings from the King's 

stores. 2 • 

Canoes were also. required. In peace time the annual 

1. 
2. 

cf. P·33 
Az.chives Nat ionales, F 50, Vol.III,pp.l7-lg. ~ .. , . 

I'l.'Jmo 1. re, 
unsigned. 
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expenditure for their construction and refitting was 6,000 livres. 1 · 

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 eight people, and cost the King 300 livres. 2 · 

The ~anoemakers 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 Kingts 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. For 

example, work on "Le St. Laurent" was delayed when most of the 

carpenters were employed, during the summmr of 17'16, in preparing 

boats to transport soldiers to Acadia or in making canoes.3· We 

have already noted the effect of boatbuilding on the construction 
, 11 

of 11 Le Quebec". • 

There is an instance in 1755 of just how feverish the activity 

:.::1ight be. In that year the Minister announced that three 

thousand Regulars were bein6 sent to the colony 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 Riviere.5· It fell to P~an to 
• 

1 .. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.79,p.3t'-3· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Sept. 29, 17'~ 3 · 

2. Franquet, M4moires et Voyages, p.17. July 27, 1752. 
3· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.85,p.ll. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 

llinistre. Quebec, Sept.l9, 17~6. 
4. Suprp., P .!-1-7 • '. 
5· Ordres et DeP~ches,B,Vol.lOl,pp.l33-13~· Ministre ~ Varin. 

Versailles, Feo. 17, 1755. 
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to dirent the work. He collected all the carnenters in the 
~ 

Montreal government and the men most skilful in using the axe, di­

vided them into a night 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. 1 · 

Larger vessels, also,were bui~t on_tne lakes. In 1755 the 

s. Oresse built at Fort Frontenac a schooner carrying ten guns 2 • 
~ 

and by the spring of 1756 had completed another "corsaire" there>· 

'' In 1756 a similar ten-gun schooner was built at Fort St. Jean, ·and 

in the following winter a 60-ton ship was being built on the 

Richelieu.5· In 175g two more 10-b~n vessels were built on 
(' 

Lake Ontario and four armed xeber.s on Lake Ohamplain. 0
• And 

finally in 1759 there were built at La Presentation two or three 

schooners and three more xebecs for Lakes Ontario and Ohamplain 

respectively. 7 · 

II (a) Lumber. 

Even with the establishment of royal shipbuilding in Oanada 

the forests were never really vigorously exploited. There was 

1. 
2. 

M~moire ~our M. J-H.P~an, pp.93-;5. 
Oorres.Gen.,U"A,Vol.lOO,p.l86. Le Vasseur au Dinistre. 

Quebec, Nov.6, 1755. ? 

Ibid.,Vol.l0l,p.l27. Vaudreuil au Ministre. Hontreal,Oct.l~, 
1756. 
Ibid., Vol.lOl ,p. 38~. Vaudreuil au I~·:ini stre. ~uebec, Nov .1,1756 
Ibid.,Vol.l02,p.33 .• Le vasseur au Ministre, Quebec,Nov.l,l757· 
"Corres.Gen.,0"A,Vol.l03(2),p.505. Le Vasseur au Ministre. 

Quebec, Oct.30,1758. 
Ibid:,Vol.lOl+(l),pp.76-77· Vaudreuil au 1:inistre. Montreal, 

April 8 1759· Vol.lO'L(2)iP·530. Bernier au l~Iinistre. Hontreal, 
April ·15, 1759; Vaudreul says two sr-hooners were made; 
Bernier says three. 
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always a certain amount of local trade, of course. The towns 

were. supplied with firewood by inhabitants of the vicinity who 

brought wood into market. 1 · A certain amount of lrunber had to 

be cut too, for such private shipbuilding as was carried on, and 

for a variety of other purposes. 

Exploitation for colonial usedidof course become more extensive 

when the King's shipyards were establish~d. Up to 17!.!-3 

practically all the wood came from the i..cnt real government 2 • 

but from that year a 6reat deal of timber was brought from the Lakf 
7 

Ohamplain dist~ict as well.·"· At first the ex)loitation was 

mostly 11 par ceconomie", that is, a ruaster ca~penter from t:O.e 

King's yards and a large gang of carpenters and lun1bermen paid 

by the King, were sent into the forest in the winter to cut the 

re~~uired timber. For example, in 1740 we find David Oorbin, 

master carpenter, leaving Quebec at the end of September with 

sixty-three ill en to cut wood for If Le Oar i bou" on the Isle Perrot, ,, 
at Quinchien and in the environs. · From the beginning however, 

there was always a certain amount of lumber supplied 11 par 

entreprise 11 • Up to 1741+ a contract was made ann·ually with one 

Baron, erstwhile house carpenter 1 to supply side planking and othei 

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

1. Re'pertoire des Arrets,etc (ed.by E.z.:~:assicotte), p.103. -
Ordonnance de M.de Monrepos. Montreal, Dec. 22, 174-1; 
Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,p.397. Ordonnance de Bigot. 
Quebec, Sept. 26, lj~g. -

2. Oorres.G~n. 1 C"A:~o1.7k,p.156. Varin au Ministre. May 27,17~0; 
Vol.75,P·353· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.2,174letc. 

3. Ibid.:) i,Tol. 79; p. 363. Hocquar t au Mini stre. Oct. 2, 17t~ 3; , 
Vol~~5,p.63. Hocquart au 1.Iinistre. Q,uebec, Oct.),l7Q.6. etc. 

1+. I bid:) Vol. 73, p. 67. Hocquart au rLini stre·. ~ue bee, Sept. 30, 17'LO. 
5· Ibid;)Vol.73 1 pp.67-68. Hor.qual't au Ministre. Quebec,Sept.30, 

17rt:o i. Vo 1. 75, p. 3 55. Beauharno is et Ho cquart au 1-::ini st re. 
Oct.2, 17'~1; Vol.7:.;,p.360. Hocquart au Ministre. ~uebec, 
Oct. 2, 174 3. 



carried on by his widow. 1 · 

55-

From 17~5 to 174g the contract 
2. was passed with Bax on's son. 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 cor:-

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 11 0hantier du Palais". He in turn seems to 

have given out contracts to habitants for various sorts of wood.3· 

In 1746 Le Vasscur was commissioned to make bargains with the 

habitants of the Sorel district for tLe supplying of fifty pieces 

of red pine to be converted into side planking for "Le st~ ,, 
Laurent. 11 • 

As we have seer?one attempt was made to have all the 

exploitation carried out "par entreprise" but the authorities 

soon reverted to the system which ha,,s 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,Hocquart 

made the entrepreneur employ four good ship carpenters along 

1. 

2. 

3· 
4. 
5· 
6. 

Oo~re s .Gen., C"A :Vol. ~1 ( 2), pp. 3g3-3~1.1. Ho cquart au 1v1ini stre. 
Qu~bec, Oct.7, 17~4. 

Ibid: Vol.g3,PP~339-3.1+0. Hocquart au Hinistre. Quebec, 
Oct.l, 1745; Vol.92,p.31. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.lO, 
171+8. 
Or~ .de s"'.f·Int .lM. 30, Vol.XVII 1 PP3g-4o. Ordonnance de Ho cquart. 

Quebec, ~ay 2~,1743. 
Invr des.Ord~Vol.III,p.79· Feb. 7,171.16. 
Supra,pp,J9~37 
Oorres.Gen.J..'-'"A~Vo1 •. 7S,p.355· Beauharnois et Hocquart au 

Ministre. uct.c, 17~1. 
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with his lumbermen. 1 • 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. 2 · 

These visits were made when the Oonstructeur was~traversing the 

forest to find new oak and pine groves and to inspect those of 

which the discovery had been reported.3· 

The first war interfered to a certain extent with the 
lt. 

exploitation in the Lake Ohamplain district. • As for the 

second war, by 1757 the workmen were too much afraid of the 

savages to go into the forests.5· 

The cost and quality of Canadian 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 great 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 shipbuilding, and~pecially from 

forest fires. In this latter case the Indians were the worst 

1. Oorre s .Qen., C"A, Vol. 79, p. 361. Hocquart au Hini stre .. 
Quebec, o6t.2,17~3-

2·. e.g. I bid: Vol. ~1 ( 2) p. 293. Ho cquart au Mini stre. Quebec, 
May 13, 17'+''-; Vo.l.S2,p.lff-2. Le Vasseur au Ministre. ~uebec, 
Oct.lO, 1748. etc. 

3· e.g. Ibid: Vol.gO,p.l01i. Le Vasseur au Hinistre. Quebec, 
cc-c.30, 1743; Vol.~5,p.;i. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept.l9,1746; Vol.93,pp.297-298. Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.6, 17~9. etc. 

4. Ibid.,Vol.89,p.151. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Oct.lO. 1747. 
5. Ibid., Vol.102,p.333· Le Vasseur au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.l, 

1757· 
6. Supra, PP·35~41 
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offenders_although hunters and gatherers of ginseng root were 

also on_occasion responsible for starting disastrous fires.
1

• 

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

approach of winter after burning all summer and doing very great 
2. damage. 

There were numerous projects for forest conservation but none 

of t4em ever came to very much.3· In 1752 Le Vasseur was 

appointed "Inspecteux du Bois et des Forets" in order to attend ,, 
to the matter, but none of his suggestions was ever adopted.--. 

The only definite step was taken in 17!+0 when Beauharnois and 

Hocquart decided to expand the clause in seigniorial title deeds 

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

all wood suitable for shipbuilding.J· 

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

a certain amount of lumber ex}orted to the West Indies and to 

France. At the opening of the ~eriod Canada was supplying wood to 

the Isles where it was in demand for making casks_and_for house 

building,but the trade was hampered by an insufficiency of ships.6. 

1. Oorre s .Gen., C"A: VOl. 96, p .19. Bigot au Mini stre. Quebec, 
Oct.9,1750; Vol.9g,p.s·. Duquesne et Bigot au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct. 15, 1752. 

2. Franquet, :Memoires et Voyages, p.6o. Aug. 9, 1752. 
3· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.?5,PP·359-360. Bec;u~rnois et Hocquart au 

h. • 

Ministre. Oct. 2, 1741; Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.76(1), 
PP·379-3g0. Memoire du Roy ~ Beauharnois ~t Hocquart. 
V er sa i 11 e s, May 31 , 1 7'~-3 ; Oo r re s • GP. n • , C 11 A , Vo 1 • 9 2, p • 3 6 • 
Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.lO, 17Q8. 

Oorres. Gen.,0 11 A,Vol.:)8,pp.~-12. Duquesne et Bigot au Ministre • 
Quebec, Oct. 15, 1752; Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vo1.97,p.l'-'-o. 
Ministre a Duquesne et Bi6ot. Versa~lles, June ·~, 1753. 

5. Ordres et D$'peches,B, Vol. 72,p .237. M2moire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et~~ocquart. Marly, May 12, 17~1. 

6. Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.76,pp.l92-193· M~~noire sur le Commerce 
de Oanada ( unsi~:;rled) 17'-l-1. 



During the war years, 17r11~ to 17U.g, 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 carried 

on in 175~ however, fo~ 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 lum·ber was becoming scarce in the 

colony as a result of the "movements of the waru. 1 · 

The war also killed a project to export masts to Santo Doming~. 

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. 2 • 

Bigot, however, explained that the masts came from the Lake 

OrAmplain district where no workmen dared venture without a 

mili tax y escort . Exploitation under such conditions would make 

the cost prohibitive. Moreover, the carpenters were all needed 

for the service .3 · Even had Jauge succeeded in procuring a 

cargo of masts his venture would have been short lived in the 

face of attacks from English warships and pr+vateers. 

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 

1. Ord. des Int., M33,VolXX,pp.349-350. Ordonnance de Bigot. 
Quebec, June 30, 1756. · 

2. Ordres et D~peches,B,Vol.l05,p.79· ~inistre ~Bigot. 
Versailles, Apr~l 28, 1757. 

3. Oorre s. Gen., C11A, Vol.l02, pp. 29j-300. Bigot au 1viini stre. 
~uebec, Oct.22, 1757. 
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on his own initiative. 1 • 

This generalization is perhaps a little sweeping. St1ch 

evidence as there is however, all points in this direction. In 

17~0 the Minister informed Hocquart that the Marquis de Surgeres 

wanted three hundred boards of Oanadian oak. This lumber was 

to be shipped on the King's ship and a statement of the total 

t t th M. . t 2. expense sen o e 1n1s er. Accordingly Hocquart made a 

contract with Baron to supply the oak at 22 sous the cubic foot 3· 
l' and Surgeres in due course received his order.-· What the 

method of payment was is not recorded. Presmnably the Marquis 

paid 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 agreement with Baron. In that case the 

government may have received more than 22 sous per cubic foot, to 

cover the cost of making arrangements. That is 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 171+9 the liinister wished to have fifty beams for the Hotel 

Dieu at St. Malo bought in Oanada and shipped to France on the 

King's vessel. The order was not filled however, for the 

colony could not supply the kind of beams specified. 5. 

1. Infra, p. 60 
2. Ordres et Dep~ches,B:Vol. 70(1) ,p .21'-9. Ministre ~ Hocquart. 

Marly, May 13, 17t~o; Vo1.72.p.62. Ministre A Hocquart. 
Versailles, Feb. 25, 1741. 

3. Oorre s .Gen. 1 u" A, Vol. 75 .p. 351. Ho cquart au Mini stre. Oct .1, 17tt1 
!l-. Ordres et Dep~ches,B, Vol. 76(1) ,p.137. I.:inistre ~ Hocquart. 

Versailles, April 11, 1743. 
5· Ibid: Vol.~9,p).!Jt. LTinistre A Bigot. Versailles, Feb 

Vol.~S,p.l~~:/6. Ministre a Bi2'ot. Versailles June 1~-
~ ' ' 

1 '+ ' l 7''- ;: ; 
1750. 
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In 1751 came the aforementioned private enterprise. 1
· In tl1at 

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 Qther wood 

suitable for shipbuilding, which they intended to carry to France 

in the company's ships. Martin was evidently to manage the 

Oanadian 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.~· 
The government, in addition to handling purchases of wood for 

private individuals, also bought lruuber for its own use. For 

example, between the years 1733 and 17~5 lum~er, supplied by tbe 

Ohevalie~ Began in fulfillment of his contract with the King, was 

shipped to Brest and Rochefort. The wood was carried on the 

King's vessels.3· 

The King had wood, cut by his employees, also shipped to 

France. This lumber seems chiefly to have been boards for making 

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

1. 
2·. 

3· 

Supra·, p • 58 • 
Omdres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.)5,pp.ll5-116. Ministre a Dusquesne 

et Bigot.. Ver~ailles, June g, 1752; Oorres.Qen., O"A, Vol.9~ 
pp.336-367. Martin au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.5, 1752. 

J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I,pp.212-213; Ordres et Depeches,B, 
Vol.8l,p.l21. Ministre a Hocquart. Versailles,March,31,17~5. 

In 1733 Begon was "lieutenant du Roi 11 at Montreal. Ten years 
later he was promoted to the governorship of Three Rivers, 
which he held until his death in 17'+~. 
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shipbuilding. 1 · In 17lt3 the Minister ordered a complete 

assortment of spruce for the building of a 2~--gun frigate at Brest, 

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

wood for naval construction. 2 • . 
. ,":,. 

The export of masts to France for the service had ceased before 

9ur period.3· The question of their exploitation was raised 
. . 17 ,, 1+. aga1n 1n 5~ and Le Vasseur proposed to set out in the winter 

of 175~-1755 to locate tracts of pine. 5 • But circumstances 

brought about by the war prevented the Oonstructeur 1 s carrying out 

his intention.6. 

It is obvious t~-:at apart from the exploi·tation of wood for the 

King's shipyards there was no flourishing lumber industry in the 

colony. The royal enterprise, considered in tl1e long vie~~' 

doubtless served to discredit Oanadian lumber. Its immediate 

effect, however, was to stimulate the industry. Even so, no 

extraordinary progress was made. The sh~pyards 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 dire~tly 
L or indirectly, there would lmve been little wood cut beyond what was 

e-.g. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A: Vol.81(2),p.292. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Que'bec, May 13,171L4-; Vol.8S,pp.6g-6). Hocquart au L.=iinistre. 
Quebec, Oct.~, 17~7. ~ 

Ordres et Dep~ches,BlVo1.76(l),p.lC7. Ministre a Hocquart. 
Versailles, Feb~l3, 17~3. 

1. 

2·. 

~: 
J.N.Fauteux, op.cit, pp.210-211. -~-
Ministre a Bigot. June~' 1754. Quoted by J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., 

t . I, p • 218 ~ , . , 
5· Oorres.Qen.,C 11A, Vol.99,p.~-7l+. Memoire sur les m§.tures. Enclosed 

with a letter from Le Vasseur to the Minister, Qu~bec, Oct.l5, 175~. 
6. Ibid., Vol.lOO,p.l86. Le Vasseur au Ministre. Quebec, N6v.6, 1755. 



necessary for local needs. The lumber industry again 

demonstrates the fact that without the intervention of a 

paternalistic government, economic activity in Oanada would have 

been even more feeble that it was. 

Saw mills were 1 of course, a necessary adjunct to the 

industry. In 1731+ there were fifty-two saw mills in Oanada and 

the number increased d.uring our period. 1 · 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, 

M. de Lotbini~re, dean ofLthe chapter at Quebec, leased two of 

his mills for a fifty per cent share in the returns. At 

another of nis mills he contracted with an individual to saw two 

thousand planks and bring them to Quebec for 60 livres. 2 · In 

1745 the Mlles. de Ramezay and de Rouville formed a partnership 

to build a saw mill on the Richelieu, '<·-' -)· east of the Opambly 

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 .3 · 

The Intendant doubtless contracted with some of the various 

owners for the preparation of the lwnber cut for tne King's 

vessels or for the service. 
( 

. " ~-
' ~ ·--' ' .._, 

1. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I, p.2l!J_. 
2. Ord. des Int., M 30, Vol.,XVII: pp.5-6. Ordonnance de 

Hocquart. Quebec, March ;, 17 1~3; pp.12-13. Ordonnance de 
Hocquart. Quebec, March 16, 171L3. 

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



(b) Pitch, Resin and Tar. 

The colony provided, of course, abundant material for the 

manufacture of pitch, 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 Hocquart induced habitants 

to carry on the· exploitation, contracting to buy all the produce 

at a fixed price. Habitants at Kamouraska, Rivi~re Ouelle and 

Ohambly also undertook to make tar. 1 • 

When our period opens, Hocquart is discovered still trying to 

encourage the industry. In 17~0, Antoine Serindac, sergeant in 

the Troupe de la Mar1n~ 1 accompanied by two soldiers was sent into 

the seigniories of Berthier and Dautre, in the Montreal 

government, to undertake there the making of pitch and resin for the 

King's stores at Rocaefort. 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.3· 

1. J.N.Fauteux, op.cit., t.I;, pp.30~-326. 
2. Ord.des Int.,. ~ 2~~~ol XV, p.327. Ordonnance de Hocquart 

Quebec, April 26. lt~O. . · 
3· Ibid, pp.336-3jS. Ordonnance de Hocquart. ~uebec, ADril 2~, 

17q.o 
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The industry seemed at first to be making progress. In 1742, 

200 barrels of tar from Baie St. Paul were sent to Rochefort and 

that represente~ only part of the total product. 1 · 

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 Hocquart wrote that the industry was establishing itself 

little by little.3· 

The shipbuilding undertaken for the King does not seem to have 

had the effect of stimulating the industry. Doubtless, a good 

deal of the product was used in the shipyards; for example, gooo 
pounds of pitch and resin which Serindac and some others sent to 

-J 

the royal stores in Quebec in 1745, were reserved for the King's ,, 
shipbuilding-:-· But the increase in the amount consumed in the 

colony probably meant only a decrease in the amount shipped to 

Rochefort. There is no evidence that the exploitation became 

more e·xtensive as a result of the increased market. lvi.Fauteux 

suggests that the industry died with the King's shipbuilding.5·. 

What its fortunes were after 17l+6 the records do not make cleax 

but to judge from the s.Boucault's remarks· no exceptional progress 

had been made by 175~. He says, 11 11 (the industry) a ete depuis 

quelques annees assez ne61ige, il y en a cependant encore 

quelques-1:.:(1. qui en fcnt vers la Rivi~re-Ouelle, et le 

1. 

2. 

Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.?7,pp.3~0-3~1. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Qu~qec, Sept. 22, 1742. 
Ibid., Vol.~3, pp.37~-379. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 

Oct.l6, 1745. -
Ibid., Vol.~~' p.67. Hocquart au Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.), 17''-6 
Ibid., Vol. ~Ll-, p. 37g. Hocquart au Mini stre. Quebec, 0 rt .16, 17~L5. 
Op.cit. t.II, P·331. 



1 Kamouraska, qu'ils fournissent aux magasins du Royfl.-4• 

(c) Rope. 

The amount of rope produced in the colony, at least during our 

period, was practically negligible. In 171to there were 

three ropemakers in Quebec but their work was so poor that it was 

only in a pressing necessity that they were employed. 2 • Most of 

the shipbuilders brought the rope they needed from France.3· 

Hocquart,cherishing as usual any spark of economic life in the 

colony, suggested that a rope maker might be sent frQm France to 

supervise the other three. His wages would be small but he 

would be decorated with the title of "laitre Oordier du Port de 

Quebecntt. doubtless by way of compensation. No such appointment 

was made, but in 1741 the Intendant discovered that Ra~nond, one 

of the three ropemakers, had his 11 lettres de Maitrise 11 • 

Accordingly the making of some rope for the cradle of "Le Oanada" 

was confiied to him, assisted by the other two. By dint of 
supervising the preparation of the material_and by promising a 

little "entretien"5' Hocquart had the work completed satisfactor­

ily.6. In 17t~3, the trio supplied rope for the cradle of 

"Le Oa.ribou". ·rhe quality of the product was evidently improving 

1. Rapp. de 1 t Arch., 19 20-19 21, pp. 21-22. Boucaul t, Eta t Pr~fsent du 
Oa.nada ( 17 54) 

2. Co rre s .Gen., C11A, Vo 1. 73, 1JP. 57-58. Ho cquart au Mini st re. 
Qu~beo, Sept.2~, 1740. 

J· Ibid., Vol. 76,pp .199-200. Memo ire sur le Oommerce de Canada. 
· Unsigned ( 1741) ~ 

4. Ibid.,Vol.73,PP·57-58. Hooquart au Ministre.Quebec,Sept.2g, 
17~0. 

5. Ibid., Vol. 75 .pp. 370-371. Ho cquart au llini stre .Qct. 3, 17h-1. 
6. Ibid., Vol. 77 ,pp .384. Hocquart au Ministre,:~uebec, Sept. 22, 17!t.2 



a little, for in that yeax the Intendant reported that the 

ropemakers were making rope at least good enough for the needs 

of the habitants and for merchant vessels. 1 • 

But the industry came to a stop within a few years, for the 

colony had ceased to supply any rope whatever sometime before 
'-• 2 . 17t.t9. The local craftsmen had certainly never provided all the 

rope that was necessary fot the King's ships.3·rurther it is 

unlikely that they ever produced anything good enough to be used 

for rigging. 

The principal objective of the authorities in their attempt 

to sustain the manufacture of· rope in the colony was to encourage 
!t 

the growing of hemp and so bring more land under cultivation.'· 

The industry might also contribut·e to the needs of the royal 

shipb~ilding.5· We have seen that they failed to achieve the 

incidental aim. They failed even more signally to attain the 

major end. 
(' 

In 17).1.0 hemp ·:.as oeing cultivated in the colony 0 • but the 

produ~tion was on the decline. In 1729 Hocquart estimated the 

crop at go,ooo pounds. Five years later, in 173~, only 2,200 

pounds were raised. 7 • After 17t~o the crop continued to dwindle~· 

1. 

2. 
"2: • 
./ 

• 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.80,p.35- Hocquart a~ Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.24, 1743. · 

Ibid., Vol. 93,p. 250. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 25, 171+9 ~ 
Ibid:) Vol. 77 ,p ·393, Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, Sept .24, 1742· 
Vol.~S,p.64-. Hocquart au Ministre. ~uebec,Oct .''-, 1747 .etc ' 
These letters acknowledge receipt of rope from France for the 

King• s ships. 
4. Ibid.,Vol.73,PP·57-58. Hocquart au Ministre.Quebec, Sept.2g, 

1740. ' 
5· Ordr~s et Depeches,B,Vol.72,pp.212-213. Ministre ~ Hocquart. 

Marly, May 6,17~1. 
6. Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol. 73 .pp .57-5g. Hocquart au li!inistre. 

Quebec Sept. 28, 174o_. .· 
7 • Ivanpoe CaropC' 

6
"La '-'olonisation du U· 8 Domination 

FranQaJ. se"' ~PP. b.w- . .. r • ~ 
8. Oorres.LT,n.,u A, ol.~3,P·3.75· Hocquart au lv1inJ.stre •. ~ue 1~R§:l6, 



until in 17~6, the King referred to the cultivation of hemp 

as having eeen altogether abandoned. 1 • As a matter of fact 

hemp was raised in 17'-t-6 2 • and in 17'+7 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 King's stores 

but a quantity Jf it was so badly prepared that it had to be 

rejected U. • The loss incurred was not conducive to more 

extensive cultivation. Hocquart fully realized this fact. On 

one occasion he was about to refuse some very carelessly prepared 

hemp bro~ght 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-con4itioned 

hemp would be received in future.5· The Intendant did his best 

to overcome the fault. For example, ln 17'-t-2, he arranged with 

the s.Agnan, mercrant at Batiscan, who knew the correct_. method of 

preparation, to encourage the cultivation in the vioinity ani to 
t: 

manintain a general supervision. 0 • The hemp from that district. 

1. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.~3,P·l55· Memoire du Roy a;i 
Beauharnois et ~cquart. Versailles, April 1, 1746. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.E15,p.68. Hocquar tau l~inistre. quebec 1 

Oct.9, 17~6. . 
~.· Ibid.,Vol.89,p.l65. Boisclere au M1nistre.Quebec,Nov.4,17~7-
~ Ibid:/ Vo1.75,p.369. Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.3,17~1; . 

Vol.77,p382. Hocqua.rt au Ministre. ·~uebec,Sept.22.,1742· 
Vo 1. 81 ( 2) p .'-t~7. Ho cquart au Mini stre .Quebec, Oct. 2'-l, 171+1+: 

- - , t: 5 • Cor re s. Qen • , 0 u A, Vo 1 • 7 5, pp • 3o 9-3 7 0 • Ho ccvmrt au Mini st re . 
Oct.3, 1741. 

6. Ibid., Vo 1. 77. p. 3E12. Ho cquart au Uini stre .Quebec, Sept • 22, 17'.l2. 



6~. 

was improved a little as a result. 1 · In 17'-!J~, however, the 

Intendant is still talking in general terms of the rejects and of 

his attempts to convince the habitants of the advantage of perfecting 

the cultivation?· But the habitants continued on their unwit;t..ing way, 

determined, evidently, not to cultivate hemp at all if they could not 

raise it as carelessly as they did everything else on their farms. 

The final discourag_ement to the cultivation was the high price of 
first 

wheat during the famine years of the early part of the/decade·3· 

The habitants, very reasonablyt 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 171LQ there were 

30,000 pounds of hemp in the stores, which was more than enough to 
" tL 

ke~p the ropemakers busy for a year or two. • Yet Hocquart went on 

buying. . By the following year the quantity had risen to t'-o,ooo 
pounds 5· but still the Intend~nt continued tq purchase he~p. 

The Abbe Ivanhoe Oaron attribute.s the decline to a reduction 

1. Oo:r;res.Qen.fJ0 11A,yol.~O,pp.35-36. Hocquart au !linistre. 
Quebec, Oot.2~, 17~3. 

2. Ibid., Vol. ~l { 2), p. 'L~7. Ho cquart au Mini stre. Quebec, Oct. 24, 171 '-'~. 
3· Ibid; Ibid.,Vol.33,PP·375-376. Hocquart au Ministre. 

!.t • 
Quebec, Oct~l6, 17~5. · 

Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.73,pp.57-58. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Sept. 2g, 1740 ~ 

Ibid.,Vol.75,P·370. Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.3,1741. 
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in the price, effected in 1730, In t-hat year the price set was 

25 livres the hundredweight. Oaron says "Evidemment,-,· le 1Jrix de 

60 et t~o livres du quin·tal est trap encourageant, il faut le 

diminuer. 1 · The implication is that the cultivation was 

destroyed by a caprice of the Fren.ch government. The inference 

is hardly just ~ Undoubtedly the habitants were dissatisfied 

with the reduced price2 • but it is undeniable that the 

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 miglT~ well be 

interpreted as evidence that the habitants were nilling only to 

do poor work for a large pro:it instead of good viork for a fair 

J.Jrofi t. That, of course, is a common enou6h failing. The 

real cx~lantaion of the failure of the attc~pt to establish t~c 

cultivation of hemp is to be found in the vast disinclination 

of the colony to exert itself, ior its own good, at the ~hest 

of the government. 

1. 

2. 

. 
Ivanhoe Oaron, La Colonisation du Canada sous la Do~:1ination 

Francaise. pp.66-67. 
Oo rre s. Gen., C11A, Vo 1.:.; 3, pp. 250'e!.251. Bigot au },lir.~.i st re. 

Q~ebec, Sept. 25, 1749. 
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CHAPTER III. 

AGRI6ULTURE AND AGRICULTURAL TRADE. 

I. Agriculture. 

Farming was the basis of the economic structure of the colony 

and the occupation of the lar6e majority of Oanadians. All land 

was held in accordance with a feudal arrangement adapted to 

colonial needs and known as the seigniorial system. 

of land tenure was briefly this: 

The system 

All land in the colony belonged, in the first instance, to the 

King of France. Portions of it were granted by Governor ahd 

Intendant together, subject to royal approval, to individuals and 

to corporations, such as religious communities. The concessions 

were of whatever extent the officials might define but the shape 

was al~ays 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 which the 

concessions might be made, e.g. 11 en franc aleu no.ule 11 , "en franc 

aleu roturier 11 , or 11 en frank almoign~' but t:1ese need not conaern 

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 11 habitants 11 and held their land "en censive 11 

1. 
or 11 en roture 11 • That is to say, they paid a small rent, the 

11 cens et rentes 11 , to the seignior. The habitant was not a serf 
r 

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

1. These terms are alternative. 
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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, r.ectangular 
1. blocks. The holdings varied from one to five arpents 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/~~~rimony. As each inheritor still 

wanted a share of the waterfront, the holdings became progressively 

narrower until,as we r~ve seen, they might be only one arpent, 

that is, less than 200 feet, in width. 2 · The abuse reached such 

proportions that, on the complaints of Beauharnois and Hocquart, 

a royal edict was issued in 17'+5 forbidding ha bi tant s to build 

their houses on holdings of a smaller area than one and one-half 

by thir.ty to forty arpents, on pain of a ·fine of 100 livres and 
7. 

' . 
the demolition of the buildings./ How vigoro~sly 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 
ti 

Gardien, whese owners had contravened the edict.·· Again, in 

1752, four houses on the island of Orleans were ordered demolished 

for the same reason.5· Apparently, however, the rule applied 

only to habitants who built after 17~5 and it is probable that in 

1. The linear arpent ·is 192 feet and the superficial arpcnt about 
5/6 of an ac~e. . 

2. This informat_ion is taken from W.B~Munro, The Seigniorial 
System in oanada. (Cambridge,1~ass.,l)07)PP•37,42,!+3,52,5'-'·-56, 7~, 
79,81,~3. 

3· Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.I,pp.5~5-5f16. Arret du Roi. Versailles, 
April 2~, 17t~5. , 

!L. Ibid.,Voi:rr,p.~OO. Ordonnance de Bigot. Quebec, June 25,174). 
5· Ibid.,pp.59~-535. Jan.l2, 1752. 
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the more remote districts offenders we~e not punished. 

Thus it 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 n~y illustrate the point with the much­

quoted observation of Peter Xalm, the Swedish naturalist who 

visited the colony in 17!+9. "The country on both sides of the 

St. Lawrence, 11 said he "could really be called a village, 

beginning at Montreal, and ending at Quebec., which is a distance 

of mo.re than one hundred and eit;hty miles; for the farm houses are 

never above five arpents, and sometimes but three, asunder, a few 

places excepted" . 1
· 

The habitant cultivated his land apparently with ~he sole object 

of raising enough food for himself and his nu~nerous family and, 

therefore, invariably engaged in mixed farming. On practically 

every farm tl1ere was a kitchen garden where various sorts of 

vegetables, ~specially onions, were grown. The garden usually 

included fruit bushes, too, and some of the farms had small 

orchards. 2 • In the fields near the river grain was raised -

maize, rye, barley, oats, and especially wheat.3· Wheat was the 

staple crop of the colony, the li.lore so because no ~Jotatoes were 

grown. In 175g, in answer to the Minister's suggestion that the 

1. Ka1m, Travels into North America,Vol.III,pp.~O-gl.(London,l771. 
Tr.by Forster) It is interesting to note that an officer in 
Wolfe'i army,Oapt.John Knox,also likened the countrysid~ along 
the river to a continuous village (Knox, An Historical Jol,rnal 
of the' Campaigns in North America, (Toronto, Ohamplain Soc., 191!.1.) 
Vol.II,p.612. Sept. 1760 

2. Kalm, op.cit., Vol.III,pp.79,119-120,253· 
3· Ibid.,pp.15g,253,290. 
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cultivation o·f potatoes should be introduced into Oanada in order 

to supplement the wheat supply, 1 · Vaudreuil and Bigot ~ointed 

out that the habitants were accustomed to good wheaten bread and 

if potatoes were introduced would feed them only to their 

. 1 2. an1ma s. A.s for stock, the ha.bitant raised cattle, pigs, a few 

sheep, and poultry. 

The imple~1ents is use were :)rircitive and the methods careless. 

The only implements, other than hand uter:.sils, that the habitants 

seem to have had were the plough and the harrow, the latter a 
7 

clumsy wooden affair~·that could hardly have been very effective. 

The plough and the harrow weTe drawn sometimes by oxen harnessed 
~ 5 

by the horns, ·but more usually by horses. · The babitant 

ploughed in the autumn but sowed only in the following spring. 

Garden seed was set out early in hot beds and then transplanted. 

The other sowing began usually in April, sometimes in May, 

depending on the weather. r£-J.e seed was sea tt ered on .tllc ground 
I" 

and turned in by passi~g the harrow over it. o. The hay harvest 

was begun in August and the wheat was c:ut in September.?· 

Threshing was not .done however until the 11 arri~:re saison 11 , 

1. 

2. 

~-
' . 

Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.l07',p.tJ.lJl.2-1 1 ~3· : .• inistre a Vaudreuil 
et Bigot.;. V er saille s, Feb. 2'-~-, 175B. 

Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.l03(l),p.3. Vaudreuil et Bigot au Ministre. 
~ue6eo, Aub.~' 175~-

Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,pp.l~9-1SO. 
Ibid., Vol.III,p.1~8. 

5· Rapp. de l'Arch:.,l923-192}L,p)'-2. i.1~moire sur 1 1Etat de la 
Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bougainville) 

Ibid., 1920-192l,pp. 20-21. Bouoaul t, Eta t Pre ecnt du Canada. 6. 

7· 

( 1754) · These hot beds may have been boxes frc:~;, v:hich the tops 
Tiere taken when the sun shone. It is unlikely that they were 
glass frames, for ~lass was not co~non in the country districts. 
Acccrding to Kalm, windows were no~ glazed, but were covered vii th 
oiled paper. (op.cit., Vol.III,p.256) 

K alm, o p • c it . , Vo 1 • I I I , .i.J • 15 7 ; Oo r re s -G ~ n • , '-' 11 A, Vo 1 • 7 5 , p . ; '') • 
Hocquart au ~inistre. Sept. 7, 1741. 
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sometimes as late as the middle of December.l· When the habitant 
presumably 

had threshed his grain,/oy flailing, :ne carried it to the banal mill 

bo be ground. The hay, when it was cut and dried, was built 

into haystacks in the meadowE. 2 · 

The fields were not drained although, ac~ording to Kalm, they 

seemed, so-metimes, to have needed dra-ining.3· The habitant 

believed in letting nature take its course. Every harvest he 

saw that the stubble fields held more weeds than straw yet never ,, 
attempted to weed his grain. -• His efforts to assist the uro-J,; 

ductivity of the soil stopped short with allowing the fields to 

lie fallow at intervals, when the land was not ploughed and weeds 
r 

were allowed to flourish unrestrained.~· In some places not even 

this effort was made to refresh the soi1. 6 · The worst ~ontra-
vent ion of good sehse however, was the l18,bi tant s' pract ire of 

disposing of the manure from the stables by the simple 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 fact Franquet remarked that the 

land was less fertile than it had be~n.g· 

1. 

5· 
6. 
7· 
8. 

Oorres.G·c3n., O"A, Vol. 76,p .~1. Hocquart au :.rinistre. 
Dec. 17, 17t~1; Oonsid~rations sur l 1.Etat. Present du 
(Oct-.175~) ,p .5: Printed in Historical Docwnents,F.irst 
(~ue. Lit. and Hi st. So c) 

quete~, 
Canada. 
Serie-s -

Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,p.l57· 
!bid.' pp .157 -15~. .:::. 
Bigot au 1-:ini stre. ~uebec, Sept. 30, 171~9. Printed in Do~ument s 
relating to ourrency,etc., (ed. by Adam Shortt) Vol.II,p.793. 
Kalm, Travels,Vol.III,p.l5~. 
Ibid., pp. 51~52. · . 
F.ranquet, Memoires et Voyages, p.l~l. 
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 c·bserved that all the hay meadows had formerly 

been corn fields for the marks of the furrows were still visible. 1 • 

The fields may therefore ba.ve been given ·over successively to 

grain and hay 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 put~ing them under timothy. 

Methods of stockraising were still more slipshod. The 

habitant had even less notion of scientific stockbreeding than 

he had of scientific agriculture. On some of the seigniories 
2. 

the cattle were pastured in co~non herd. Frequently,too, they 

were turned out to graze on the fallow land where the growth 

consisted almost entirely of woeds.3· In some cases all the 

stock seems to have been turned out to forage for itself 
t~ 

between the end of harvesting and the first snow. • One 

example of the habitant 1 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, 

1. Kalm, Travels, ·vol.III,pp.l56-157· 
2. Ordonnance de Begon. ~uebec,April 21+,1723. ~uoted .in Jodoin 

et Vincent, Longueui1, p.220; Ord. des Int., M 29,Vol.XVI,p.30 
Ordonnance de Hocquart. Quebec, March 15, 17~1. These 
ordinances refer to commons provided by seigneurs for the 
pasturage of the habitants' cattle. It is not clear whether 
the provision of the field was obligatory; certainly the use of 
1 t was not. 

3·. Kal.m,' Travels, Vol.III,p.15g. 
~ Repertoire des Arrets {ed.by E.Z.Massicotte): p.lOO. Sept.23, 

17~0; p.107. May 8, 17~5; p.110. May 6, 17~7 (Ordonnanoes de 
de Monrepos). Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II: PP·393-394. 

Quebec, Dec.29, 1747; p.~Ol. June 27,17~9 (Ordonnances de 
Hocquart). 
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when the ground was covered with snow, so that the greater part 

of them waB los! and the rest had to be sheltered and provided 

with-fodder, which was always scarce and dear.
1

· 

The beasts must inevitably have become scrub stook. Kalm's 

evidence is not, therefore, surprising. He says 0 The cows 

have --- been imported frQm France ---. Every body agreed that the 

cattle, which were born of the original French breed, never grow 

up to the same size. •• And again, 11 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 du*ing 

the winter.3· 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 others, exposing the carcases to the frost when they became 

'dures comme pierre 11 •
4 • When the harvest failed, as it did with 

appalling frequency during our period, cattle died in the winter 
:---:-- ~ 

for lack of food.5· The habitant kept also a large number of 

horses, usually one for each male member of the family. 6 • With 

a limited amount of feed, this practice naturally militated 

1. Considerations sur 1 1Etat Present du Canada (Oct.l75g) pp.g-9. 
Printed in Hist.Doc,First Series, (Que.Lit. and Bist.Soc~. 

2-. Kalm, Travels, Vol.III,pp.lSg and lg9-
3 Ibid. 
Q.-: Rapp. de 1 1Arch.,, 1920-1921, p.l~ Boucault, Etat Present du 

Oa.nada (1754) 
5· e-.g. Corres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.SO,p.g6. Varin au Ministre. Quebec, 

June 26, 171t-3. 
6. Rapp. de l'Arch.,-1923~1924,p.42. Memoire sur l'Etat de la 

Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bouganvill:e); Franquet, 
Memoires et Voyages,pp.26-2g; Oorres.Gen.,C0A,1b1.76,pp.194-195· 
Memolre sur Ie COmmerce de Oanada (unsigned) (17'+1). 



against the raising of stock,but nothing could induce the 

habitant to replace any of his horses by cattle. 

77· 

The seignior in Canada probably cultivated his domain in much 

the same manner as the babitant worked his land and grew much the 

same crops. 

Oonditions must have varied slightly from locality to locality. 

There is some evidence that better conditions prevailed in the 

ecclesiastical seigniorie~ than elsewhere. Dr. Munro, in his 
.... 

book o~ the "Seigniorial System in Canada" sa.ys "Not only were 

the ecclesiastical seigniories among the most thickly populated, 

but they were, as Qatalogne and others noted, among the best 

cultivated and the best managed." 1 • On the whole, however, it 

seems safe to say that thro_ughout our period, farming was 

carried on in a hopelessly slipshod and ambitionless manner. 

Oertainly~in ~762 Burton and Murr~y,reporting on the Three Rivers 

and the Quebec governments; respectively, came to the general 

conclusions that the land had not been cultivated as well as it 

should have been and that the babitants were not much skilled in 
2· husbanQ.ry. 

It is evident that agriculture was not in a flourishing 

condition at the best of times. During the last twenty years 

of the French regime, th~ colony experienced a good many of the 

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

1. Op.~it., p.lel6. Q-ede~flede Oa.talogne's report is printed in 
Documents Relating to/Se1gniorial Tenure, (ed. by W.B.Munro) 
pp.-94-151. 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 tJtan __ 6, 000 ,.00.9 arpent s 

2. Colonel Burton's Repo:rt,p.63. Three Rivers,April,l762; 
General Murray 1 s Report,p.'56.Quebec, June 5,1762._ These reports 
are printe~ in Documents relating to the Constitutional Historx 
of Canada ~ed.by Shortt and Doughty). 



much worse state than it had been in 174o, 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 tv be practically non-existent. 1 • Dr. Munro finds that, 

between the years of 17~5 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 
2. 

agricultural system became disorganized." There is no doubt 

that farming in New France was in a sorry condition by the end of 

the French regime. 

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 ~emedy 

the evil of too much religious celebration. In 17~~, the Bishop, 

acting on the Minister's suggestion,3· issued a mandement 

transferring some 19 saint's days to Sunday, giving as his reason 
1+. the shortness of the farming season. 

In 1751, when the use of ginseng root was in vogue in France 

and its price had increased enormously, Canadians took to gathering 

the herb to the complete neglect of their farms. This interruption 

was short lived, however, for the habitantsi 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. 
-

Bouga~~ville,Journal,pp.308-309. Sept.l0-Sept.22,1757· Printed 
in the Rapp. de 1 'Arch., 1923-192f+; Oo rre s·.Gen., 011 A, Vol.lO'+( 1), p .1 
1~5· Montcalm a Belle Isle. Montreal,April 12,1759; Lettres de 
Levis (Montreal, 18g9) Levis ~ Belle Isle. July 1~, 1760. 

2. W.B.Munro, Seigniorial System,p.lgg. 
3· Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.78(l),p.2~1. Ministre a l'Ev~que. 

Versailles, April 17,17'+~. 
lj.. Mandement s rs Ev~*ues ( ed. by Tetu and Gagnon)Vol.II ,pp .l!-0-lt-3. 

Que. 'bee, __ J{ov. J+ ;_ 17~ _ .. 
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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 couxeurs de bois. Others, who remained on the land, 

probably made occasional excursions into the up country, in con­

travention of government orders. Still others were quite 

legally employed in the trad~ as voyageurs. How many ~oureurs de 
.wj 

bois there were it is impossible to say. Oerta~nly there were 

enough to disquiet- the authorities, not only because they were 

engaged illegally in the fur trade but also because they were not 

d i f 
. 2. engaie n arm1ng. As for the voyageurs, one document of 

rather dubious authenticity, states that each year the trade in 

the up countr,y required at least 4,000 men. 3· Bougainville, 

writing in 175g, estimated that there were 21 000 voyageurs 

1. OOrres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.9gtP•~Ol. M6moire, signed Tachet (re-
presenting the marcbants} (1752); Rapp.de l 1Arch.,1923-1921t-, 
p.56 •• Memoire sur 1 1Etat de la Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission 
de Bougainville); Hist.Doc.~First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc) 
Considerations sur 1 1EtatPr sent du Canada, unsigned (Oct.l75g) 
pp.l~-15; Memoires du S - de 0 - , pp.26-2g. These memoires . 
are ascribed by u-.Aegidius Fauteux, to the S.de Oourville, clerk 
in the Marine and secretary to Verger at Fort Beausejour. 

2-.e .g .E&i t s et Ordonnances, Vol. I,pp .551--552. Declaration du Roi. 
April,1737; .Ordres et Dep~ches,B Vol.g5,p.37· Ministre ~La 
Jonqui~re. Versailles,Marph 6,17~7; Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.lOO, 
pp.32-35. Reg~ement pour le Commerce du Poste de Missilimakinao 
(circular to all the posts) Issued by Duquesne. july 6,1755. 

3· _ Considerations sur 1 1Etat Pr,'sent du Canada (Oct .17~) p.2. 
Hist.Doc., Fir-st Series (Que.Lit. and !Jist.Soo). 



, l. i i and engages in the up country. . All th s meant a dra n 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 o~ the rural 

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, 
2. 

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 habitants to greater 

efforts. We have already seen the result of the attempt to 

introduce the cultivation of hemp.~. A similar attempt to 

encourage the raising of flax met with a similar result~ 5. 

Another effort was made to have tobacco grown for export; a con-

siderable amount had always been raised by the habitants for their 

own consumptiqn. Between the years_1739 and 17~~ 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-Genera1 for the correct method of preparation, nor the 
....... ' · ..... 

....: ' 

1. Bougainville, lournal,p.361. Le 2,3, et lJ. septembre (175g, 
Oa.:r:illon). Printed in Rapp. de 1 'Arch., 1923-192l.J.. 

2. ··- Supra,pp. 71-72. 
3· e~i~ Ordres et D6p~ches,B: Vol.72,pp.98-99· Ministre A 

Beauharnois et Bocqu~rt. Versailles, April l.J., 174-1; 
Vol.g3,p.155. Memoire du Roy ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart. 
Versailles, April 1, 17l.J.6. 

~·. Supra; pp. 66-69. · 
5· Qorres.Gen.,0°A,Vol.gl(2),p.~97· Hocquart au Ministre. 

Quebec, Oct.2~, _17~l.J.; Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.83,pp.15l.J.-155. 
Memoire du Roy a Beaubarnois et Hocquart, Versailles, April lJ 17~6 
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suggestion of Beauharnois and Hocquart that the price paid was 

too low, ever succeeded in producing ~tobacco that was fit for 

consumption in France, 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 

17~5. 1 • Evidently, ev~n in the middle of the eighteenth century, 

none but Canadians could smoke Oa.nadian tobacco • Knox found it 

"wretched; insipid stuff" with no better taste than dried cabbage 

leaves would have, which he attributed to_the Qanadians'not 

know~ng how to cure it properly. 2 • tt:Insipid11 is not perhaps the 

adjective that we would apply to O&nadian "shag". 

The government met with no better success in its efforts to 

have the excessive number of horses replaced by cattle. Projects 

to export horses to the west Indies fell through, partly because 

Canadian merchants were not interested, but more, perhaps, on 

account of d~ffic~ties in transport and of the war that broke out 

This was not·· the fault of the babitants. However, 

1-. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.73,PP·29-3·0. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Oct. 25, 17~0; Ordres~et Depeches,B,Vol.7.~(2).pp.255-
257· Ministre-A Beauharnois et Hocquart •. Fontainebleau, April, 
17, 17~2; Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol(l),p.~31. Ministre a 
Hocquart. Versailles, J\llle 13, 17~3; Oorres.Gen.l0"A,Vol.80, 
pp.l0-13. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 19, 17~3; 
Ordres et D.epeches,B,Vol.(l),p.l9~- · Ministre ~ Hocquart. 
Versailles, M"rch 30, 171+1+; Oorres. Gen., C11A., Vol. ~1' 2) p. 513. 
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 27, 17~~; Ordres et 
Dep~ches,B,Vo1.gl,p.ll5. Ministre A Hocquart. Versailles, 
Mar ph 31, 17~5. 

2. Capt. John Knox, An Historical Journal of the Oam ai ns in 
North America, (Toronto, Obamplain Soc.,l91 Vol.II,pp. 13-61~. 
Sept. 1760. 

3~. Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vo1.76,pp.193-19~. Memoire sur le Commerce de 
Oa.nada, (unsigned)l7~1; Ord:res et Depeches,B:Vol. 70(1) ,pp.225-22·6. 
Memoire du Roy ~ Beauharnois et Hooq~art. Uarly,May 13,17~0; 
Vol.72,p.230. Memoire du Roy ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart. Uarly, 
:May 12, 171+1; Vo1.74(2)pp.4oo.J.t.o1. Memoire du Roy A Beauharnois 
et Hocquart Fontainebleau April 30 17'+2· Vol. 76(1) pu 4'3'i.lt38 
Ministre a ~eaunarnols et hocquart. Fonta~nebleau,Oct.~~~~74J. • 
Vol.87,pp.l21-122. M emoire du ~oy a Bigot. Versailles~Feb.23,17~8 



attempts 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. 1 • In ~750 1 a last essay was made to 

decrease the number of horses, this time by---introducing the 

raising of donkeys, much less costly to rear and maintain. A start 

was made by importing six beasts, 2 • but the plan went the way of 

its predecessors. The habitants continued to maintain horses to 

the ?etriment of stockraisi~g • 
. ...J 

Doubtless the apathetic attitude of the Oa.nadian farmer was, 

to a certain extent, a natural consequence of the paternalistic 

attitude of the government. For example, in years of goo~ 

harvest the habitant enjoyed the bounty of Providence, in years of 

bad he relied on the bounty of the King of France. He may ha.ve 

come to feel that the two remote powers were synonymous and 

equally beyond his control, so that he was not called upon to 

depend upon himself. Nevertheless, although supplies always did 

arrive from France ultimately, help did not al~ys come so promptly 

as to save the habitants from undergoing a good deal of suffering. 

to cite oply two instances: In October 1737, after a poor harvest, 

Beauharnois and Hocquart requested seven or eight thousand quintals 

of flour from Franoe,3· 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 misery in the late spring of the 

/ 
j 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B:Vol.76(l),pp.371-373· Memoire du Roy! 
Beaubarnois et ijocqua.rt. Versailles, May 31, 171+3-; Vol.g9,pp.84-
85. Ministre a La Jonqui~re et Bigot. Versai~les, April 11,171+9. 

2-. Oorres·.Gen., O"A, Vol.95;pp.67-6g. La Jonquiere et Bigot au 
Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 20, 1750. 

Beauharnois?-et Hooquart au Ministre. Cot. 20, 1737. Printed 
in Select Documents in Canadian Economic History, 1~97~1783 (ed. 
by H.A.Innis) p.361. 



fo~lowing year. l. Again, in 1751, the harvest was very scanty, 

and the-colony subsisted through the winter only with the greatest 

difficulty. 2• Shipments arrived from France in the middle of May, 

but the quantity of flour sent was insufficient 3· and it was not 

until September that another provision ship reached Quebec. 4· Thus 

the colony experienced a serious food shortage for almo-st-a -year. 

Certainly 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 inf~rmed 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 failure, 

and put it in safe keeping until the spring, when it was dis­

tributed for planting to the habitants who needed it. 5· The 

practice was necessary for the immediate good of the colony but it 
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relieved the habita.nt of what should have been his own responsibility!! ,I, 
I ":. 

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. ~ .IW.~q~a~~ _au _M.~nistre. Quebec, May 12, 1738·. Printed in 

Select Documents, etc (Innis) p·.362. 
2·• Oorres. Gen.,O"A,Vol.~S,p.S6. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, May 8, 

1752. ~~ 
3~.· Ibid., p.lol+. Quebec, May 15, 1752. 
~ Ibid., p. 112. Quebec, Sept~ 9, 1752' 
5. e.g. Moreau St. Mery Ooll.,FJ, Vol.XIII: pp.72-75. Ordonnance 

de Beau~rnois et Hocquart. Quebec, March 27',, 17ft.2; pp .llJ-3-11+8. 
Ordonnance de Beauharnois et Hooquart, Quebec, M~ eh 30, 1743. 
Oorres. Gen., 0"A,Vol.98, pp.86-89. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
May 8, 1752. etc. 
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out that the shape ot 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 configu~ation 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 it had become apparent that their shares would be too 

small to support them properly0 •
1

· 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 

practi-sed 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 people, insuperable barriers to extensivE 

tilling of the land. The conclusion is rather tha:t the 

peculiarities of the seigniorial system lent themselves to abuse 

by an unprogressive people. 

Nor is it evident that the habitants efforts were seriously 

hampered by the exaotionsof the seignior. The 11 cens" was a 
2 purely nominal charge ·while the 11 rentes 11 , although a real 

3 been financial obligation, • does not seem to have/so large as to be 

completely crushing. 

According to the Custom of Paris, the seignior was entitled to 
j\ 

a certain number of days of 11 corvee", or fQ.r:cedlabour, from his 
I 

censitaires, provided he had stipulated for them in the title deeds 

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

1. 
2. 
3· 

\ 

Uunro, Seigniorial System, pp.g3_g~. 
Munro, Seigniorial System, p.g5 
Ibid. I p ·93. 
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eighteenth century, a number of seigniors were exacting the corvee, 

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

between 17'+0 and 1760, I have found no reference to the oorvee, 

which might indicate that the exaction of forced labour had been 

dropped by 171+o. 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 oorvee 

did continue in our period but was so little burdensome tha. t 

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

usually to have been articulate enough when he felt himself wronged. 

Uunro, writing of a period rather earlier than ours, puts the 

maximum amount of corvee demanded at six days per year. 2 · 

The seignior'suright 11 to maintain a banal mill on his seigniory 

was also something of an obligation. That is to say, it was a._ 
0 

mono~ly which he could not retain if he did not make use of it. 

If a seignior failed to provide a grist mill, any private individual 

might do so and acquire the banal right for all time. 3. For 

e~ple, in 1731 the hab~tants of the seigniory of Saint Miehel de 

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

expense if their seignior did not set to work to repair the one 

already in existence. ~. 
Dr. Munro believes that the law was not enforced to any 
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2-. Ibid., _p.l3~· .. -. ,.. 
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3· Edits et Ordonnanoes, Vol.I,pp.255-256. Arret du Oon~eil d'Etati!.~·.' -li 
du Roi. \ Versailles, June ~~ 16g6. Not published in Oanad.a I~ I t 
until January and Feb.~uary, 1707. _ !!I : 'j 

1+. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.519-520. Ordonnance de Hocquart. \:I 
f i ~ Quebec, Feb.lg, 1731. , -
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appreciable extent after 1711, 0 for~ he says, "it is certain 

that many seigniors neither built their mills nor were deprived 
:I 

of their rights". 'I 

He adds that the habitants,- with the consent !J' 

of their seignior, used the mill of an adjQining 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 

Intend.ant was readily accessible2 ·and the habitants were.not 

averse to taking their troubles to law. For example, four 

habi tant s of the Riviere du . Sud, who claimed that the banal 

mills.were in a bad state of repair and were inadequate in 

capacity, carried the case against their seignior from the 

local judge, through the courts of the Prevote of Quebec 

and the Oonseil Superieur, to the Conseil diEtat in France.3· 

Under the seigniorial system, the habitants were certainly as 

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 bad the 

opposite effect. So much for the more negative side of the 

argument. 
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Munro, Seigniorial System, p .log. ;j i . !i 
!.g. Hocquart sat twice a week for summary examination of j;l~ ! ;:1 

the disputes of habitants of the government of Quebec. I 1~ 
l!ichel, when he took up his duties as "Sous-Intendant 11 at ·f 1 
Montreal was advised to do likewise. (Ordres et Depeches,B, il • 
Vol. 76( 1) ,p .179. Ministre A Beauharnois et Hocquart. ',·, 
Versailles, Aprill5, 17'+3). i~ 

3· E<!its et Ordonrta.noes~ Vol.II,pp.210-212. Arr~t du Oonseil .
1 Superieur. Nov.l2, 17 2{· Corres.Gen.,O"A,VoJ..Sl(l),pp.115- '1:.1 

i19. Morin au Ministr~ 17'+3). Morin was one of the habitantrJi,,; l 
concer_ned· Ordres et Depeches,BiVol.gl,p.l71. Ministre a. 1·

1
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1 '>t 
Beaull.&~no!s et Hocquart., Versai les, April 26, 17!.1-5. The t:~ :, f 
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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 Canada could not be held for speculation. All 

concessions, seigniorial or habitant, were liable to revocation 

if they were not settled and cultivated withi~ a year from the 
1. 

date of the grant. In the case of the habitants, this decree 

r seems to have been to a large extent enforced. In 1732, 

Beauharnois and Hocquart reported that the re-annexation, to the 

seigniorial domain, of more than-~6ur hundred habitant holdings 

bad been decreed since 17~9. 2 • Subsequent to 1732, numerous 

revocations were ordered, almost up to the close of the French 
, 3. regime. 

The regulation seems to have been less effective in the case of 

seigniorial grants. Apparently noth~ng much was done until 17~1, 

when seventeen seigniories in the Lake Ohamplain district were 
~ 

forfeited to the Orown. ~. A number of these were afterwards 

regranted to their original owners. 5 • Dr. Munro believes that this 

wholesale confiscation "encouraged the others" to give more 

attention to the development of their seigniories, 6·but on wha~ 
evidence this opinion is based he does not make clear. However, 

if seigniors did hold land for speculative purposes, it is not 

evident that the seigniorial system lent itself to the practice 
.. t • ~ - . ,• .. 
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Edits et Ordonnances ,Vol.I,pp.324-326. The 11Arrets de Marly". 
Marly, July 6, 1711. , ·1 

2·. Beauharno~s et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.1, 173~. 
Printed in Documents Relatin to the Sei niorial Tenure in 
Oanada,ed.by w.B.Munro Toronto, Ohamplain Soc.,l90 p.177. 

3· Edits et Ordonnances,Vo1.III. Between pp.290 and ~10. The 
last ordinance is dat~d March 17, 175g. 

4. Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.I!,pp.555-561. Ordonnance de 
... _ ... Beauharnois et Hooquart.~ Q,uebec, May 10, 17lt-1. 
5· 
6. 

Munro, Sei~niorial System, p.50 
Ibid. 

. I 

' I ,_ . 
I 

''.' . ~I 

I! I I t~·· ·.' . ! 
li ., 

. •I 
•' l 

1
'1. I '.'. I I 

I~. ~ 
! : 

1 ·: 

., . ·#I . ~ I l ~ ; l'r . It . 



gg-. 

any mox.e thari any other system would have done. 

Unquestionably, the seigniorial system involved a rigi~ land 

system and a paternalistic ~cial 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 "King's corvee". This involved building or repairing roads I 
impost 

1 and bridges in summer and keeping the roads open in winter. This/ ~~ 

does not seem to have been oppressive. 1 • One other obligation 

which the habitant owed to the King, namely, militia 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 

fail to stimulate. The paternalistia policy of the government 
I was in part the cause, a~wbolly the result, of the ambitionless 

I 
attitude of the babitants'. The two major factors were the 

absorption of the enterprising element by the fur trade, and the 

vegetative apathy of the rest of the rural population. 

These facts, however, do not explain the very low level that 

farming in Canada had reached by 1760. That was the result of 

extraordinary circumstances. In twenty years 2•the colony had 
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Munro, Seigniorial Systerrf,p.l33· The author points out that ;:, Ji 
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eight crop failures,
1

• twelve harvests which were presumably of 

1. 171+1. 

17'+3. 

1751. 

1756. 

Moreau St. Mery Ooll., r3, Vol.l3,pp.72-75· Ordonnance 
de Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, March 27, 1742. In 
this year export of flour was forbidden and seed bought 
for distribution. 

Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.77,pp.l5-17. Beauharnois et Hocquart 
au Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 17, 17~2. This harvest was 
worse than 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 go minots of 

'«-

wheat. The minot is 1.072 bushels. 

Oorres. Gen.,O"A,Vol.79,PP·3g-~o. Beauharnois et 
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 1~-, 17t+3. 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. 

Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol.92: p.17. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Sept.7, 171tg; pp.23-24. Bigot au Ministre: (171+g. 
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 soauy<:lla,rvest, 
especially in the Quebec government, but the situation 
was not as bad as it had been in the years 17~1-171+3. 

Oorres.Gem.,O"A,Vol.9g,pp.g6-g9· Bigot au Ministre. 
Q~ebec, May g, 1752. This year the harvest was so bad 
that Bigot had the greatest .diff~culty 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. Th~ Intendant 
estimated that a fifth of the habitants in the Quebec 
government would not be able to sow for lack of seed. 

Montcalm, journai, p.l21. November, 1756. Of this 
harvest Montcalm says, 11 La recolte ayant ete beaucoup 
plus mauvaise qu 1on ne croyoit, on est embarrasse pour 
les subsistances.----
A Quebec, ~le peupl~ y manque, pour ainsi dire, de pain, 

et 1 1on a e~e oblige de m~ler la farine de pois et 
d 1avoine. 11 

' 
:\ -

1757. - Oorres·.Gen.,O"A,Vol.l02,p.lg6. Vaudreu~l a1 Ministre. 
Sept. 12, 1757· As a result of a cold wet summer, the 
harvest was even worse than it had been the year before. 

1758. Montcalm,Journal,p.'+92.Dec.l8,17't8. "La re~olte mains 
abondante dans la colonie et principalement !ans le 
gouvernment de Quebec, .qu 'on ne 1 1avoi t cru". 



1. average excellence, and o~ly one bumper year. 

90. 

In years of 

scanty harvest the authorities did their best to save the colony 

from the consequences. They forbade export, sometimes even sealing 

the mills, and bought up seed wheat for redistribution. 2 ·' But, 

notwithstanding the efforts of the government, crop failure meant 

a disorganisation of agriculture. For example, as we have 

already seen, stook had to be slaughtered or died for lack of 

fodder during the winter.3· Again, not always enough seed could 

be secured to supply everyone. Land went out of cultivation in 

17~3 on this account.~• After the scanty harvest of 1751, the 

Intendant, as usual, 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 175g ?there 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 regime ~he 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 

1747. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.g9,p.20. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Nov. 3, 1747. 

Infra pp.lOl-102,109~110,112-113. 
Suprap.76 
Oorres-.Gen., 011.1, Vol. 79 1 p.4. Beauharnois et Hocquart au :Ministre 

1. 

Montreal, June 17, 17~3. 
5-. Ibid., Vo1.9g,pp.g6-g9. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, May g,1752. 
6. Bouga,inville,_ Journal, p.263. Du 12 au 15 (ma1,1757). Prinjed 

in Rapp.de 1 1Arch., 1923-1924. 
Ibid., p.320. du 12 (mai, 175g). 1· 
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service at least. The ·colony bad. also to provide for:. a number 

of Acadian refugeea.1 · 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 17~~-17~g and 1756-

1760. The intervening period, 17~g-1756, was qnly an armed 

truce. Technically, New France and the Ameri~an 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 expedit~ons to Acadia and descemis :upon the outlying 

English settlements. No Regulars were sent out from France and 

the war parties were compmsed of militia and Indians, mostly the 

latter. It is not clear how many Canadians were sent on these 

raiding exp·e-dit"ions, but certainly the absence of ~ny 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 Riviere against what the French considered to be English 

encroachment. It was then, if Vaudreuil 1s statements are 

1. Moreau St. Mery Ooll., F3, Vol.l~,p.~22. Bigot au Ministre. 

Quebec, Sept. 3, 1756; Vaudreuil au Ministre. Jul 1~ 
Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historiques: voi~i~fvi 
(1930), p.50· 
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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, a~ter 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, howeve-r. 

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 

11 L 1etablissement de la Belle Riv:i~re est la cause direote de la 

ruine des habitans, il y en est mort un plus grand nombre que nous 

ne pouvons en perdre pendant plusieurs annees de guerre et cela 

(je ne pu~s vous le caoher) parce qu'ils ont ete forces sans 

auouns des managements que 1 1humanite exige a faire le portage des 

ballots et autres effete qui avo1ent un principe tr~s oppose au 

bien du serv1oen. 1 • This may be an overstatement of the case 

for Vaudreuil was strongly prejudiced in favour of the Canadians; 

he might well exaggerate their sufferings in order to picture 
l 

them as h~roic martyrs to the ambitions of France. The evidence 

of his p~edecessor, Duquesne, however, supports his statement in 

part, and Duquesne 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 

oanadians underwent the labour of transporting supplies over 

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

1. Oorres.Qen._,C 11A,Vol.l00,pp.l53-15ll-. Vaudreuil au Ministre. 
Montreal, Oct. 30, 1755. 
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fifty-five horses which had been provided either died or were worn 

out. 1 • Evidently the Oanadians outhorsed the horses-:- Duquesne 

describes this detachment, on its return, as being"n'etant oomposee 

que de spectres" as a result of the hardship it bad suffered. 2 • 

Furthermore, this expedition certainly coincided with the harvest, 

and, possibly, with sowing, too. 

In 1755, Dieskau 1 s force included 1600 Canadians. The levy of 

militia 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.3· ..... 

In 1756 war was declared. More Regulars, under the. command 

of Montoalm~, were sent out and fighting began in real earnest. 

Militia were pressed into service for transport and for scouting 

and raiding expeditions, besides being draughted for the main 

campaign each summer. 

Frpm 1756 to 17~, most of the militia who were used in the 
J three principal campaigns, served only betwe~the time of sowing 

and that of harvesting. But even if the planting and reaping of 

wheat were not interrupted, the earlier hay harvest must have 

suffered, and gardens and fields been neglected. Certainly the 

summer campaigns precluded any pQssibility of new land being 

brought under cultivation • It is also to be remembered that, 
.. 

although the casualties among the militia do not seem to have 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.:,.99~pp.l+O-l.J.l. -Duquesne au Ministre. 
Quebec, Nov. 2, 1753· The reference is to the detachm-ent, 
commanded by :Marin, dispatched to the Ohio frontierM\_I}t.-,.:~~€j t. Y~'O 
spring o\f 1753· This party built forts Presqu'isle/ana~e·--:sdetif' .-
With the apP*oach of winter 300 men were kept to garrison these 
forts and/r~sl sent home. 

2. Duquesne au Ministre. Montreal, Nov.29,1753· Printed in the 
Bulletin des Recherches Historiquesl~ Vol.XX(l91'+),p.ll

5
• 

3. A Oorres • ..Gen., C"A, Vol.lOO ,p. 202. Breard au Mini stre. ~uebec 
ug.13,1755. ' 



al.w9-ys .Some been excessively numerous, there were/hab1tants who never re-

turned to their farms. 

Some of the other activities did coincide with the two mo-st 

important seasons. To, give only two examples: In the spring 

of 1756, Vaudreuil employed a great number of Qanadians to 

transport provisions to the posts that lay on the route to Fort 

Duquesne, leavipg the sowing of the land of the absentees to the 
1. 

men who remained in the parishes. After Bradstreet 1 s capture 

of Fort Frontenac on August 27, 1758, the panic-stricken Governor 

decided to garrison a camp at La Presentation 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 
be 

harvesting of the crop should hav~n under weigh. 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.3· And the s. de Oourville writes, with reference 

to 1758, 11 Il ntetoit pas extraordinaire que la recolte n'e'O.t pas 

eta abondante, les habitants ne pouvant travailler ~ leurs'terres".'+·~ 

Oblonel Wood estimates that the total number of militiamen 

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

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

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.l0l,pp.lt-g.J+9. Vaudreui1 au Ministre. 
Montr~al, June 15, 1756. 

2·. Ibid., Vol.l03(l),p.l82. Vaudreuil au Ministre. Montreal, 
Sept • 2, 17 5g • 

3-. Ibid., Vol.103, (2) ,p.561+. Memoire,unsigned {175g). Evidently 
a r~sume of a number of letters received from the colony, 
probably\those of Vaudreuil and Doreil. · 

1+. .Memoires du s. de Oourville, p .123. Printed in Hist .Doe. ,First 
Series (Que .Lit. and Hist •. Soc.) 

5· W.Wood, Fight for Oana~ (Fourth edition. Toronto, 1906) 
pp.63-61+. 
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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 occasion1 Vaudreuil estimated that the~e were not more than 

g,ooo militiamen left in the countryside.
1

• And there was no 

one at home to replace the men absent on service, for there is 

little doubt that farming required the efforts of the whole 

family. 2• The situation was serfous enough to cause the Bishop 

to authorize the cures to allow work on Sundays and Saints' days 

and to urge them to help wit-h sowing and harvesting th.emselves.3· 

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. bad never been to war before.~· The Montreal 

government was so depopulated that the crop had to be gathered by 

a common effort. Even the sownspeople were pressed into service, 

for the government was divided into districts, confided to 

inspectors drawn from the ranks of the 11 most honest bourgeoisie" 

who remained in Montreal. The parish cures 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 inspectors were warned that the 

rich must not be favoured more than the poor but everyone's crop 

gathered alike. Although some babitants were sent back from the 

1. Oorres.Gen. 1 011A, Vol.l03(1) ,pp.330-331. Memoire, signed 
Vaudreuil. Mo~treal, Nov.3, 175g. 

2-. _Fo.r example, Kalm observed that women worked in the fields. 
(Travels, Vol.III,p.l931· 

3.· Mandements des Eveque~, Vol.II,p.llO. Feb.l5,1759· 
~ Montcalm £ Bougainville. Quebeo,July 15, 1759· Printed in 

Do~ghty and~~~~~ Siege of ~uebec (Government edition) Vol.IV, 
p.'+. 
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Lac Saint Sacrement fron~ier::. to help, the work, went slowly for 

lack of- labour until Levis arrived, en route for the rapids above 
-

Montreal, and left 350 of his militia to make sure that all the 

harvest was gathered. 1
• 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 cOtes below Quebec. POntbriand wrote in November 1759, 
' 11 Les campagnes ne fournissent point de ressources - - - -, toute 

la o5te de Beaupre et 1 1isle d'Orleans ont ete detruites avant la 
'-

fin du si~ge, les granges, les maisons des habitants, les 

presbitaires ont eta incendies, les bestiaux qui resterent, enleves ' 

ceux qui avoient ete transportee au dessus de ~uebec -ont presque 

tous ete pris pour la subsistance de notre armee de sorte que le 

pauvre habitant qui retourne sur sa terre avec· ea femme et se-s enfants 

sera oblige de se cabanner a la fagon des sauvages, leur recolte 

qu'ils n'ont pu faire qu 1en donnant la moitie sera exposee aux 

injures de l'air, ainsi que leurs animaux, les caches qu 1on avoit 

fait dans les bois ont eta decouvertes par 1 •.ennemi et par la 

l'habitant est sans hardes, sans meubles, sans charrues et sans 

outils pour travailler la terre et couper le bOis. - - - - -

De l'autre c6te de la Rivi~re , au sud, 11 y a environ 36 lieues 
" de pays etablis qui ont ete' ~ peu pr~s egalement ravages et qui 

oontenoient 19 paroisses dont le plus grand riombre a ete detruit." 2. 

It might be argued that this description is exaggerated because 

1. _ Memoi_res d:u S.de Oourville,pp.l5g-159· Printed in Hist.Doc., 
·First Series (Que .Lit. and Hist. So c); Oorres.Gen., O"A, Vol.l04( 1) 
pp-.93-98 .\ Rigaud de Vaudreuil au Ministre. MontrealJ Sept·;l3, 1759.' 
Rigaud was Governor of the Montreal government. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.104-(2);PP·553-555· Description Impar faite 
le la Mis~re du Oanad.a, par 1 1Eveque de Q•e.beo. Montreal Nov 5 

fr~m Pontoriand ' • ' 1759. Enclosed with a letter/to'tne Minister. Montreal 
Nov.9,1759· PP•649-550. r J 
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the Bishop makes it his ground for an appeal ~o the charitable 

for assistance. The evidence, however, is substantiated by 

letters and journals of English officers. Fo~ example, Captain 

John Knox describes the burning of houses and crops 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. 1 • 

In the following year babitants began to drift back to the 

lands below Quebec and the numerous deserters from the army at 

Montreal presumably returned to the cOtes. But the war was not 
'• 

over and a great many militia remained under arms at least unt±l 

Levis1 retreat from Quebec in MBV, 1760. Demands were still being 

made on whatever small resources of cattle and wheat the 

habitants had left. 2 • Moreover, 1759 did not see the last of 

the devastation of the countryside. For example, in August,l760, 

Murray, oomi~g 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, ~O% of the harvests 

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

1. Knox, Hi;torioal Journal (Toronto, Ohamplain Soo.,l91~) Vol.II: 
p .56. Sept •. 1,. 1759; p .136. Sept. 20, 1759. See also 
The Montresor Journals, (Ed. by G.D.Scull. New York Historical 
SOciety COllections, 1881) pp. 229-231. Oapt.John Montresor 
to Col. James Montresor. Quebec, Oct. 5, 1759. One of the 
letters, written in journal fQrm,whioh together make up 
Montresor's journal of the siege. 

2. Pi~ces Militaires, p.213. Memoire, signed Vaudreuil. April 16, 
1760; Lettres de Vaudreuil, p.195. Vaudreuil ~ Levis. May 19 
1760; Let t.re s de Le vis, p. 321+, Le vis ~ Vaud~euil. May 25, 1760; 
Levis. Journal, p.~03. Sept.6, 1760; Can. Arch.Report, 1905, 
Vol.I(~)~ p·.6. Vaudreuil ~ Dumas. Mo!ltreal, March 16, 1760; 
p.l~. Dumas A Vaudreuil. March 13, 1760; p.19 Dumas A 
Vaudreuil. March 2~,1760; p.27. Dumas A Vaudreuil. April 1g,1760. 

3·• Xnox, Historical Journal (Toronto, Ohamplain Soc.,191!t-) 
Vol.II, p.50~. Aug.21 and 22, 1760. 
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of the farms; that~, from 17~5,_ 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, unp~ogressive at the 

best of times, had sunk to an exceptionally low level by the 

close of the French regime. 

II . A.gricul tural~-· 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 sel~ing 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 marke~ places. For exampl~, in 17~5 

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 

that the goods should be sold only on the market. 1 · The 

object of this ordinance was only to restore order but another 

ordinance, issued in 17~6, gives evidence of forestalling and 

regrating. Certain individuals met the babitants coming into 
or town on market day,/even went into the c6tes, and bought up the 

' 

1. Moreau St. Mery 00ll.,F3, Vol. 13, pp.2~5-2~7. Ordonnance~ 
du Lieut~nant General de la Prevote de Quebec. Quebec,May 1~ 1 17lt5. 
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supplies, which they then resold in the towns at a much higher 

pr1ce.1 • 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 

paroisse~ 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 supp1ies.3· 

The babitant might also dispose of his produce to the shop-

keepers who set up in some of the rural parishes. These merchants 

evidently did a thriving trade to judge from the vigor of the 

complaints of the "negoc·iants 11 of Quebec One of their grievances 

was that the country merchants bought up food stuffs which would 

otherwise have been sold at a reasonable price on.the market place 

and then exploited the needs of the townspeople. ~. This 

complaint was voiced by the syndic of the Quebec merchants. in 17~1 

1. 
2. 

4. 

Moreau St.Mery Ool1.,F3,vo_l.13,pp.2g5-286. Quebec,Apri1 13,17~6· 
Re£ertoire des Arrets,etc. (ed.by E.Z.Massicotte)p.ll2. Jan.ll, 
17 g. ' 
Ord.des Int:M31,Vo1.: .. XVIII,pp.93-95· Ordonnance de Hooquart. 
Dec .22,1745 ·M33, Vol.XX,pp .177-178 •. Ordo_I'l:nanoe ·de Bigot. 

Sept.lS, 175~; Repertoire des Arr~ts etc: p.10S. Ordonnance 
de Beau~rnois et La Rouvilli~re (Sous- Intendant de Montre& ). 
June 4, 1745; p.110. Ordonnance de Monrepos. June 1, 1747. 

Oorres.Qen., 011A, Vol. 75,pp .l+-15, 23-25, Memo ire, S.Desauniers, 
sindic des negoceants de Quebec, A Beauharnois et Hooquart. 1741. 
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and was repeated by Franquet some twelve years later.1 • 
of 

A considerable quantity of wheat and/other commodities was 

also bought locally for the King's service. The authorities 2. 
( 

arranged with contractors to supply the necessary provisions, 

flour,meat, and vegetables, for the Stores at prices that were fixed 

each year. The contracts were not given on the basis of the 

lowest tender but were bestow~d upon some individual. Hocqua.rt, 

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. 3· This 

practice obvio~sly lay open to abuse and it seems highly probable 

that mo-no.poJ.~y existed from the beginning of our period. 

When Bigot came to Canada in 174g 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.~· 
Some complaints of monopQ;ly bad been made in Ho cquart 's regime~ 

after 174g they continued to be made while the Minister continued 
--., 

to urge Bigot to adopt the method of public adjudication.5· 

' . 

1. Franquet, Uemoires et -V~yages,p.l54 
2.i.e. The Intendant and Oontroller,acting together,in Quebec,and_ 

the "Sous Intendant 11 in Montreal. 
3· Oorres.Gen., 0°A, Vol. 76,pp.5g-59,Hocquart au Ministre.Quebec, 

Oct.30,17~1. The Minister,in reply,acquiesced although he was 
not convinced of the soundness of the arrangement.(Ordres et 
De~@ches,BI.Vo1.74(2),p,1~3- Minis~re ~ Hooquart.Versai11es, 
Fep.27, 17~2). -

4. Memoir~ pour Bigot t.II,p.~1. Si~11ar evidence with reference 
to Montreal is given in the Memoire pour le Sieur Martel,pp.25-26-. 

5· Ordres et D6p@ches,Ba:Vol.8G~P· 7l.f.. Ministre ~ Bigot .. Versailles 
A£ri1 11, 17~9.Vo1.93,~p.~3-, .Ministre! Bigot.Versailles May l 
1T51~·Vol.95,Qr:·ll0-112. Ministre ~ Bigot Versaill M 1'9 

1 1 

VVol1 • 7,pp. 11186-lS9.M~inistre~~BBigot.Versa1lles Jun~s1gat~~3~1752; o • 9,pp. -117. 11n1stre c:2. igot. Versa1 Ies'June t 1 , 
' ' . . . ---·-·--·····------------------- --

.J 
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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 

sub'rosa.}mtill757· In that year it emerged into the open when 
J 

Cadet, one of the Intendant's clique, contracted to supply all the 

provisions for the service and was given the title of 11~'Tmitionnaire 

- General". Although Cadet's name alone~appears, the SS.Pean, 

Morin, Corperon, and Penissault were associated with hi~. 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 colonial currency. 

During ·the first few years, when the harvest failed three 

times in succession, voluntary trade practically ceased. But~ 

11 trade 11 was forced upon the reluctant habitants by the hand of 

authority. For example, in the fall of 17~2, after the 

second crop failure, very little wheat or flour was coming into 

Quebe~, 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" . 2• And, ·in fact, agents were sent into the ootes to 
' have two or ·three thousand minots of wheat threshed for the 

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

1. Memoire pour M.J-H.Pean,pp.l25-136; Memoires du S.de Oourville, 
pplt~64~69. Printed in Hist.Doc., First Series (~ue.Lit. and 
Hist.Soc.); Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.93,P·43. Ministre au 
Bigot. ' Versailles, May 7, ~ 751. 

2·. Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol. 77,pp.46-'+7. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Quebec,Oct.26,17~2. 
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stores.1 • The following year similar measures were· taken~ this 

time to buy up three to four thousand minots. 2 • 

As Bocquart pointed out, it was a delicate business to take 

from the laa.bitants part .of the g,rain which they needed for their 

own subsiata.nce~ • 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 cure in each parish which he visited, of 

exactly how much could be taken justly from each habitant. These 

"etats de r9partition11 were to be executed by~ithe local captain.~+· 

In 17~~~ the S.Est~be, who was sent to buy flour in the cotes 
. 

of Beaupre and of the Ile d'Orleans, was authorized to .have the 
~-

; 

militia captains inspect the granaries of those who refused to 

contribute, and he himself was to seize any wheat he would find 

in mills, situated in those districts,that were owned by various 

inhabitants of Quebec.5. 

The return of better times coincid-ed with an increased demand 

for provisions as a result of the war (17~~-17~g), and the royal 

purchases and prices increased together.~· After 17~g prices 

1 •. Inv.des Qrd., Vol.III,pp.31-32.0ct.30,17!+2; Oorres.Gen.;cnA, 
Vol.[7,P·53. Beauharnois et Hooquart au Mini~tre. Q~~bec, 
Nov.6. 17~2. · 

2. Proc~s verbal de Lanou1111er de Boisclerc,Grand Voyer. (Oct. 
17~3) Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, 
Vol.XXXVI(l930)p.l90. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.80,p.3. Hooquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.l4-, 17~3. 

~. Ord.des Int. ;· M30, Vol.XVIIlpp .16g-169. Ordonnance de 
Hooquart. Quebec, Oct.11, 17~3. 

5· Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,pp.59-50. July 3', 17~1+. 
6. Corres.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.g8,p.l0. Hooquart au Ministre. ~uebeo, 

Sep t • 2!~, 17~ 7 : 
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remained high and the habitant was anxious to se11. 1 • There is 

no evidence that any new land was bDught under cultivation as a 

result of the larger demand but probably most of the land already 

1 i 
2. c eared was g ven over to wheat. Apparently the habitants 

deprived themselves for the sake of the high prices the-ir pro.duce 

would fetch .... Kalm, writing in 1749, declared that the country 

people were "content with meals of dry bread and water, bringing 

all other provisions, such as butter, cheese, flesh, poultry, 

eggs, &J. to to\~, in order to get money for them~3· 

The crop failure of 1751 put an end to this flourishing trade 

and the authorities had once more to resort to their customary 
'j_ 

means of buying provisions by authority. • The preparations 

made for the Regulars who were sent out in 1755,5. must have 

revived the trade a little but the subsequent 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 it. The result was that the habitants were subjected to 

f ff . f 6. repeated levies of oodstu s that they could 111 a ord to spare. 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.92,p.98. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.7, 
17~g; Vo1.97,p.219. La Jonqui~re au Ministre. Quebec,Nov.5, 
1751. ' 

2. Of. supra p. 6S. 
3·. Kalm, Travels Vol.III,p.l92 
It- Corres.G~n.,011A,Vol.9g,pp.86-89. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 

May g, 1752. ,-A , 
5· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.l01,p.l32. Ministre a Varin. 

Versailles, Feb# 17, 1755· 
6. e.g. Montcalm, Journal: p.222.June 2~-28,1757; p.330. Jan.21, 

175g; Levis, Journal,_ ,pp.l72-173· Feb.9- March 12, 1759;, see 
also supra., p. 97 Etc. 
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The situation was made more difficult by the habi"tants' very 

just ·suspicions of the paper money. There is little doubt that 

habitants hid cattle and grain rather than sell it for the 

depreciated paper. This was the opinion both of Montcalm1 ·and 

of Bigot.
2

• In the summer of 1759 the Montreal government 
- -

produced, in return for specie, over six thousand minots of 

grain, although the district 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 forthcoming to maintain the 

army for a month.~. 
Export and import trade in comestibles was under the close 

supervision, and largely under the direction, of the government. 

Canada- exported foodstuffs to Ile Royale, Martiniq~e, and Santa 

Domingo, chiefly 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 o~ not 

Canada would be able to supply the other colonies.5· On receipt 

of a statement of the quantity of supplies needed 6• the 

~ 

1. Montcalm, Journal, p.607. Sept. 9, 1759 
2. Malartic, Journal, p.2~2. 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. 

3·. Uontoa~m, Journ~l, p.572. July 12, 1759. 
~ Lettres de L6vis, P•375· Levis ~Belle Isle. Aug.7, 1760. 
5· Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol.70(l),p.225. Memoire du Roy ~ 

Beauharnois et Hocquart. Marly, May 13, 17~0. 
6. e.g. Ibid: Vol.7~(2),pp.l22-123. Ministre a Hocquart. 

Versailles, Feb. 11+, 1742; Vol.~l, p.90.. Ministre A Hocquart. 
Versailles, ·March 10, 1745. 
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l. 

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. 2 • Thus a few merchants derived 

the lion's share of the profit from the export trade. 

The contractor r · bought up wheat in the oountryside, probably 

mostly from seigniors and from rural storekeepers and had it 

ground at some of the mills in the vicinity of Quebec.3· At 

least some of these mills were the property of residents of the 

town;~· 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 Oanadian-owned vessels. 5· Both the provision of the 

flour and the carrying trade were monopolised by B;got's clique 

during the first few years of that Intendant 1 s regime while the 
,,. 

colony was still exporting foodstuffs.· · 

1. Oorres .Gen., O"Ali Vol. 73,PP .123-12'+. Hocquart au Mini stre. 
Quebec, Nov.2, 17.0. 

2-. Ordres et Depeohes ,BJ; Vol. 70(1) ,pp. 73-7'+. Ministre ~ 
Hocquart. Vers~illes, April 2, 17~0; Vol.7~(2),p.l24. Ministre 
A Hocquart. Versailles; Feb.l~, 1742; Vol.95 1 p.ll2. Ministre 
l Bigot. Versailles, May 19, 1752. 

3· Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.352-353· Ordonnance de 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec, Sept.29, 1732. This ordinance 
deals with the distribution of six sieves t~ the King had sent 
to the Colony in an effort to improve the quality of the flour 
exporte~.~ These six were not enough to provide for all "les 
moulins ou les marcban4s envoyent ordinairement moudre leurs 
bleds,pou+ leur Qo_mmerce 11 , and were given therefore to the 
principal m~lls,viz those at Sault-~-la-Puce, Petit-Pre,Beauport, 
Pointe-de-Levy,Saint Nicolas, and Saint-Famille (on the island 
of ~O:r~ea~s) •. 

4. Supra, P• 102 · 
5·· e.g. Oorres.Gen.,O"A: Vol.74,p.16Q. Varin au Ministre. May 27, 

1740; Vol.77,PP•314,326,32g. Hocquart au.Ministre. Quebec, 
Ju~e 11,1742; Vol.8g,p.136. Hocqpart au Ministre. Quebec 0 t 
17~7- ' c ·31, 
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There was also a certain amount of trade carried on privately. 

Some Canadian merchants dealt in farm produce, exporting flour, 

biscuit, and vegetables but apparently little or no~trade was done 

in meat. On one occasion Hocquart had a Quebec merchant export 
1. 

30 head of cattle and 150 sheep to Ile Royale 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 
2. were never successful. There was a market for meat3and 

probably an extensive one also for hides but, as we hare seen, the 

''-Canadians rarely raised a surplus of livestock. • 

Canadian dealers found markets in Ile Royale and in the French 

West Indies and also did a trade in supplying provisions for tbe 

crews of ships in port. 5 • A large part of the carrying. trade 

was done by French and West Indian ships that had brought goods 

to Canada. It was a common practice for these ships, after dis-

cbaXging their cargoes at Quebec, to load with foodstuffs which 

they carried down to Ile Royale. The Canadian products were there 

disposed of to the inhabitants or to the crews of fishing and 
6· trading vessel·s, and a cargo of cod taken on for the return voyage. 

1. Oo~res•Gen., 0'"4-~o Vol.gl(2) ,pp.359-360. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept.7, 17~~. 

2·. Ibid., Vol.89,pp. 21,23. Hooquart au Ministre .Quebec,Nov. ~~ 17lt-7 ;, 
Odre-s et Dep~ohes,B,Vol.g9,pp.glt--89. Ministre A La Jonquiere et 
Bigot. Vers~illes, April 11, 17lt-9. 

3· e.g. Qorres.Gen.,O"A Vol. 76,pp.195-196. Memoire sur le 
Oommerce_de Canada. (1741); Ordres et Dep~ches,E,Vol.76(l),p.370. 
Me~q~re du RQy A Beaubarnois et Hocquart.,Versailles,May 31, 17~3 

~. Supra, P• 75-77,81-82, 
5· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A, Vol. 75,p.1!t. Memoire du S.Desauniers a 

Bea~~rnois et_Hocquart. 17lt-1. 
6. Ibid:, Vol.76,p.l8lt-. Memoire sur le Oommeroe de Canada. (171+1)· 

Vol·. 79~ P•377. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oc1; .8, 17lt-3. ' 
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The government 1 in the hope of stimulating agriculture in the 

colony, pursued a policy of encouraging this trade, For example, 

i~ 1732, the King, in an effort to improve the quality of the 

flour exported, sent six sieves to the colony to be distributed 
1. 

among the principal mills around Quebec. Two years later 

four more sieves were sent, this time for she Montreal government.
2

• 

Ina further effort to increase the export of Oanadian flour, the 

King, in 17!l.o and in 17'+1, gave " the most exact orders" to prevent 

the importation of foreign flour into I!e Royale, so as to leave · 

the market free for the Canadian artiole.3· 

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 re~sons, 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 11 properly 

so-called. W~en there was a dearth in the colony, the Intendant 

sent t·o;the.Minister of Marine a statement of the amount of flour 
1+. the colony needed for subsistanoe until the next harvest. The 

1. Edits et Ordonnancest Vol.II, PP·352-353· Ordonnance de 
Beauharnois et Hooquar • Quebec, Sept. 29, 1732. 

Ibid., p·.363. Quebec, Feb.g, 173'+. ·· 
3· Ordres et Depeches et Do1.70(1), pp.222-223. Memoire du Roy a: 

Beauharnois et Hooquart. M&:r;Ly, Uay 13, 17l.f-0; Vol. 72,p .229. -
Memoire du Ro~ A Beauharnois et Hooquaxt. Maiy, May 12, 17l.f-1. 

l.J.. e-.g. Oorres-. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.~O. p·•3· Hooquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.l4, 17'+3._ 



Minister then arranged with merchants in the ports to make shipments 
1. to Oanada and these envoys were paid for by the government. If 

the-colony were in immediate need, the Intendant might send to Ile 

Royale for flour from the King's stores there. 2 • When the flour 

arrived at Quebec it was placed in the royal storehouses whence it 
~. seems usual~y to have been sold to the bakers.~ Thus the import 

trade was solely in the bands of the government. Colonial exporters 

did not turn about and become importers when the occasion demanded. 

Apparently residents in Canada had nothing to do with the trade, 

save in exceptional cases. For example, one one occasion, the 

ss. Havy and Lef~bvre, agents_of Dugard et Oompagnie of Rouen, 

arranged with Hocquart, subject to the Minister's pleasure, to 
4. 

have l,oOO quarts· of flour sent from Rouen to the King 1 s Stores 

in Quebec.5· The SS.Gradis of Bordeaux who shipped flour to 

Canada in 17526·were in partnership with the two colonial officials, 

Breard and Bigot. After 1757, of course, the Munitionaire-

General imported provisions for the Stores. 

1. e.g. Ordres et Depeches,B~ Vol.76(l),p.l03-10~. Ministre au 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, Feb.l3, 17~3; Vol.7g{1), 
p·.]~. Ministre au Beauharnois et Hocquart. Versailles, March 13, 
17ft.~. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.77,pp.57-5g· Beauharno4.s et Hocquart a 
Duquesne et Bigot. Nov. 6, 17~2. Copy enclosed with a letter 
from Beaubarnois and Hocquart to the Minister, Nov.6, 17~2. 

3·. e-.g. Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol.80,p.52. Hocquart au Ministre .• 
Quebec, _O~t.30, 17~3. 

l.t-. ~~ The quart is a small barrel containing about 100 kilogrammes . 
(or about 200 pounds) of flour. 

5· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.gO,pp.3-l+. Hocqua.rt au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.l'+, 17'+3. 

6. Ibid., Vol.98, p.ll2. Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, Sept.9,1752. 



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.3· But the authorities 

evidently believed in rising above their own regulations,tor the 

prohibition did not apply to the government. Between the fall 

of 1741 and June of_the following year, 4g3 quintals of flour were 

sent to Ile Royale in part fulfillment of an 11 approvisionment 

'+ extraordina.ire 11 of 13g0 quintals which Bigot had requested in 

order to 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 g53 quintals of vegetables. 5· 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.73,p.l23· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Nov.2, 171.!-0. 

2• Ibid., Vol.75,p.35g. Beaubarnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
Oct~ 2, 1741. 

3 3-. Moreau St. :Mery ... Ooll. F , Vol·.13, pp.72-75. Ordonnance de 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebec 1 March 27, 1742. 

4. Bigot was Intendant at Ile Royale before he came to Canada. 
5· Ordres et Dep~ches,B1 Vo1.7~(2),pp.122-123. Ministre a Hocquart. 

Versailles, Feb~l'+, 174-2; Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol. 77: pp.323-329. 
Hocquart 'au Ministre. ~uebec, June 11, 17~2; PP·335-336. 
Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, June 2g, 17~2. 
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From the fall of 17'+2 to the~fall of 17'+1+, not even. the 
~ 

government, with all its authority, could make way against the 

desperate situation in which the colony found itself. The 
•• 1. 

prohibition to export was repeated in October 17~2 and again in 

March 171+3, 2 • and shipments to Ile Royale came·· to a complete stop, 

with the exception of one _ of 360 quintals of pease in June 

171+3; Bigot had asked for 650 quintals.3· On the other hand, in 

the autumn of 174-2 urgent requests were made to France ·to send 

2000 q~arts of flourJ.t.and to Ile Royale for an envoy of 4oo quarts~· 
. 6 

all of which arrived in due course in the following summer, • 

together with an additional ~00 quarts from Ile Royale that had 

been asked for in July 1743.7. In the fall of that year, after 
-

another extremely bad harvest, 3000 quarts of flour were requested 

from France and 1000 quarts from I1e Royaleg·and the colony 

endured many months of suffering~·until the shipments began to 

arrive in the following September(17~4-). 10 · 

1. Moreau St.Mery Ooll.,F3, Vo1.13,PP·331~333· Ordonnance du 
oonseil Superieur. Quebec, Oct.25, 17~2. 

2·. Ibid., pp .14 3-ll+g. Ordonnance de Beauharno is et Ho cquart • 
Quebec, March 30, 1743. 

3• Oorres.Gen.,C11A,Vol.SO,p.gg_ Varin au Ministre. Quebec, 
June 26, 17'+ 3 • _ 

4-. Ibid., Vol.77: p.16. Beauhaxnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept. 17, 174-2; pp.G0-61. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Mi~i.a~re. Quebec, Nov.13, 17'+2. 

5· Ibid., P•57· Beauharnois et Hooquart a Duquesne1 et Bigot. 
Nov.6, 1742. Oopy enclosed with a letter from Beauharnois and 
Hooquart to the Minister of the same date. 

6. Ibid., Vol.79: P•3· Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
Montreal, June 17, 17'-1-3. (Shipment from Ile Roya1e,arrived May 
29); p.291. Hocquart au Ministre. ~uebec,July 1'+,17~3. (Ship­
ment from France,arrived July 5); p.311. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Qu~b~o, Aug.91. 17~3. (Shipment from France,arrived Aug.9.) 

7• Ibid: pp.29~-301. Hocquart a Duquesnel et Bigot. July 19,17'-1-3. 
(Oopy); p.42. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.1'+, 17'+3. (This shipment arrived on Aug.26). 

8. Ibid., 4P•39-~0. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec 
9· OchU:;toi:81(2),p.31iLHocquart au Ministre.~uebec,July 22,17~l.J.. 

10. Ibid.,pp.357-35g· Hocquart au Ministre, ~uebec,Sept.7,17h-ti.. 
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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. 1 • 

Export to Ile Royale was resumed in September 17~~~ after Oanada 

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 quarts of the flour received from France and 177 quarts 

of Oanadian 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. 2 • In the early 

summer of 17~5 further shipments were made to Ile Royale3but 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 Indies 

during the period; it is possible that little or none was 

attempted. However there was an outlet for Canadian foodstuffs 

in Acadia where supplies were required by the troops on service 

and by the Micmacs, allies of the French. 4 • 

In the summer of 174g it was apparent that the harvest was 

going to be meagre and La Galissonni~re and. Hooquar-t determined 

to limit export. However, Martinique was so much in need that a 

1. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.g1(2),p.505. Hocquart au :Ministre. 
Quebec, Octe 21+, 1744; Ordres et Dep~ches,,B, Vol.81,p~S. 
Ministre a Hocquart. Versailles, March 10 1 17~5. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.81(2),pp.372-373· Hooquart a Bigot. 
Queb~c, , Sept .2~, 17'+4- ( Oopy) · 

3.· Ibid.,Vol.g3,pp.282~2g3. Hooquart au Ministre. June 1g,17~5. 
~ Ibid., Vol.gS,pp.l36-137· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 

Oct. 31, 171+7. 
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considerable number of shipments during the course of the summer 

had to be allowed. 1 • The crop, while anythi;g but good, permitted 

the sending of a certain amount of provisions to Ile Royale. 2
• 

Shipments of supplies to Louisbourg and to Acadia continued 

until the autumn of 1750. 3 • In the spring of the following year 

export was forbidden by La Jonquiere and Bigot who gave as their 
the _. 

reason the fact that/large purchases of 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 
tt-. 

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 Oanada.5. A certain amount of 

provisions was received from France in May 6 but the bulk of them 

did not arrive until the following autumn!· 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.Gen. 1 011A,Vol.90-9l,p.221. Hocqua.rt au :Ministre. 
Quebec, Aug.l6, 17~g. 

2• Ibid.,Vol.92,p.l03. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.?, 17~g. 
3· Ibid: Vol.93,p.262. Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec,Sept.26,17~9;; 

Vol.93,pp.313-315. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.11,17~9; 
Vo1.96;p.50. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.25, 1750. 

4. Ord~des Int.,M 32, Vo1.XIX,pp.~26-~27. Ordonnance de La 
Jonqui~re et Bigot. Quebec, March 19, 1751; Oorres.Gen.,C"A, 
Vol.97,pp.27-2S. La. Jonquiere au Ministre. Quebec, May 5,1751. 

5· Ordres et Dep@ches,B,Vo1.95·PP·40-~l. Ministre a La Jonquiere 
et Bigot. Vers~illes, Feb. 2g, 1752. 

6. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.9g,p.l01+. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
May .l5, 1752. 

7• Ibid: p.ll2. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.9, 1752; p.175. 
Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.26, 1752. 

g. Ordres et Depeches,B, Vol. 95,pp.l+O-~l. Mi-nistre ~ La Jonquiere 
et Bigot. Versailles~ Feb.2g, 1752. 
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From 1751 the prohib~tion to export was renewed ev·ery year. 1 • 

The explanation is, of course, that in the~e years of preparation 

for war and of war, all the food that the colony could rai$e, 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 colony was not even 
~ 

to be allowed to provision ships from France which arrived in 

Port; the-se vessels were to carry enough supplies for the return 

voyage. 2• By way of enforcing the law, Bigot had the sieves 

sealed in all the mills in the cote du Sud from Pointe-de-Levy to 

Kamouraska and in Beaupre and on'the island of Orleans.3· The 

mills in the Quebec government were sealed again from the beginning 

of January 175g but the object this time was to force the 

habitants to conserve enough grain for the next sowing rather than 

to prevent export.~• According to Pean, the issuing of the 

ordinance was to be followed by an appraisal of the amount of 

wheat in the colony, in order to judge how much grain might be 

ground.5· 

In the fevered years that followed after the declaration of war, 

only one factor 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.17~-175. Oct.6, 1752; p.l81. Sept.29, 
1753; pp.1g9-190. Nov.2~, 175~; p.193. 0<:$ .1, 1755; p.200. 
Oct.26, 1756; p.206. Sept.l5, 1757; p.210. June 28, 1758. 

2. Ordres et D8peches1 B,Vo1.101,pp.l32-133· Ministre a Vaxin. 
Vaudreuil, Feb.l7, 1755. -

3·· Ord. des Int., M 33~ Vol.XX, pp.317-330. Ordonnance de Bigot. 
Quebec, Oct. 8, 1755. 

1+-. Richer \ (cure o_f; _Quebec), Journal, .P .JOlt. Dec. 21+, 1757. 
Printed in .the Bulletin des Recherche a Historiques, Vol, IX; 
Montcalm, Journal, p. 327, Dec.25, 1757;_ Lettres de Montcalm, 
p.llO. Montcalm a Levis. Dec.30,. 1757. 

5. Memoire pour M. J-H.Pean, pp.306-307. 



From 1756 on, the oolony was never satisfied. The people were 

placed 9n short rations and there are repeated references to the 
1. 

suffering they endured. Large shipment.s did arrive, in spite 
/ 2. 

of the English blockade, but they were not adequate. It is 

rather curious to note that in spite of the contract made with 

Qadet, the King also sent supplies.3· After 175g however, 
!+. 

Franee, nearing exhaustion, could give very little help. The 

last assistance that reached the colony was that brought by the 

s. Kanon for the Munitionnaire•s account in May 17:9. Kanon 1 s 

fleet which consisted of some twenty merchant ships, escorted by 

five or six· ·frigates?·was almost laid by the heels when it met thE 

English fleet in the Gulf. 

of only two ships .. 6 · 

However, it e soaped with the loss 

1. e·.g; Bougainville, Journal, p.21+'+ •. Nov.22, 1756. Printed 
in the Rapp.de L'Arch., 1923-1921+; Lettres de Montcalm, 
p. 63. Montcalm [ Levis. Quebec, .. Sept.26, 1757; Montcalm, 
Journa.l, p. 351. May- 16, 175g, Etc. 

2. Moreau St Mery Ooll., F5, Vol. l~l p.421. Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept. 3, 1756; Pontbriand a aes soeurs. Queoec, 
June 17, 175g. Printed in the Bullet~n des Recherches 
Historiques, Vol. A..A. p.3g9. Etc. 

3·• Oorres. Gen.,0 11A, Vol.l02, pp. 370-373· Resume de la 
situation du Canada, porte au Roy, Oct. 7, 1757. (Synopsis of 
letters received from the colonial officials); Ordres et 
Depeches, B, Vol. 107, p.l21. Ministre au Bigot. Versailles, 
re b f 10' 17 5g • 

~. Levis, Journal, p. 176. May 9, 1759. Levis received his 
informat~on from Bou~ainville, just returned from Fra~~e. 

5• Jean Olaud:e_ Panet (ancien notaire de Quebec), Journal, 
pp. 3-4. Printed in Hist.Doc. Second Series. (Que.Lit. and 
Hi st • So c . ) 

3 6. :Moreau St. Mery Ooll., F , Vol. 15, PP·359-360. Vaudreuil 
au Mini et re. Quebec, May 2~, 1759. 
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The vicissitudes of the trade were of course reflected in the 

fluctua.t'i~Jns in wheat prices. In Canada 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 17~2 to October 17~2 

the official price was 60 sous the minot, 1 •but in June of that 

year the current price was 70- 80 sous, 2 ·in September 90 sous, 3· 
l1 

and in October 100 sous.·· In that month the authorities 

recognized the actual rise in price to the extent of increasing 

the official price to 65 sous.5· The current price of 100 

sous prevailed throughout the winter however, and in March 17~3 

the government was again forced to take cognizance of the facts 
I' 
r·. 

and the official price was advanced to go sous.'-'· 

When the authorities levied wheat in the cotes, they proclaimed 
' a pr-ice, imposed a fine for disobeying the regulation, and then set 

out to buy wheat at the fixed price.7· On occasion however, 

even the· government was cons4rained to pay the c?rrent price, 

irrespective 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 17~2, in that autumn and in the course of the 

winter the government had to pay the prevailing price of 100 sous 
."'1.. 

1. Ord.des Int., M29,Vo1.XVI,pp.289. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
Quebec, March 27, 1742; Moreau St.Mery Cb11., F3,Vo1.13pp.l31-
133· Ordonnance du Oonsei1 Superieur. Quebec,Oct.25, 17~2. 

2. Oo~res.Gen.,onA,Vo1.77,p.327. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
June 11,1742. · 

3· lbid.,p.15. Beaubarnois et Hocquart ~u Ministre. ~uebec,Sept. 
17, 1742. 

~. Ibid.,~p.~6,~8. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.26, 17~2. 

5. Moreau st·.Mery Ooll. I r3' Vo1.13' p .133. Ordonnance du Oonseil 
Sup4.rieur. Quebec, Oct.25,17'+2. 

6. Ord.des Int. 1 M 30,Vol.XVII,p.15. Ordonnance de Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Queoec, .March 30, 17'+3. 

7• e.g. Ibid; Inv.des Ord., Vo1.III,p.62. Sept.20, 17~4. 
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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. 1 • 

The authorities sometimes used their power to tamper with prices 

to bring pressure to bear on the habitants. For example, on 

Sep~em~er 27, 1757 an ord~ce was issued fixing the price of 

wheat at 7 livres the minot until October 15 and 6 livres thereaft~ 

The object was to induce the habitants to thresh at once. 2 • 
\... 

·I have tabulatect·such figures as I have been able to collect 

but they are too discrete to be of much value. I append also a 

graph,~. showing wheat prices from 1729 to 1757, taken from a 

list compiled by ~he Rev. M. Oomte~· The compiler would seem to 

have based his statistics, 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 cure 

gives so~e indication of the direction 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 17~4 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.l5. Ordonnance de Beauha.rnois 
et Hocquart. Quebec, March 30, 17~3. 

2. _ Bougainville, Journal, p.310. Sept.27, 1757. Printed in 
Rapp. de l'Arch.,l923-192~. As I have already pointed out, 
threshing was not usually begun until much later than this. , 

;, "1 • 

~: 
-·~tnfra, p. 119. 
Infra, p. 120 

5. Printed in W.B.Munro, Seigniorial System •· ' P·9~. 
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increased demand, the decreased supply, and, especially, of the 

depreciation of the colonial currency·. 

With the agricultural sit.uation as it was in the last two 

decades of the French regime,. it was inevitable that trade would 

not be well established. Trade was not a factor in determining 

the progress of agrtculture but vice versa. _ There ... was always 

a larier market for Canadian wheat than the colony could supply 

but there is no ... evidenoe. that an~r individual ever went into the 

extensive raising of grain for export. The system of land 

tenure did not, of course, lend itself to large soale farmini• 

Seigniors miiht have set aside extensive domains for the purpose 

but it seems possible that the authorities would have frowned on 

anything that approximated to 11 enclo sure 11 • 

In a colony as isolated as Canada was in the eighteenth 

century the matter of food supply required ser;ous attention. 

,The authorities were fully cognisant of the fact as the care 

taken by the Intendant to obtain exact information as to the 

condition of the crop, 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 agr;cultur~ probably set the p~ce in 
.. 

Oanad.a as no other br~noh of eoon~mic aotivity did. Oonsider, 

for example, the effect of the succession of crop failures in the 

early years of the period. By 171+3,· the construction of ships 
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by private individuals had ceased largely on account of the dearth 

in the colony. In ttJ.e same year Hocquart wrote that the productim 

of iron at St. Maurice would have been ~reater had provisions been 

more plentiful. 1 • Again, as a result of the shortage of provisions, 

the attempt to establish se_)utlers ir.L the vi::i11ity of Fort St. 

Frederic was to a certain extent hindered. 2 • We have seen the 

effect a short harvest mi~ht have on the ex~ort trade;3· it also 

lessened the amount of provisions sent to t~ae fishi:.1c; staticns on 

Labrador coast, 4 • which :1~ust ~-..ave determined the l1Ui1~ber of men 

who could be ewplcyed. ~est of food inevita0ly 

affected ot~er prices i~ tte c0:o~y. 

prices had to oe paid for lw;.uer for the Kir~gt s s:1i~yards during 

t~is first yeriuc of scarcity.5· 

impc :r ta:.:: t act i \.tit J in va:-:a.da. 

of people engaged, bu~-also ~ecause 
... 

Cl i~s widespread influence, 

agriculture can justly be descri'ued as ~te econol'riic ~sis of tt.e 

colcny. 

1. 

2. 

~· 
' . 
5· 

Ciorres.Gen .. ,li 11A,Vol.~O,p.)''-. Hocquart au ilinistre. Quebec, 
0 c t . 23 .7 1 74-3 . 

Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vcl.76(1),pp.J~l-3S2. hlemoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et~Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 17't3. 

Of. also infra, p.201. 
Crd.dcs Int., M3C, Vol.XVii, p.20-27. Ordui"1::ance de Hocquart. 

~u,ebcc, April 30, 17't3· 
Supra, p. 36-37. 



WHEAT PRICES 

O~FI OUL PRI UE 

Date Price per 
minot 

March 27,17~2-oct.25,17~2 •••....•...•. ,J.L. 
2. 

Oct.25,17~2-March 30, 17~3 ••.........• 3 L.5 s. 5· 

Mar eh 30, 171+ 3~0ct .17'+1+ • • • . . . • . . . . . . . • • '+ L. 7 · 

May 1 7 5 2 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 5 L • 
10. 

N 0 V • 1 7 56 - J an • 17 57 • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . l+ L • 15 S . 
1
3 . 

After Feb. 1, 1757 .................... 4 .1,.5 s. 1!+. 

Sept.27,1757-oot.15,1757 ••.•.••....•.• 6 L. 

After Oct.15,1757 ••.•...•.........•... 7 L. 

15. 

16. 

'-'"URRE~'l' PRI ~ 

Date Price per --
minot·/·<; __ _ 

Dec.17~1 ........•........•.. 50s.- 3 L. 

June 17~2 •............ · · · · · · 3 L .10 S.- ~ L. 

Sept. 17~2 ••.•...........••• '+ L .10 S. 

Oct. 17~2-March, 17l+3 ••.•.•• 5~L. 

1 7'+6 - No V • 171+ 7 • • • • · • • · · · • • 3 L .10 S.- ~ L. 

Jan. 1751 ••••.•.... · . · · · · · · • ~ L.15 S. 

May 1752 •................... 7 L. 

Jan. 1755 •.............•.•.• s- L .15 s. 

1. 

3· 
~; 

6. 

8. 

9· 

11. 

12. 

17. 
lg. 

Jan. 175g ••...........•..•.• lg L. 

Jan. 1759 ····•·········•·••• 2'+ L. 
1760 . . . . . • . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 L. - '+o L 19 . • 



1. s.- sous, L. - livres. 
Oorres.Gen.,C"A,Vol.76, p.80. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Dec. 17, 17Lf-1. 

2. fupra, p. 115. 
3· bid. 
ll-. fbid. 
5. Ibid. 
6. fbid. 
7· !bid: Inv. des Ord., Vol.III, p. 62. Sept.20, 17'+'+; Corre.s.Gen.,O•·•A.,Vol.81(2)p.517. Hooquart au Ministre. ~uebeo, Oct.2g, 17~4. 
~. Oorres.Gen.,O"A,Vol.89,p.30. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Nov.'-~, 17!~7. 9· Shortt, Documents, Vol.II,p.905. List of prices enclosed with Bernier to the Minister, April 19, 1759. ·rhis list gives prices current in Jan.l751, Jan.l755, Jan .175g and Jan. 1759. The quinta1 of flour is quoted at 12 L., 1~ L.,'+5 L., and 60 L., The relation between the price of the quintal of flour and the minot of wheat seems usually to have been about 5~'2# The figures given above have been worked out in round numbers, using this Ubi trary ratio, 
10. Oorres.G.en., 0 11A, Vol.9E!, pp.86-87. Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, May 8, 1752. 11. Ibid. 
12. Loo.cit 
13. Inv. des Ord., Vol.III, p.200. Nov. 16, 1756. Old wheat, 5 L.; new wheat, tr. L.lO s. 1ft-. Ibid. Old wheat 4 L. 10 s.; new wheat 1i L. 
15. Su!ra, p. 116 
16. Ib d. 
17. Loc.cit 
18. Loc.cit 
19. Memoires du s. de Oourvi11e, p .180. Prin.ted 1~. Hist .Doe. First Series (~ue .Lit. and Hist. Soc.) 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE FISHERIES. 

In Canada fishing was carried on on a comparatively small scale 

by theAbabitants and on a larger scale by the lessees of fishing 

stations on the Labrador coast. Fishing rights in the colony 

proper were reserved to ~he se1gnio:rr-s. The usual practice 

seems to have been to require the censitaires to ask permission 

to fish in the river in front of their farms. This was doubtless 

only a formality to prevent the "right 11 from lapsing. In some 

cases, however, a clause granting the right to fish was incorporate< 

in the title deeds of the 11 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 specified in their title deeds, to engage in future 

in fishing in front of their farms or on the neighbouring islands 

i 
1. 

without the written perm ssion of their seignior. A few . 

seigniors, it is said, granted their permission only in return for 
2, 

a fee and others leased their rights. In 1730, for instance, 

the s. Orevier of the seigniory of St. J'rangois farmed the right 

to fish in the seigniorial wate:e.s to }one habitant, exoluding all 

others.3· Most of the seigniors, however, allowed the habitants 

1. Edi1s et Ordonnances,Vol.II,p.590. Ordonnance de Bigot. 
Quebec, Feb.lg, 1750. Of. also Vol.II,p.536, Ordonnance de 
Hocquart. Quebec, June lg, 1735. 

2. Guerin, Feudal Canada, p.7g. 
3· Edits et Ordonnances,Vol.II,pp.269-r273· Ordonnance de 

Hocquart. Quebec, March 27, 1732. The other habitantsJ 
protested the legality of Orev1er 1 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 peche 11 , that is, 
' the right to one fish in every eleven caught. It is generally 

stated that when the babitants were fishing for their own use, 

nothing was exacted. When, however1 the fish were for market 

the seignior claimed his due. 1 • 

The habitants, in addition to providing for their own needs, 

carried on a business in supplying the towns. 2 • On the river 

between Three Rivers a.ri.d Quebec Kalm noted what he terms '' a very 

peculiar method of catching fish". 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.3· The 

method is a familiar one to anyone who has visited the lower 

St. 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 great 

numbers, for air, as some conceive; 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 

1. _Munro, Seigniorial Sy.stem,p .11+0; Hen~~~r, Seigniorial 
Regime in.Oanada; pp.l35-136; Guerin, Feudal Canada, pp.77-78. 
The seignigr sometimes commuted his 11 droit 11 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 
of these 

inhabitants/aqueous regions, 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." 1 · 

Boucault writing on the same subject says "--le poisson qu 'ils 
...... 

en tirent meurt presque ~ l 1instant, ils le laissent sur la glace 

o~ il g~le em peu de tems ~ devenir dur comme pierre, et lors 

qu'ile en ont de quoy remplir une carriole, autrement traineau, en 
... 

cbargent une traine comme de bois de corde ils apportent da.ns les 
~ 

marches des villes, pour le vendre, ceux qui en font leurs 

provisions, se servent de la scie ou de la bache lorsque le pqisson 
2 est trop gros et trop long pour n'en prendre qu'~ leur besoin,---

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.3· 

Habitants on the downriver seigniories, such as Isle Verte, 

~ie St. Paul, Rivi~re Ouelle, and Kamouraska, engaged in porpoise 

fishing also. Both the oil and the skins~were saleable. 

Habi tant s evidently formed partnerships to exploit the 11 marsouin 11 , 

for a judgment of 1736 deals with one 11Quimper et ---- ses associel 

habitants of the seigniory of La Pocati~re, whom the S.Dauteuil, 

seignior, had allowed to establish a porpoise fishing in front of 

1. 

2. 

~: 

Knox,Historical Journal (Toronto,Ohamplain Soc.,l9l~)Vol.II, 
pp.311-312. Deo.22 - Dec.31, 1759 _ 

RapE.de 1 1Arch. 1920-1921. p.15. Etat Present du Oanada,par 
le s. Boucault. 175~. -

Franquet, Memoires et Voyages, p.9. July 2~, 1752. 
According to Oharlevoix, the skins, scraped and tanned, were. 

used for 11 vestes and hauts de chausses11 • The priest maintains 
that the leather was so strong that it was bullet-proof. 
Oharlevoix, Jour~1, .P.217,, 11In Oharlevoix Histoire de la 
Nouve1!e France ~Par1s, 17~~) Vol.V. ' 



12lt-. 

the seigniory in return for 10% of the product •1 • 

The authorities in France were very anxious, at least at the 
~ 

beg~nning of our period, to develop the industry. Every royal 

memoire addressed to Governor and Intendant between the years 

17lt-0 and 17~5 urges them to neglect nothing to encourage the 

habitants to continue and expand the fishing.
2

• But the industry 

had been declining since 1721.3. By 1726 Governor and Intendant 

reported that it had become "une p~che fort casuel1e et fort 

diffici1e"~· Certainly the "pesche de marsouins" was not making 

much headway in-our period to judge from ~he royal bemoanings of 

the 11 la.ngueur 11 that had fallen upon the trade and from the royal 

injUnctions-to the colonial officials not to allow the exploita­

tions to come to a stop.5· The general impression that one 

gathers from references to the ind~stry between 17~0 and 17~5 

is that the fishing was carried on in a desultory and unenthusias-

tic fashion by a few habitants. After 17~5 nothing more is 

heard of the porpoise fisheries until 175~ when the s.Boucault 
6 

mentions that porpoise were fished in the lower St. Lawrence. • 

1. Edits et Ordonnanoes, Vol.II, PP-5~1-542. Judgment de La 
Rouvilli~re (acting for Hooquart who was absent in France) 
Quebec, Nov. 10, 1736. Of. also Vol.II,pp.297~29g. Ordonnance 
de Began. Quebec, July 5, 1722. 

2. Ordres et Dep~ches;B: Vol.70(l),pp.226-227. Marly May 13,171+0; 
Vol.72,pp.230-231. Marly, May 12, 17~1· Vol.7~(2),p.~02. 
Fontainebleau, April,30, 17~2~. Vol.76{1),p.375. Versailles, 
Uay 31, 17~3; Vol. 7g(l),p.l~lf:. Versailles, Maroh 2~, 171+~; 
Vol. gl, p.227 •. Versailles, April 2S, 17'+5. 

3·. fauteux, op.oit. t.II, PP·534-537· 
11- Ibid. P'• 537. 
5.· 4uth.o~t~t1es quo_ted supra, note 2 
6 Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1920-19211. p.22. l'Etat Present du Oanada, 

par le eieur Boucault. 175~. 
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A memoire of 17~ refers to the porpoise fisheries as being "tres 

peu cansiderable s'! 1 • 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.Lawrence 

and on the Labrador coast. These posts were described as 

"p~cheries" although they were founded to exploit tlE fur resources 
' of the district and for seal "fishingll which could as well have 

been termed hunting. 2• 

The largest of these posts, Tadoussac, belonged to the King's 

domain. Throughout our period this post was farmed • Up to 

171+9 it was leased by the s. Ougnet, Director of t·he Domaine 

for an annual sum of 4,500 livres.3· The value of the farm is 

indicated by the fact that in 1740, an offer of a rental of 

" 10,000 livres was made.--. Ougnet's lease expire~ in 17~5 but 

owing to war conditions new lesseesoould 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 

annum.6. The widow is said to have retained the post throughout 

1. Oo.rres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.l03(2),p.626. Memoire sur le Oanada.(l58) 
2. Infra, p. 13,3.. 
3· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.72,pp.l09-lll. Ministre au Hocquart, 

Versailles, April 16, 17~·1. 
!t-. Oorres. Gen.,0!1A,Vol.74,p.6g. Declaration, signed De La 

Fontaine et Oomp1 e· The Minister for some unrevealed reason 
did not feel that a change would be desirable. (Ordres et 
Dep~ches,B,Vol.72,pp.l09-lll. Ministre a Hocquart. Versailles, 
Apr~l 16, 1741.) 

5· Oorres.Gen.,O"A, Vol.g3,p.387. Hocquart a;u Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.26, 17~5· _ .Vol.85,P·357. Hocquart au Ministre. Q,uebec, 
Sept.l8,, 17l+l;; Vol.gs-,p.60. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec Oct.2 
171+ 7. - ' ' ' 

6. Ibid: Vol.92,p.105. Bigot· au Ministre. Quebec,Nov. 8, 171+g. 
Vol.93, p.259. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.25, 1749. ' 
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the French regime and for some years after tbat. 1 • 

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 21+0 miles. The territory stretched north to the headwaters 

of the river draining into the St. ~awrence. 2 • 

As the Minister once pointed out to Bigot, peltry was the 

principal item in the trade of Tadoussac.3· Peltry included ooth 

furs bought from the Indians and sealskins. The 11 Traite de 

Tadoussac 11 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 o~ Tadoussac as the central 

entrepot. Of the posts set up to tap the fur resources that 

lay inland, the most important was Ohicoutimi,on the upp~r 

Saguenay, 30 leagues from Tadoussac. The annual product was 

ordinarily 3,000 poU11ds of beaver and 2,000 marten skins, besides 

bear, lynx, and otter. The post was said to have returned, at 
k 

times, furs to the value of !~o,ooo livres • ..~. 

1. Rapp. de l'·Arch., 1920-1921, p, 63. Preamble to a document 
printed here. The document is a description by the S.Fornel 
of ~~s discovery of the Baie des Eskimaux. 

2. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.361-362. Ordonnance de 
Hocquart. Quebec, May 23, 1733· 

3· Ordres et Dep~ches,ll,Vol.91,p.226. Ministre A Bigot. 
Versailles, J~e 11+, 1750. 

~. Infra, p. 14~. 
5· Jesuit Relations (Thwaites) Vol.LXIX,p.llO. Memoire par le 

P.Olaude Godefroi Ooguart _sur les Postea du Domaine du Roi.(l750) 
O~uart was assigned to the Saguenay Mission in 17~6 and remained 
there until 1757 when he returned to Quebec. (op.oit. p.290, 
note 15) 
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Trade was carried on also at a number of other posts established 

h 1 . 1 • . t t b t . th on t e akes and r1vers, ~wh1ther agents were sen o ar er w1 

the Indians of the district, chiefly for marten and caribou. 

f 
2. 3. 

Three o these lesser posts were dependent on Ohicou.timit 

possibly all the others depended directlion TadOussac. It is 

probable that agents were in continual residence only·in these 

entrepots. 
!t 

~long the St. Lawrence, eight posts were establi~hed, · • of 

which the mos~ important seem to have been Tadoussac, Sept Isles,and 

the lle Jeremie. Tadoussac produced only 100 to 120 marten 

skins, 30 lynx1 and some fox, and a few pounds of castoreum. The 

main occupation was seal fishing, of which the return was usually 

~0 to 90 casks of oil and 500 to 600 3ealskins. The product of 

Sept Isles was, as a rule, over 35 casks of oil, some beavex; a 

great many caribou hides, and sometimes as many as ~00 marten. 

The Ile Jeremie returned 35 to ~0 hogsheads of oil, ~00 to 500 

beaver pelts, and ~00 or more marten, as well as caribou,sealskin, 

and sometimes fox.5· 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. 6 included a number of posts. In 173 , Frangois Bissot, 

l 

1. Infra, P. 11+1+. 
2 • viz, \ Lake St • John, Mi etas sini, and A shuapmuchouan . 
3· Jesuit Relations, (Thwaites)-Vo1.LXIX,p.l10. Ooquart,Memoire. 

April, 5, 1750. 
~. Infra, p. 144. 
5. J e sui·:} Relations ( ~rhwai t e s) Vo 1, LXIX, pp. 91+, 108, 110, 120. Ooquart, 

Memo1re. A~.:r.11 5, 1750 · 
6. J.nfra, p • I4-LI-. 



seignior, leased the concessions to the s. Volant for twenty-one 

years. 1 • 

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. 2• 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 11 concessionaire 11 

and one or more mercrhants in Quebec who undertook to supply the 

necessary provisions and sometimes the vessels to transport them.3· 

For example, in 1732, the s. Frangois Martel de Brouague, incum­

bent of the Ba.ye Phelypeaux, entered .into partnership 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 1s ships, had them refitted 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. 4. 

In 1736, the s. Bazil.e, a ~uebec merchant, was granted the 

post at Baye des ChAteaux. Unable to finance the undertaking 
.. 

1. E. Voorhis, Historic Forts and Trading Posts of the French 
regime and of the English Fur Trading Oompanies,pp.ll~-115. 
An annotated list compiled in 1930 and issued in the form of a 
broc~ure by the Dept. of the Interior, ·Ottawa. M1meographed~ 

2. Infra, pp. 11~~--11~5. 
3·. J.N •. F~uteux, gp.cit., i.II,p.5~0. 
~ Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1922-1923·PP·356-357· Frangois 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 t·he s. Gautier, King's P,hysician at Quebec, 

and the s. Breard, Oomptrol~er of the Marine. 
2 

• We find the 

s. Oonstantin, " Habitant et capitaine de la o5te de SaintAugustin 

' ' pr~s de Quebec 11 , holding the posts of Petit St. Modet, Baye Rouge, 
...,. 

and Riviere des Frangais. One of his posts jostled the oon-

cession Grand St. Modet, held in common by the SS.Foucault, 

member of the Oonseil Superieur and Boucault lieutenant-general 

of the Admiralty of Quebec.3· In 1753, after Oonstantin's death, 

the post of Petit St. Modet was granted for life to Hocquart, now ,, 
Intendant at Brecst. -:- • 

Women,toQ, entered into the business. In 17~5, the post of 

Gros Mecatina was being exploited by the Veuve Pommereau5. and the 

Veuve Fornel's possession of the farm of Tadoussac has already 

been noted.6. 

Some of the se posts we~e sublet:. . For example, the s. 

Oonstantin leased his concession of Petit St. Modet to the s.Rotot, 

~uebec merchant,for an annual rental of 200 livres,7·and during 

1. Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol.81,p.82. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Oct.25, 17~4. 

2~ Ordres et De~~ches,B,Vo1.89,p.l47, Ministre A La Jonqui~re et 
Bigot. VersailJ.es, April 30, 17'+9. Affaire du Oanada,Vol.III, 
p.l86. Memoire pour Breard. 

3· Inv.des Ord: Vol.II,pp.242-2~3· April 18, 173g. Vol.III,p.ll2, 
Oot.8, 1748. 

!t-. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.97,p.225· Brevet de Concession. 
July 20, 1753· ~Hooquart later changed this post for that of 
Gros Mecatina. (Inv.des Ord. Vol.III,pp.l97-198. May 25, 1756) 

5· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.83,p.358. Estat des huiles---provenant des 
postes du bas du fleuve---17~5. 

6. S!Jpra,' p.l25 
7• Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.109,p.297· BeauhB.rnois et Hocqua.rt au 

Ministre. Quebec, Oct. 1737· 
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Hocquart's proprietorship of the post it was farmed to the S.Volant 
1. 

de Haude bourg. 

We have seen something of the extent of the trade in the 

Domaine. The s. Raymond in his memo ire, oi;l.the posts, written 

in 1751+, estimated the avErage annual product of the fisheries, 

evidently exclusive of Tadoussac and possibly Mingan, to be about 
together 

11+00 ~ 1500 casks of oil and 3000 - ~000 sealskins, which/brought 

in a return of from 50,000 - 80,000 livres.?· The return of 

oil in 17~5 from nine posts, including Tadoussac, was 1620 casks.3· 

That year oil was fetching 51 livres the cask, a price which was 

considered low, 4 • so that the financial return for oil alone 

would have been 82,260 livres. A memoire written a few years 

after Raymond 1 s calculates the average yield of oil from the 

eleven posts, Tadoussao and Ile Jeremie included, at 1840 - 2690 

casks.5· The return, estimated at the low price 9f 1745 (for 

lack of record of any other) was,therefore, worth 93,840 -

1371 190 livres. At the same time the writer puts the number 
sealskins 

. _ .c at 19,140 - 23, 300/for nine posts exclusive of the 

Domaine.6· Raymond•s estimate would seem,therefore, to be 

rather low. 

1. 
2. 

3· 

lL . . 

Inv. Des Ord., Vol.III,pp.l97-19g· M~ 25m 1756. 
Raymond, Postea du Oanada p.29. (published by Aegidius 

Fauteux) 
Corres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.83,P·35~. Estat des Huiles de loup ma,rins 

provenant des postes du bas du fleuve St. Laurent pendant 1• 
annee 1745, signed Hocquart. Quebec, Oct.8, 17~5. -

OorresfiGen.,O"A,Vo1.~3,p.3g7· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct. 26, 17~5. . 

5· Bulletin des-Recherches Historiques Vol.XXXVII (1931) pp.ltOg-
410. M~moire sur les forts de la Nouvelle France. This 
memoire' bears a close resemblance to the Memoire sur l'Etat 
de la Nouvelle France (1757) (Rapp de l'Arch., 1923-192)+) which 
was one of the documents that Bougainville took to France in 
175g. One is obviously based on the other. 

~ 

6. lbid. 
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In their brevets, the lessees were always granted the exclusive 

right to sealfishing, trade)and hunting, within the limits of 

their concessions but the right to fish for cod was given only 

concurrently with the fishing vessels from France. 1 • Baye 

Phelypeaux is the only post mentioned as engaging to any consider-

able extent in cod fishing.
2

• 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.3• Presumably t~is number 

included some Qanadian-owned vessels for, it is said, that 

Quebec merc~nts sent ships to engage in cod fishing around 

'+ Newfoundland and in the lower St. Lawrence. • Evidently some 

sort of conge was required)for an ordinance issued in 1743 

commissions the militia captain of the Ste.Anne de Beaupre to 

seize the "cbaloupe 11 owned by individuals in the parish who were 

preparing to go cod fishing without a licence.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 instigation of a 

1. e.g. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.93,pp.l07-10g. Brevet de ratiffi­
cat_ion _pour le s._ Ma:rtel. Versailles, June 2'+, 1751. 

2. Rapp. de 1 1Arch 1920-192l,p.2g. Etat Present du Oanada\par 
le _s. __ Boucau1 t. 1751+. 

3· Ibid. 1922-1923: p.~Ol. Liste des navires qui ont fait leur 
peche a la cote de Labrador cette annee 17;9. signed De Brouague, 
Labrador, Aug. 23, 1739; p.4o~, Liste des navires etc. De 
Brouague. Baye Phe1ypeaux, Sep~.2, 17~2; p.~05. Ministre A 
Brouague. Versailles, Feb.7, 17h3;. pp)+05-~06. Liste des 
navires etc. De Bropague, Baye Phelypeaux, Sept.g, 17~3; 
p.~o6. Ministre A Brouague. Veraailles, Feb.g, 17'+4. 

~. Ibid, 1920-1921, p.22. Etat Present du Canada, par le s. 
Boucault. 1754. 

5· Ord. des Int., M 30, Vol.XVII,pp.27-2g. Ordonnance de 
Ho oqua.rt • Quebec, May 1, 171.t-3 • 
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captain from Dunkirk who promised to buy the entire catch. No 
""\ 

more was heard of the captain, however, and the proprietors had 

considerable difficulty in disposing of the 1000 casks of fish 

they had as a result of their efforts. 1 • This 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 soa~e undertaking of salmon fishing until 1753· In 

that year the s. Oova et Oie, merchants, again of Dunkirk, sent 

out one of their members to make arrangements fo~ the establish­

ment of a salmon fishery on the lower St. Lawrence,3· 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 R3stigouche 

River respectively, where they had obtained concessions with the 
'I exclusive privilege of fishing for salmon.--. The enter-

prises were probably stopped by the war. 

As for herring fishing some individuals 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. 

Beauharnois and Hocquart were ordered to revoke his concession 

and to grant it afresh to the would-be herring fishers.5· The 

1. 

2. 

Oorres.Gen.l. C"A, Vol. 76,p.l62. Memo ire sur le Commerce de Canada 
(unsigned, 17Ll-l) 

Memoire du Roy A Beauharnois et Hocquart. Ordres e~- Dep~nhes, 
B: Vol.]4(2),p.l.f-02. Fontainebleau,A}Jril 30, 17'-~2; Vol.76{1), 
pp.373-~. Versailles, May 31, 1743; Vol.78(l),p.Q4. Versailles, 
March 2~, 17~4; Vol.8l,pp.225-6. Versailles, April 28,17~5. 
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 Dep~ches,B,Vol.97,pp.91-92. Ministre A Duquesne et 
Bigot • 'Versa i 1~ e s, May 2, 1753 • · ··' 

b. • 

5· 

Inv des Ord. Vol.III: p.190. Jan .15, 1755; p.l9l._.April 2, 
1755. -

Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.78(1),pp.l45-146. Memoire du Roy ~ 
Beauharnois et ~ocquart. Versailles, March 24, 17~~. 
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fate of this project also, is hidden in the special--limbq 

reserved for lost records. In 1751+, the S~Bou-caalt said that 

from the mouth of the river to a point 20 or 30 leagues from Quebec 

a considerable amount of fishing was done for herrings and 

sardines, while salmon and other fish were caught in the tributary 

rivers.
1

• This was probably only for local consumption. 

There is no record, at least during our period, of any whaling 

carried on by Canadians. In 1735 the freres Darragorry of St. 

Jean de LuK undertook to catch whales in the gulf and river 

St. Lawrence, but owing to repeated losses they abandoned the 

enterprise 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. 2
• 

Seal fishing,therefore, remained the chief pursuit of the 

fisheries. Duxing the winter, seals were hnnted on the ice with 

guns, and when the ice melted they were captured in the water.3· 

In the stations on the Labrador coa~t the seal was hunte4 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 Tadoussao where they were hunted until they went down 
)1 

river again in the spring on their return northward. • 

1. Rapp. de l'Arch. 1920-1921. op.cit., p.22 
2. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.10l,p.51. Ministre A Duquesne et 

Bigot •. Versail-les, Mar eh- 2, 1755. See also, J .N .Fauteux, 
op.citr, t.II,pp.5~1-5~3. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.76,pp.l5g-159· :Memoire sur le Commerce de 
,, Canada (17lt-l). . i ,, m,, 
~. Bulletin des·Recherches H1stor ues Vol.XXXVII,pp.~Oo-~09. 

M moire-sur les Forts de la Nouvelle France (unsigned) written 
probably in 1757) Je~uit Relations ('rhwaites)V l.LXIX ,, 
106. Ooquart, Memoire. April 5, 1750. 0 

' PP·9~, 
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The records of our period contain no evidence of how the oil 

was extracted. In Oharlevo1x 1 s time the blubber was tried 

over a fire or on11 charniers1l These were simply large plank 

platforms on which the blubber from several seals was spread tp 

melt in the sun and the oil was drained off through a hole cut 

for the purpose. 1 • 

Most of the product seems to have been export-ed although, no 

doubt, a certain amount was used in the colony 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 r-iver and known as "Thunder Rock" or ••Narcassites 

de Minesn.3• 

In 17~1, Hocquart conceived the idea of having glue manu­

factured at the fishing posts. Ougnet, farmer of Tadoussac, 
}t. 

produced a few pounds of excellent glue and plans were made to 
h 

found an export trade in the commodity.J· The following year 

1. _Qharlevoix,Journal,p.2ll+. In Oha.rlevoix,Histoire de la 
Nouvelle France, Vol.V. (Paris, 1711lt.) , -J- _ _ 

2. Bougainvil:Le, Journal, p.236.(0arillol~) Oc-5.16 (1756). 
Printed in Rapp.de 1 1Arch.l1923-192~. 

3.. Oharlevoix, op,cit pp.21~-215. 
lJ. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.76,pp.27-28. Hocquart au Ministre. 

0 et. 28\, 171+1. 
5· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.?l.t-(2): ~~.235-2~6) Ministre a 

Hooquart, Fontainebleau,April 17,17.2; P• 5o·, Mi~~stre ~ 
Hooquart. Versailles, June 18, 17~2; Obrres.G~n.,u A,Vol.77, 
p.360. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.16, 17~2. 



135· 

however, a hundred pounds made by the s. Foucault proved to be 

worthless and the only satisfactory glue produced was five or six 

pounds at Tadoussac. 1 · But owing to its cost, Ougnet's method 

was not practicable2 #and after 17~4 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.3· 

The Labrador posts caused nothing like the drain on the man 

power of the colony that the up country posts did. In 175S 
t~ .. 

there were 2000 men estimated to be in the up country , whereas 

for the exploitation of ten of the fishing posts5·the maxirnun 

number of men required was placed at 170. 6• At Sept Isles 

theuengages 11 made their contract for only one yearT· the practice 

at the other posts may have b3en similar. 

The government kept a controlling hand on the fisheries as it 

did,or attempted to dQ, on all colonial life. Ooncessions on 

1 ·• 

2. 

3· 

6. 

7· 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.gO,p.35· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.24, 1743. . 

Oorres.Gen ., 011A, Vol.gl( 2) ,pp .l-1-96.1+97. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct.2~, 174~. 

e.g. In 17~3, the "La Sratieuse" of Bayonne arranged to call 
at Baye Phelypeaux after it left Quebec, take on oil there, 
and proceed back to Bayonne. Oorres.Gen.l0"A,Vol.gO,p.291. 
Hoqquart au Ministre. Quebec, ~uly 1~, 17~3. 

§'Upra, pp· 79-gO 
viz. Oap Charles, Baye des Chateaux,. St .Mode·t,Baye Rouge, 
Anse-~u-Lqup, La Forteau, Baye Phelypeaux, Chicataka, Riviere 
St .Auguetin, and Groslrecatina. . 
Bulletin des Recherc){es Histor-~ques Vol.XXxVII, (1931)pp.408-

~09. Memoire sur les forts de la louvelle France. (Unsigned, 
written probably in 1757). 
Jesuit Relations (Tliwa1tes)Vol.LXIX,p.l22. P.Ooquart, lemoire. 

April 5, 1750. 
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the Labrador coast had to be held from the Orown, as we have 

seen. In 175~ the Minister set forth ~he obligation;khich 

devolved upon Governor and Intendant in connection with 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, 1 ·were to be 

held only for a certain number of years. COncessions had to be 

so 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 ascertain whether two posts, granted 

in 17~g and in 1750 respectively, were damaging the trade of the 

Baye Phelypeaux and-to revoke another concession, granted in 
2. 1751, which was known to be injuring the Baye. 

The incumbent of the post at Baye Phelypeaux, the S.Frangois 

Martel de Brouague was also "commandant pour le roi a la ·cOte 

"" de Labrador 11 • His duties were the supervision of affairs in that 

district with an eye to enforcing the law, and reporting to· the 

minister on general conditions.3· 

The object 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. Of. supra, p.150. Some others besides Hocquart had life 
tenures, e.g. Brouague at the Baye Phelypeaux and Oonstantin, 
Hocquart's predecessor at St. Modet. 

2. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.99, pp.61-62. Ministre ~ Duquesne 
et .Bigot. Ver~~lles, May 30, 175~. 

3· Rapp. de l'Arch, 1922-1923. pp.356,357. FranQois Martel de 
Berhouage. 
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f b k · " 1· 1 • T~ t .; e as o say two eaver s ~ns or ~ 1vres per annum. ne mo ~v w 

not therefore, o~e of gain. The authorities wanted merely to 

ensure fair conditions for all the concessionaires, and to pre-

vent undue monopo~y· and the holding of blocks of territory for 

speculation. 

A variety of factors influenced the fortunes of the concess-

ionaires. A considerable 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 E~kimo. 

For example, the proprietors of the Baye des Chateaux claimed 

to have sunk more than 100,000 livres in the post between 1736 

when it was founded, and 17~~,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. 2 • 

The s. Marsal, a ~uebec merchant who had been granted a con~ 

cession at Cap Oharles in 1735, also claimed to have made a con­

siderable outlay and to have received practically no .return. The 

yield had not been as great as he had exp~cted, his first cargo 9f 

1. 

2. 

e.g. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.99,PP·75-77· Brevet de ratiffi­
cation pour le s. Ppil1ipe d 1Aillebout de Oery (R.St.Augustin). 
Id. pour ~e s. Marsal (Oap Oharles) Versa;lles, May 1, 175~. 
Oorres~Gen., O'!A, Vol. 81, p .88. .Placet de Fornel (enclosed with 

Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.25, 17~~). ' 



supplies was lost when the ship was wrecked, and finally, he- was put 

to the very considerable expense of replacing all the buildings 

on his concession when the first lot were destroyed by the 

savages. 1 • 

Weather was a factor which 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 no.t too 

much of it and the wind was not too violent, the yield was much 

greater. 2 • 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 ice.3· 

The Eskimos were a constant menace although they did sometimes 

trade peaceably with the French. In 17~1, for instance, seven 

Eskimo "chaloupes 11 appeared at the Ba.ye des Chateaux and the 

savages traded eight quintals of " barbe de baleine 11 for French 

goods. They returned again the following year. 4 • 

The savages required careful handling, however, The destruc-tion 

of Marsal's buildings at Oap 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 Depeches,B,Vol.76(l),pp.206-20g. Ministre a 
Beauharnois et ijOcquart. Versailles, April 20, 17~3. The 
Mil:lister is referring to a letter written to him by Mar sal. 

2. Jesuit Relations (Thwaites)Vol.LXIX p.l21. P.Ooquart,Memoire. 
April 5, 1750. · 

3· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.96,pp.77-~4. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct .• 30, 1750. 

4. Ibid.,Vol.l09,pp.416-41?. Fornel au Ministre.~uebec,Oct.27, 
17fr2. 

5 • I bid . p • 4lg . 
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It was said that every year these savages committed murders 
1. and robberies in the harbours of the north. We have already 

noted the precautions taken at the Baye des Ohateaux against the 

Eskimos. The post was abandoned in 17~5 and not exploited again 

until the end of the war. Sometime between 1745 and 174g the 

Eskimos seized the opportunity completely to destroy the establish­

ment so that it had all to be replaced by the new tenant. 2 • 

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 Brouag~e•s duty to report any 
punishment 

violations of the law and on his statement/was meted out. In 

1758, however, some cod fishermen of St. Malo did trade guns to the 

Eskimos with the result that they attacked and destroyed the 

posts of St. Modet and Baye des Chateaux, killing a number of men 

and forcing the French to abandon these two statio.ns.3· 

Such were the difficulties in normal times. The two periods 

of warfare were not, it is needless to say, helpful to the 

industry. From 17~0 to 1744 the success of the posts seems to 

have varied little.~+. In 1745 the first intima·~ion of the 

difficulties to come was that Ougnet, in t.he 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. 

2. 

3· 

4. 

Ordres et D~p~ches,B,Vol.76(l),pp.206-20g. hlinistre ~ 
Beauharnois et,Hocquart. Versailles, April 30,17~3. 
Oorres.G~m.,0 11A,Vol.90-9l,p.53· La. Galissonni~re et Bigot 

a"J Ministre. _Quebec, Oct.22, 11!J:S. 
Rapp. de l'Aroh. 1923-1921+, p.8. Note sur les Eskimaux(remise 
a~ Ministre en 175g) Mission de Bougainville; Ordres et 
Dep@ches,B,Vol.l09,pp.9g-99· Ministre ~ Vaudreuil et Bigot. 
Ver~illes, Jan. 26, 1759. 
Memoire du Roy a Beauha.rnois et Hocquart. Quebec et Dep@ches 

B: Vo~-74{2) p.~03. Fontainebleau, April 30, 1742; Vol.y6(l) 
PP•37~-i· Velsai11es, May 31 1743· Vo1.7e (1) 144 v ' 
March 2' 17~~; Vo1.81,pp.22~-7. versai11es, ACri1 2e, ef~~~1es, 
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to get new tenants for posts that fell vacant. 1 • In the spring 

of 17~6 all vessels destined for the fishing posts were forbidden 

to clear 2with the result that in that year the return of furs, 

for which of course trade goods were needed, was very sma11. 3 • 

The yield of oil was about the same as it had been the previous 

~· ''6 yea:r _in spite of the fact that in 17'+ the post of Sept Isles 
,..;.. 

was pillaged by an English ship~~ In 17~7 the prohibition con-

cerning ships for Labrador was repeated except for one bound for 
~ 

the Baye Phelypeaux,Brouague's post. 0
• 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 soon righted 
. g. 

itself. Faxmers were promptly found for the Domal.ne and a new 

tenant for the Baye des Ohateaux.9· In 17!+9 goods from France, 

long dammed up, poured into the colony and 17t~g and 17'+9 were 

as it happened particularly abundant years in all the posts. 10 · 

1. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.83,p.387. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
0 et .. 26, 17l.t-5 • 

2. lbid.,Vol.92;p.190. Representations-- de la Delle Fornel et 
les es.Havy et Lefebvre a Maurepas (17~8) 

3·. Ibid., Vol.85,p.358. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept .18,1746. 
4 Ib1d. 
5· I"bid, Vol.8e,pp.160-161. Hocquart au Ministre.~~uebec,Oct.2,171+7 
6~ Ibid., Vol.92, p.191. Representations et de la Dlle Fornel et 

aes~SS.Havy et La Febvre. 
7• Ibid Vol.87(1),p.323. Petition addressed to Maurepas by the 

own~~s_of Gros Mecatina (1747) ,/ 
~. Sup~a p. 125 
9· Supra, P• 139 
10. Oorres. Gen.,0 11A,Vol.96,pp.77-8'+. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 

Oct. 30, 1750. 



The next war must have had similar and doubtless more severe 

results than the first one had. The records are almost devoid 

of information on the subject,however. In 175g Bougainville 

wrote: "Nos peches du Nord ont rapporte un grand profit'! 1 • The 

' returns may have been abundant but it is doubtful if the profit 

was great. Bougainville himself had pointed out two years 

earlier that the oil was practically worthless because there was 

no market for it on account of the war, 2 • that is, the expor·t 

market was cut of~ by the blockade.3· I-t 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 
!1 

1759. I e 

Competition does not seem to have been an extremely important 

factor. Some was doubtless offered by the English on the 

Hudson Bay and it was claimed that the Domaine lost a considerable 
r-

amount o~ trade to Timiscaminque, Batiscan1 and Three Rivers.J· 

Franquet observed that Three Rivers was the rendez-vous of the 

wandering tribes of the T~tes de Boule and the Montagnais who came 

' down to trade their furs in the town. Some of tl1e 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,_ Jo_urnal. p.32'+. Oarillon, June 3, 1758. Printed 
in Rapp. de 1 1Arch 1923-1~2~. 

2. Ibid. p. 236. oar illon, Oct. 16, 1756. 
3· Thii is further _proof that most of the oil was usually ex­

ported. Of. Supra, p. 13!t 
~. E. Voorhis, Historic Forts and Trading Posts. p.115. 
5· Oorres. Gen., 0 11A, Vo1.96,p.91. Memoire, La Veuve Fornel et 

Oie ~Bigot (1750). 



Indians was.practioally entirely in the hands of the s. de 

Tonnancourt, Storekeeper, Sub-Intandant, and local seignior. 1 • 

The only record of contraband that seems to be extant is the case 

of the habitants of Baie St. Paul who were discovered to have 

been supplying Indians with hunting equipment and collecting furs 

which would otherwise have been carried to Tadoussac. 2 • On the 

whole however, to judge from the lack of complaints, neither 

competition nor contraband were serious hinderances to the ~uo-

~ess of t~e fisheries. 

Government -supervision had no discernable efff.ct on the progress 

of the fisheries, either good or bad. Lessees of the posts 

never increased their efforts as a result of the exhortations 
except 

of the authorities/in one rather feeble and completely futile 

attempt 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 it did in the beginning; if it 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. 

Care must be taken not to overestimate the part played by the 

fisheries in the economic life of tile colony; the industry does 
with 

not rank in importance either with agriculture or/the fur trade. 

1. Franquet, Memoires et Voyages~ pp.23-?~· 
2. Inv. des Ord. Vol.III, p.175. Oct. 12, 1752. 



Reference has already been made to the 11 eight concessionaires 11 on 
1. 

the Labrador coast. These held some -seventeen concessions along 

the St. Lawrence Go that ~he whole industry was in the hands of 

eight individuals or partnerships, some of which over lapped; for 

example, we find the names of the SS Havy_and Lefebvre, associated 

with the Baye des Ohateaux, recurring in connection with the 

Traite de Tadoussac.3· We have noticed, too, that comparatively 
!+. 

few men were employed in the posts.·· Of the 55,000 individuals 

who comprised the population of Oanada5only an insignificant 

number gained a livelihood from the fisheries. The industry was, 

however, essentially Canadian 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. 1~0 
2. Infra, pp. 16g-169. 
~. Supra, Pp .125·1-129. 
~. Supra,p 135 ·tt. 
5-. Censuses of Canada, Vol.IV, p.61. Reoensement de 175 • 
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FISHING STATIONS AND TRADING POSTS IN THE LABRADOR DISTRIOT. 1 • 

Domaine du Ray (Traite de Tadoussao): 

On the river 

(Malbaye - a farm rather than a post) 

Tadoussac 

Bondesir 

Ile Jeremie 

·Bersimis 

Papinachois 

Manicouagan (2) 

God bout 

Sept_ Isles 

Moisie 

Seigneurie de Mingan: 

Oormorans 

:Mingan 

Nepiochibou 

Natashquan 

Musquarro 

Itamiou 

Montagamiou 

Petit Mt?.catina 

Gros M~catina 

Riviere St. Augustin 

Ohicataka (Apetepy) 

Baye Phelypeaux: 

Baye Phelypeaux 

Anse-St. Olaire. 

1. For location, see map at end. 

Inland. 

Nemiseau 

Mistassini 

Nikabau 

Ashuapmuchouan 

Piekougami 

Lake St. John 

Ohicoutimi 

Man i couagan ( 1 ) 

Nichioun 

Naskapis 



FISHING STATIONS AND TRADING POS·rs IN THE LABRADOR DISTRIOT (cont 'd) 

Anse - au - Loup 

St. Modet 

Rivi~re des Frangais 

Baye Rouge 

Baye des Chateaux 

.cap Charles 

Baye des Esquimeaux (not located) 



lll-6. 

OHAPTER V. 

THE FUR TRADE. 

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 Oanada was inertness. 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 

object of the authorities was rather to control and to direct than 

to st imula t e • This was, to a certain extent, the part played 

by the government in the case of the fisheries. 

to a far greater extent of the fur trade. 

It was txue 

By the "fur trade 11 is meant the exploitation of the district 

described vaguely as the "pays d 1 en haut" or the 11 up country11 • 

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 canoes down the Ottawa at the end of 

May or early in June to barter with t~1e Montreal merchants. 

There is practically no evidence of how this trade was carried on 

during our period. An edict of the King, issued in May 1741, 

refers to the 11 (fur) fairs established at Montreal." 1
· In 

\ 

1. Documents Relatifs ~ l'Histoire de la Nouvelle France, Vol III 
p.193. Edit du Roy.· May, 17ti1. ' 



earlier years merchants had set up booths in the market place or 

along the wall to barter with the Indians who came down every 
I. 

spring. Something of this sort may still have been carried on 

even as late as 17~0. 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. 2 • 

Most of the furs, however, were collected at posts set up 

on the waterways of the up country at points advantageously 

situated for trade. The posts consisted usually of the com-

mands.nt1s house and some other buildings, storehouses, possibly a 

dwelling for the agent, sometimes even a smithy,3· the whole 
! r. 

enclosed by a palisade of wooden stakes.·· If a missionary were 

attached to a post he too might have had a house within the 

stockade. P9sts, 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 distinction 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 

1. E,R.Adair, The Evolution of 1Iontreal during the French Regime. 
A paper read before the History Association of 1iontreal,March 20, 
193~. I 

2. Franquet, Memoires et Voyages, pp.~5-47; Of. infra p.l67-16e 
3. At Michilimackinac 1 the missionary maintai~ed a smithy and a 

blacksmi\th. ( Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol. 77 ,p .133. Beauharnoi s au 
Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.l, 17~2) 

~. Rapp. de 1 1Arch, 1923-192~, p.5~. Memoire sur l'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. 1 • 

Although, as I have said, the fur trade~had become a definitely 

organized business, the method of exploiting the posts had not 

obligingly crystallised 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 17~3 the method 

of utilizing them seems to have been this: 

Some posts, namely Niagara and Frontenac, were exploited 11par 

oeconomie 11 , that is, merchandise was sent up from the King 1 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. 2 • 

At certain other posts, notably Detroit and Michilimackinac, 
-:z: 

the trade was carried on by voyageurs.~· For this trade conge s 

were issued_ A conge was a licenee giving permission to take or 

send one or more canoes carrying merchandise, to t.~.1e weigh-~ of 

6000 pounds each it was said~·to a specified post. These permits 

were signed by the Governor, vised by tte Intendant and deposited 

in the record office (greffe) of the jurisdiction of Montreal. 

1. Affaire du Canada, Vo1.III, pp.152-153· Memoire pour Breard. 
Breard -is writing with reference to the King's posts, Niagara, 
Frontenac, and Toronto. I·t seems safe to generalize. 

2. Rapp. \de l'Arch. 1920-1921, P·3~- Etat Present du Canada, par 
le s. Boucault (175~) 

3· Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.?4(2), pp.'131-ll32. Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et Hooquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17~2. 

~. Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1923-192~. Memoire aur 1 1Etat de la Nouvelle 
France (1757) Mission de Bougainville. 



To the conges were attached the 11 Roles des Engages" that is, the 
.. 

lists of names of the paddlers, usually six in number, employed 

to w.ork the canoes.1 • 

Most of the conges seem to have been granted directly to the 
, - 2. 

voyageur "de partir de Montreal avec un canot 11 • • ---¥(·:. In the 

strict sense 11 voyageur 11 meant the conductor of the canoe and 

distinguished him from the rest of the paddlers who were described 

as uengagesn. The term 11 voyageur 11 was alro used loosely to indi-

cate any canoeman. According to La Jonquiere, 11 marchands 

equipeurs 11 sold merchandise to the voyageurs and arranged to buy 

the furs they brought back.3· 

Some of the conge s were taken out by tl:e 1Iontreal merchants, 

however, 11 de faire partir de Montreal un canot 11 , This may 

imply a somewhat different arrangement witn the voyageur. He 

might have been merely hired by the merchant or perhaps the profits 

arising from the furs, deduction made for tne price of the conge 

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.-. In this case the conge was probably 

always taken out in the lessee's name and t11e voyageur remained 

only an employee. The contracts drawn up between the individuals 

concerned should cast some light on the subject but the calendar 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.~9,pp.('+:75· Convention pour l'exploitation 
du Poste de la Baie des Puants. Made by Boisberthelot de 
Beaucours, lovernor of Montreal and Michel, Sub-Intendant,with 
with SS.Olignancourt, Moni~re, and de l'Echelle. Montreal, 
April 10, 17'+7. 

2-. Rapp. ge l 1Arch.,1922~1923,pp.192-265. calendar of 11 conges de 
traite" conserved in the Archives of the Province of Quebec. 
1739-1752. The report for 1921-1922 (pp.l90-223) gives those 
conserved in the Judicial Archives in Montreal. 1681-1737. 

3-. Oorres.Gen., O"A, Vol.95,p .209. La Jonquiere au Ministre. Quebec, 

11-. :e~1'r~j~·~~ ~~~~~Joj.·~2d· 7'1-Ap;ppvf8ff9!J17POUft l;exEt~ 1~t;~~n du 
w~etter farmer' 0~ pos¥s naa to·pay an aaaitional fee for congas. 
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of "engagementsu1 ·which I have consulted does not make clear exactly 

what the arrangements were. Som~ of 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 engages, again in the strict sense. Still others 

may be between voyageur and engages, although I have found no case of 

a voyageur contracting witn a merchant on the one hand and with engages 

on the other. However, even if the engages were hired and paid by the 

· merchant, the arrangement described by La Jonquiere might still have 

stood, inconsistent though it would have been for the merchant to 

supply engages for the voyageur rather than to allow the voyageur to 

hire on his own employees. 

In the period prior to 17~'-3 the rest of t~1e posts were farmed to the 

officers in command. 2 • This was not an exclusive monopoly, for other 

individuals were evidently allowed to trade at or near these posts. 

The Minister writing in 1752, said, with reference to this period, 

that one of the reasons for chang·ing tl1e metllod of exploitation was to 

remove the officers from the trade and thus prevent the abuses of 

which the traders and the savages were always complaining.3· "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. Beauharnois, in a despatch 

written in 1741, pointed out that the commandants formed a liaison 

between the colony and the voyageur. If, for example, a merchant 

1. Li~ts of the "engagements pour 1 1ouest 11 conserved in the Judicial 
Arch1ves of Montreal are published in Rapp. de l'Arch: 1929-1930 
pp.l95-456; 1~30-193l,PP·353-453; 1931-1932,pp.243-365. (167o-17ss) 

2. Ordres et Depech~s, B, Vol. 7!+( 2~ ,p )l34. Memo ire du Roy ~ Beauharnoi 
8 

et Hocquart. FontaJ.nebleau, Apr1l 30, 1742; Oorres .Gen., ouA, Vol. 90-<-11 

p.l81. La Gal~s~onniere au Hinistrw. Quebec, Cct .23, 17t~g. "' ' 
3· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.95,p.ll7. Ministre a Duquesne Ve ·

11 June 16, 1752. J. • rsa1 es, 
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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 

and debtor settled their dispute. 1 • This clearly-indicates that 

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 10uest the commandant, 

La· Verendrye, who established the post, was given a monopoly 

of the trade. In 1735 however, in order to free La Verendrye 

to carry on further exploitation, traders were permitted to enter 

the district on payment of a fee to the commandant for trading in 

his command. 2 • This, of course, is a special case but a similar 

arrangement may have been made in the other posts. 

Between 17~3 and 17~7 the system of exploitation becomes more 

methodical. In 17~2 the King ordered that all the posts should 

be farmed to merchants except Detroit and 1Iichilimackinac for which 

conges were to be given as usual to voyageurs. Twelve conges for 

each of these two posts were to be sold at 6co livres a piece, a 

lower price than that which had obtained; the other posts were 

to be farmed to the highest bidder at a public adjudication; and 

officers in the posts were to take no part whatever in the trade.3· 

The King decided on this step because the commandants had been 

abusing their privileges with consequent complaints from traders 

1. Oorres.Gen., 0 11A,Vol. 75,pp.280-2gl. Beauharnois au Ministre. 
Sept. 25, 1741; Of. also, the conges for this period calendared 
in the Rapp.de 1 1Arch, 1S22-1923, p. 192 et.seq. 

2. A.S.Morton La Verendrye p.294. Printed in the Oanadian 
Historical Review, Vol.IX. 

3· Ordres ~t Dep~ches,B,Vol.74,(2),pp.~31-~34. Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharno~s et ijocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 1742. 
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and savages, and in order to bring_more money into the royal 

treasury.1 · Niagara and Frontenac, hitherto exploited "par 

oeconomie 11 , were also to be leased. According to the statement 

of the King, the trade in these posts had been rapidly diminishing 

for several years. 2 • 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.3· The King, doubtless quite 
!+. 

correctly, attributed the falling off in receipts to this cause. 

It was probably this malversation 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.ohalet 
.-

who took over the posts on the first of January 17'-~3·J· Detroit 

and Michilimackinac were exploited by voy.ageurs,6. and the rest 

of the posts were farmed. 7 • The Poste de la Mer d'Ouest was the 

only exception to the new arrangement. That post evidently 

b f d b •t t B. continued to e arme y ~ s commandan • 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.95,P~+l7.Min1stre au Duquesne. 
Versailles, Jun~ 16, 1752. 

2. Ibid. Vo1.70(1), p.2rr1. Memoire du Roy A Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Mar1y, May 13, 17~0. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,011A,'Vol.73,p.100. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.26, 17~0; _ Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.72,pp.l2~-130. Ministre 
~ Ho~quart. Versailles, Apri! 16, 17~1. 

~. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vo1.70(l),p.2~1. Memoire du Roy a 
Beauharnois et ~ocquart. Marly, May 13, 17~0. 

5· Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.79,p.~. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Ministre. Quebec, Sept. 29, 17~3. 

6. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.8l,p.235· Memoire du Roy A Beauharnois: 
et Hocquart. Versailles, April 2~, 17~5; Oorres.Gen., C11 A., Vol.~5J! 

. pp.17-1~. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Sept.22, 
171+6. 

7· Oorres. Gen.,C11 A: Vol.79,pp.~7-g~. Beauha.rnois au Ministre. 
Montreal, June 6, 17~3; Vo1.~5,p.17. Beauharnois au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept.22; 17~6. 

~. Ibid., Vo1.97,pp.11+7-1~~. La Jonquiere au Ministre. Quebec, 
Ort.l9, 1751. 
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The posts were normally farmed to the highest bidder but 

not without exception. For instance, in 17~4 the Veuve de la 

Ronde was allowed to continue for three years the exploitation of 

Ohagouamigon which had been held by her husband, who was attempting 

to exploit the copper deposits in that district.
1

• Again, in 

17~~ the King disposed the post of Alepimigon in favour of 

M. de la Laune, 11 0ommissionaire de la Marine" serving in the 

Bureau des Colonies in France, as a reward for his services. 2 • 

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 SS.Olignancourt, Moni~re, and l'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 -· ~e~~ablished within the extent of the 

post, and with the Indians who came thither. 

2. They were to send thi ti1er the number of canoes and the 

amount of merchandise they would judge necessary and for each 

canoe they must .have, as usual, a conge, issued by the Governor. 

3-. The commandant of the post was forbidden to engage directly 
i 
I 

or indirectly in any trade whatsoever. He was ordered to do all l 
in his power to protect the interests of the farmers using his 

/J 

authority to expel all coureurs de bois and other trespassers. 

1+-. · 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 Dep~ches~B,Vol.7g(l)p.250. Ministre a Beauharnois 
et Hocquart. Versailles, April 17, 1744; of. p.l 

2. Ibid. pp. 260-261. · -

' 



of presents for the Indians, apart from any presents they themselves 

might make to the savages. All gifts of furs received by the 

commandan-t were to go to the farmers. 

5· The farmers had to maintain an interpreter at the post. 1 • 

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. 2 • 

of course. 3 · 

Some posts were leased for longer intervals, 

Thus the fur trade was to be delivered into private hands under 

the supervision of the government. A certain limited number of 

congas were to be issued, the other .)osts to be farmed to the 

highest 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 officersJcould no 
I 

longer abuse the King's trusy,the posts would still be under 

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. Oeloron, comraandant, 

complained constantly that Chalet did not send up enough goods to 

1. Oorres.Gen.,G 11A,Vol.89,pp.73-80_. Convention pour !'exploitation 
du_Poste de la_Baye des Puants~ -Mon~real,April 10, 17'l7. 

2. Oon~iderations_sur l'Etat Present du Canada (Oct.l758)p.l0. 
Hist.Doc. First Series, (Que.Lit. and H~st.Soc.) 

3· Ohalet, for example,was given a lease of Niagara for G years. 
( Corres.Gen., U11 A, Vol. 78,p .20. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, oct. 15, 
17~·2 .) 
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meet the demands of all the Indians who came to the posts. Chalet 

was not satisfied with Oe1oron 1 s efforts to protect his trade and 

wanted a say in the choice of the commandant. 1 • Ultimately 

0 '1 bad t b 1 d b th ff" 2 • e oron o e rep ace y ano er o 1cer. 

In 1747 Chalet 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.3· 

In 171tg, it was decided that thence forward only the posts of 

Timiscamingue, Nipigon, Oamanistigoyan, Michipicoton, and 

Obagouamigon were to be farmed, while the rest were to be exploited 

b 
, t~. y conges. 

Thus from 174~ the trade nominally falls into three. distinot 
' 

divisions: exploitation by the King; exploitation by farmers; and 

exploitation by voyageurs, holders of licenses. Officers, with 

the exoeption of the ~mmandant of the Poste de la 1Ier d'Cuest5 · 
I' 
"'• were still excluded from the trade.~ 

1. 

2. 

~: 

Oorres .Gen., C11A, Vol.~l ( 2), pp. '-'-71-4 73. Hocquart au Mini stre. 
Quebec, Oct.23, 174~. et Hocquart 

Ibid. Vol. 85, p.l6. Beauharnois /au Ministre. ~uebec,Sept; .22, 
174"6. 

Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol.g7(1) ,p .263. La Galissonni~re et Bigot au 
Ministre. Quebec, Sept.26, 1747 
Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.~0-9l,p.lg3· La Galissonni~re au Ministre. 

Quebec, Oct.23, 17~81 Ordres et Dap~ches,B,Vol.89,p.237· 
Mini stre A La· Jonquiere et Bigot. MarJ_y, May 4, 171+9. 

Supra, p. 152 
~rdres et_ Depechesi.B,Vol.g9,p.237· Ministre a La Jonqui~re et 

B1got. Ma~ly,,May ~, 17~9. 
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In this last period, 17~g - 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 
-·-· 

Michilimackinac and 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 lien fief et 

seigneuriett of the land, 6 leagues by 6 leagues, which surrounded 

the fort. 1 • .In 1751, another ensign in the Marine, the s. 
Rimbault de Simolin, built a fort, at his own expense, at Lac ~ 

la Oarpe and was given tne command of the post and a monopoly 

of its trade for six years. 2 • 

But plenty of officers trafficked in furs without official 

sanction. According to Bigot, writing in 17~9, not a commandant 

failed to engage in trade. The farmers and holders of conges 

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 tbe 

,..f. ~. or J.cers ...... The tone of moral righteousness in Bigot's letter 

is pure hypocrisy in the light of later events. In 1750 the 

'' s. Marin was given the command of the post, Baye des Puants. • 

In the same year an association was formed among Bigot, La 

1. Oorres.Qen.,uuA,Vol.95: pp.17~-181. La Jonqui~re au Ministre. 
Quebec, Aug. 2Q, 1750. p.Sg. La Jonquiere et Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 30, 1750; Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.93,pp.lll-112. 
Brevet de Ratification. Versailles, June 2~, 1751. 

2. Moreau St. Mery Ooll. F3, Vol.l~ (supplement) pp.S-10. 
Ordonnance de La Jcnqui~re. Feb. 27, 1751;, Oorres. Gen. C"A 

.... Vol.97,pp.g4-92. La Jonqui~re au :Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.~- 17Sl. 
3· Bigot au Ministre. Oct.31, 1749. Quoted in Memoire pou~ 

Bi~ot, t.II,pp.l~-15. 
!t. Corres.Gen., u"A, Vo1.93,p.9g. La Jonquiere au 1.~inistre. Quebec, 

Sept • 20, 17'!·9. ·~ . ~· - ·- ~-· . 
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Jonquiere, Breard, and Marin to,exploit the post for three years.1. 

~h-ey carried on the enterprise witr. such gusto that,it was said, 

they gained a net profit of 150,000 livres every year. 2 • The 

company was in a peculiarly favourable position to help down 

its costs and there is some evidence to sugg~st the means which 

they might have employed to do so. The accusation 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 

ones. Further, it was charged that La Jonqui~re at the instigation 

of Bigot, had taken a large amount of merchandise from the Stores 

to distribute to the Indians 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, 
tt 

in the fur trade. 
I e 

In 1753 the command of the Baye was passed on to Marin 1 s son5· 

and the post was granted to Rigaud de Vaudreuil, Governor of Three 

1. Affaire du Oa.nada, Vol.IIl,p.76. Memoire pour Breard. 
2. Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1923-192~, p.5~. Memoire sur 1 1Etat de la 

Nouvelle France0:b7(M1ssion de Bougainville). 
3. Affaire du Oanada, Vol.III,pp.l~g,150. Memoire pour Breard. 

!1 . . 
The accusations h~~ reference both to the Baye des Puants and to 
the Mer d'Ouest (infra p.159) Breard neither admitted nor 
denied them. 

Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.97,pp.l1-t-7-l~g. La Jonqui~re au Ministre. 
Qu~bec ,_ Oct. 19, 1751. , 

5· Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1923-1924,p.5tl-. Memoire sur l'Etat de la 
Nouvelle Franee (1757). (Mission de Bougainville). 



Rivers. 1 • These two formed another illegal association and in 

the first few years at least, profited to the extent of 312,000 

livres annually. 2 • Rigaud retained the post throughout the rest 

of the period3 and doubtless continued to connive with the 

commandant. 

To cite another example, we find Pean, on his own admission, 

sharing for a time the post of Nipigon with its commandant, the 

s. de Simblin.~· 

The system by which the posts were supposed to be exploited was 

twisted out of shape in still anothe; way. Oertain posts were 

supposed to be exploited by conges, 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 conges usually granted for Detroit were turned over to 

Marin and the exploitation of the post was shared by Mar in, Pean,Dcs· 

pins._. and Landrief. This society increased its profits by 

loading their "marchandise de traitett on the King's batteaux and 

having it transported at the King's expense.5· 

One more example of monopoly may be quoted. The same 

officials, La Jonqui~re, Bigot, and Breard, who were associated 

with Marin in the exploitation of the ~ye des Puants, also shared 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.97,p.201. Ministre a Duquesne. 
Versailles, June~30, 1753· 

2. Rapp. de 1 1Aroh. 1923-192~, p.5~. Memoire sur 1 1Etat de la 
Nouvelle France Tl757) (Mission de Bougainville). 

3· Ordres et Depeches,B: Vol.lOl,p.lll. Ministre a Vaudreuil. 
Oompi~gne, July,l5, 1755; Vol.l09, p.85. Ministre a Vaudreuil. 
Versailles, Jan. 26, 1759. In 1759, Rigaud was granted the 
post for life. the life tenure was short-lived. 

tt.. l(emoire pour M •. J-H.Pean. p.223. 
5· Ibid. pp.300-302. 
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the Poste de la Mer d'Ouest with its commandant, Legardeur de St. 

Pierre1 ·and, it was said, employed the same means of reducing costs: 

This association was not illegal3but it was part of the monopoly 

" 'L 

which evoked bitter complaints from Canadian 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 171+3 

it was .. discovered that soldiers and "engages" at Niagara regularly 

brought up to the post merchandise of small bulk for trading 

purposes with consequent damage to the returns of the f~mers.5· 

Voyageurs did not obey the letter of their· licences. They 

carried more liquor and merchandise than they had permission to do 
t' 

and traded in territory other t~an that specified in tDeir conges0
• 

No number of ordinances was ever effective in puttin~ a stop to 

these abuses, of course. 
-

These individuals had some right to be in the up country; they 

were part of the organization designed to exploit the wilderness. 

1. Afr~ire du Oanada, Vol.III, p.76. Memoire pour Breard. 
2. Ibid., pp.l~g,150. Vide pp.lg3-lg~. 
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 
M~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 
Oanada,Vol.IV,pp.l72-173· Pr~cis pour M.de Vaudreuil). 

~. e.g.Ordres et Depen~es,B,Vol.93,P·1+3. Ministre wBigot. 
Versailles, May 7, ~751. 

5. Ord.des Int. M30,Vol.XVII,p.~2. Ordonnance de Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Montreal,July 16, 17~3. 

6. Moreau st.Mery Ooll.,F3, Vol.l4(supplement) P·5· Ordonnance de 
La Jonqui~re. May 29, 1751; Oorres.Gen.,0 11 A,Vol.lOO,pp.32-35· 
R~glement pour de Commerce (des Postes) issued by Duttuesne. 
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-Oanadians adopted the life of the Indians and never 
::::> 

returned to the colony. I~ is probably, however, that o·ther 

habitants were part-time ttcoureurs" 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. 1 · A specific case of connivance between 

farmers and coureurs de bois is that of the Poste de La Baye ~des 

Puant s. It was said that the lessees of this post struck a 

bar~~in with eight or ten coureurs by which they supplied them 

6 2. 
with merchandise for the sum of 000 livres in beaver. The 

authorities were very much exercised about the disposition of the 

oa.nadians to 11 courir les bois 11 , 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_; 3. 

La Galissonni~re suggested that offenders should be transported to 

the French West Indies.~· But further penalties would have been 

no more effective than the ones already in force were. From time 

1. 

2. 

Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.~5~P·37· Ministre ~La Jonqui~re. 
Versailles, Ma~ch 6, 17l~ 7. · 

Oorre s. Gen. 1 O"A, Vol. ~1 ( 2), p. 260. Beauliarnoi s au Mini stre. 
Quebec, Oct.25, 17'+~. This was the complaint of Lusignan, 
commandant of the post. The farmers at the same time were 
complaining of the 11peu de secours 11 that Lusignan afforded them 
for their exploitation. (Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.Sl,pp.236-237· 
Memoire du Roy a Beauharnois et Hocquaxt. Versailles. April 2~, 
17~5· 
Edits et Ordonnances. Vol.I, p.551. Declaration du Roi. 

April, 1737· 
Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol.87( 2) pp .18g-189. La Galissonniere w 

Ministre. Quebec, Oct.21, 17~7. 
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to time a year's amnesty was declared during which period coureurs 

might return home with impunity1.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 
be 

had to/turned over to the Oompagnie des Indes which had a monopoly 

on the export of this fur. 2 · The company maintained receiving 

offices in Montreal and Quebec and, up to 17~9, one in Three 

Rivers also.3· The representatives of the company in the colony 

were a controller and an inspector, in addition to tbe agents in 
!+. 

charge of the offices. For the beaver turned in to the 

bureaux, "recepisses" or receipts were given which could be 

changed into bills of exchange drawn on the treasury of the company 

5· in Paris. Fixed prices were paid for beaver by the Oompany 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 -uebeo where they were supposed to 

be sold to the highest bidder. According to Estebe, Keeper of 

-
1. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.I,pp.551-552. Declaration du Roi. 

April 173.7. _ . , 
Rapp. de l'Arch 1920.-1921, p.l8. Boucault, Etat Present du 

oanada ( 17 51-~) • 
Inv. des Ord.,. Vol.III,p.131. June ~6, 17!+9. 
Rapp. de l'Arch. 1923-192~, p.6~. Memoire sur 1 1Etat de la 

Nouvelle Franee (1757) (Mission de Bougainville). 
5. considerations sur l'Etat Pre_sent du Canada (Oct.l75S),pp.12,13. 

Printed in Hist.Doo. First Series (Que.Lit and Hist.Soc.) 

2. 



162. 

Stores in Quebec, he was purchaser every year from the last few 

years of Hocq~rt•s administration until 175~ when he left Oanada. 1 • 

As early as 1749, Bigot had abandoned the public auction2· and 

thenceforward turned over all the furs to Est~be at an estimate. 

Bigot and Breard were both interested with Est~be in this trade, 
"., l { 

the Intendant to the extent of 50%.3· 

The rest of the furs, which were in the hands of the merchants 
/ 

1L 
in Montreal, were sold to ~uebec merchants for export. • Possibly 

some of the Montreal merchants dealt directly with France. The 

s. Pennissault who came to Qanada 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 ss. Frete, merchants, 

who sent him goods from France and to whom he sent fur and other 

Oanadian produ~ts.5· 

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. Goguet (at La Rochelle) was 11 correspondant presque 

univers:eln for Oa.nadian fur, handling more than 75% of the export 

(exclusive of beaver, of course). Goguet made up the pelts into 

lots so that he e;~ot rid of the bad along wi tll the good and he 

controlled the market, keeping back furs until there was a scarcity, 

then selling when the price was high.?. 

1. Memoire ~our G. Estebe, pp.l67-171. 
2. Oorres.Gen.,uuA,Vol.93,p.2et~. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oot.t~, 

17'+9. 
3· Jugement Rendu -- dans l'Affaire du Oanada, p.62; M3moire 

pou~ Bigot, t,II,p.l02. 
4. Mimoire pour G. Est~be, p.176. 
5. Affair'e du Oanada,Vol.III,pp.325-326. Pr3cis pour Pennissauld 

(Pennissault). _ 
6. Rapp.de 1'Arch.,l920-192l,p.l). Boucault,L'Etat Pr2sent du 

Canada ( 175'+) I 
7• M~moire pour Bihot, t,II, pp.l09-110. 



Merchandise for the trade was for the most part imported by 

Quebec merchants and resold to their confreres in Montrea1. 1
· 

Some of the latter possibly maintained agents in Quebec. The 

Oompagnie des Indes also imported powder and merchandise, some of 
2# 

which it sold to the traders, and the King, too, did a business in 

supplying powder from the Stores to the trade.3· 

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 ~uebec to France. 

Merchandise came up to Montreal, canoes set out from Montreal, and 
-·-
the furs came back to ~ntreal. The situation in Detroit is an 

example of how the town might stretch a tentacle out into the 

wilderness. Fur traders resident in the frontier settlement were 

said to have owed so much to the 11 marchands equipeurs 11 of Montreal 
)J. 

that Detroit was mortgaged for more than it was worth. • 

The long lists of conges issued and of contracts made5· 6ive 

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 wi·th the 

1. Memoire ;eo1:r G ... Est~be, p.176. 
2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.76,p.73· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 

Oct.~l, 17~1; oonsiderations sur l'Etat Pr~sent du Canada (Oct. 
1758) p.13. Printed in Hist.Doc.JFirst Series, (~ue.Lit.and 
Hi st • So c • ) . 

3. Ordre s et Depeche s, B, Vol. 76 ( 1), pp .195-161. Mini stre a Ho cquart. 
Versailles, April 20, 17~3. 

t~. Oorres.Gen., 011A, Vol.~9,p.136. Noyan au Ministre. Detroit, 
Aug.6, 17!+7. 

5· Rapp.de 1 1Arch: 1921-1922,pp.190-223; 1922-1923,pp.l92-265; 
1929-19,30, PP .194-:J~56; 1930-1931, PP· 3?3-tJ-53; 1931-1932, pp. 2tt 3-365. 
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t 1. up coun ry. Montreal, by the end of the French regime had 

"emerged into tne ~csition of a distributing centre, a ware-
- -

house, to a certain degree a financial headquarters, an entrepot 

in the modern sense of the termtt. 2 • 

The constant difficulty with which the French had to deal was 

the counter attraction of the Ene;·lish trade. The French had the 
3 ,, . 

advantage of their competitors in guns, ·powder,·- and, especially, 

brandy which the Indians p~eferred to the English h. rum . ..) The 

French probably depended more on their liquor than 0n anything 

else to maintain their trade wit~ the savages, a fact which the 

authorities realized. The Cnurch opposed the brandy trade on the 

grounds of Christianity but the government took a more practical 

view. On one occasion when tr..e Bishop wrote to tl1e Minister 

that he could not absolve those who engaged in the liquor traffio, 6· 

he was briskly advised to reconcile religion with the interests of 

the colony and of commerce.?· 

1. Franquet, M6meir.es et Voyages, pp.ll'i-115. 
2. E.R.Adair, The Evolution of Montreal during the French Regime. 

A paper read before the History Association of Montreal, March 20, 
193~· -

3· Rapp.de l'Arch. 1923-1924, p.63. M:~moire sur l'E·~at de la 
Nouvelle France (1757). (Mission de Bougainville). 

l+. Oorres.Gen., O"A, Vol.90-Sl,p.l53· La Galissonniere au M.inistre. 
Quebec, Oct. lg, 17~g. 

5· Ibid.,Vol.73;p.127. Hocquart aux Directeurs de la Oompagnie des 
Indes. Nov. 3, 1740. 

6. Ibid., Vol. 7g ,p .131. L tEv~que au Mini stre. Aug. 22, 17t~2. 
7. Ordres et Depeches,Bl Vol~ 76(1) ,pp.343-3l+4. Llinistre ~ 1 1Ev~que. 

Versailles, May,21, 17~3. , 
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As the French knew and admitted) the real trouble was that the 

English offered better cloth at low~r prices than could be obtained 

in the French posts. 1 · The French were so fully aware of this 

fact that the Oompagnie des Indes was allowed to buy each year a 

number of pieces of English cloth which i-t sent to the colony for 

its own trade. 2 • Attempts to manufacture satisfactory scarlets 
"Z 

in France were a failure./· It was said that the manufactures of 

Lan~uedoc could imitate the English goods but could not supply them , ' 
as cheaply as the company could get them from England. · 

The French were faced wi tJ.l trJ.e double problem of stamping out 

the contraband trade and of meeting competition. 

direction were their efforts very successful. 

In neither 

From 1727, the authori·~ies had puxsued a policy of turning out 

of the colony all resident foreigners, even naturalised ones, who 

were engaged in trade.5· Evidently English traders also visited 

Montreal. An ordinance of 173S declared that henceforth all 

Englishmen would be turned back at the Pointe A la Ohevelure no 
- t, matter what reasons they gave for entering the colony.v• By 17lt-0 

the French seem to have been successful in removing the English 

from immediate contact with the Canadian merchants.?· Moreover 1 

1. e.g. Oorre s .Qen., C11A: Vol. 7~, p .130. L 'Eveque au Mini stre. 
Quebec, .A.ug.221 171+2; V~l.90-91, p.!.t-7 ._-~a G~lissonniere et Bigot 
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.20, 17~S, etc. 

2. Corres.Gem.,0 11A,Vol.l03(2),pp.5'-~2-5li3. Memoires des Syndics et 
Di:r:~ct_eurs de la Oompagnie des Indes au 11inistre.(l75~). 

3.· ibid., p.5lt-3. 
~ Ibid.,Vol.9g,p.369. Martin au Ministre. Quebec,Nuv.s, 1752. 
5. Ibid.,Vol.51.p.7. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. Oct.6, 

1740. \ 
6. Edits et Ordonnanoes) Vol.II,pp.371t-376. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 

April 25, 173S. 
7. Oorres.Gen., 011A) Vol. 74,p .29. Beauharnois au :Ministre. Oct .6, ~ 

17t~o. After 174-0 there seems to have been no further reference 
to the matter. 
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it was said that the penalties imposed for carrying furs to the 

English were sufficiently severe to prevent the French from engag­

ing directly in the traffio. 1
• 

That however, did not put a~stop to the contraband trade. 

Canadian furs continued to reach t~e English at Ohouaguen and at 

Orange, chiefly by way of the domiciled Indians. A certain John 

Henry Lidius, a native of Orange, had established himself in 

Montreal i~ 1725. There he gained a great deal of credit with 

the Iroquois converts - He knew their language and i1is wife was the 

grand niece of an Iroquois who had married a French woman. 2 • In 

1730 he was convicted of narrying on an illegal trade with New 

England and was banisr~d from Oanada.3· Lidius returned to 

Orange, set up a post, and attracted his Indian fr;ends tbither. 

This store loomed so large in the eyes of the French that on one 

occasion, the Minister described it without modification as the 

outlet through which Oanadian beaver found its way to the English. 

He urged the de s-tructicn 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 17~5 when the 
tt.. colonies were at war on behalf of their respective mother countries. 

However, Lidius continued unmolested and Oanadian furs continued 

to reach Orange. 

1. Oorres.Qen., 011 A, Vol. 76,pp.17g-179. Memoire sur le Commerce de 
Canada. ( 17'+1) 

2. Ibid.,Vol.5l,pp.7-g• Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct.25~ 1729. 

3· Bulletin des Recherches Historiques, Vol.XXXV,pp.28-30. 
Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. O~t.l5, 1730. 

4-. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.~l, p.212. Ministre au Beauharnois. 
Versailles, Apri.l 28, .174'5-. . 
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The most flagrant though not the only case of contrabandingthat 

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 equipment for expeditions to the up country. By 

17~0 the agents of the Oompagnie des Indes were inq1ir.ing why 

none of the beaver which the Demoiselles must have received from 

their B:lvage customers ever found its way to the offices of the 

Oompany. 2 • Further complaints followed3·and in 17~2 the store 
!+. was ordered suppressed. 

The Demoiselles however, continued to live in the Indian village 

in spite of the fact that they had a very fine house in Montreal.5. 

They were obViously still proceeding on their devious way and in 

17~5 they were ordered by the King to take up their residence 

elsewhere.6. 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 Jonqui~re, had definite proof th~ the 

1. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.97,p.277· Les Dlles.Desauniers au lviinistre. 
1751. ~ -

2. Ihid.,Vol.77;pp.~03-40~. Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec,Sept.29, 
17~0. ' 3· Ordres et D,9p~ches,B,Vol.7~(2),p.3}.f... Ministre au P.de Lauzon 
(P~ovincial des,Jesuites). Fontainbleau, April 20,1742. 

l+. Ibid.,Vol.7~(2),p.4-45. Ministre a Beauharnois et Hocquart. 
Fontainebleau, April 30, 1742. 

5. Oorres.Gen., 0 11A, Vol, 7S,p .1~9. Beaugarnois au Ministre .Quebec, 
Oct .13, ,17t~ 3; Oorre s .G~n ., C"A, Vol.Sl( 1) ,pp. 226-227. Beauharnoi s 
au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.ll, 17t~'+. 

6. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.8l,p.21g. Ordre du Roi. Versailles, 
A.pril 28, 1745., 

7. Ibid., Vol.~5,pr).l-1-3-'-~tt-. Ministre a La Jonquiere. Versailles, 
March 6 1 1 7t~ 7 • 



Demoiselles, aided and abetted by the Reverend Pere Toutnois, 

priest of the mission, regularly despatched considera~le quantities 

of-beaver to Orange and Ohouaguen by way of the domiciled 

Indians. The EnglisP, goods which the pa:rtners received in re-

turn were sold to voyageurs bound for the up country. 1 • In 1751 

the Governor decided that the time had come for action. According­

ly he ordered Tournois to leave the mission and he sent an officer 

with a detachment of eight soldiers witn 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 Ulles. Marie Magdelaine, Marie Anne, and Marguerite from 

the Sa.ult. The ladies, armed with testimonials from a variety 

of prominent members of the colony, and accompanied by Tournois, 

then repaired to France to lay their case before the King. 2 • They 

returned however, without having received much satisfaction. In 

February 1752, their enemy, La Jonquiere,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 forcibly removed.3· Meanwhile Tournois 
!-!-

had returned to France 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. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.95,pp.l32-14L~. La Jonquiere au Ministre. 

Qu~beo~ July 25, 1750 •.. 
2. Ibid.,pp.13g-139) Ibid.,Vol.97,pp.277-29l.Les Delles Desauniers 
3· au Ministre. 1751. J ibid.,Vol.9S,p.36. Duquesne au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.2S, 1752. 
+: Ibid., Vol.97,pp.l93-19'+. La J:onquiere au Ministre. Quebec, 

Nov.l, 1751. 



In 1752 the authorities had not even succeeded in putting a 

stop to th~ Indians jourpeys to Orange. Repeated harangues ~ 

the Iroquois of the mission had been entirely ineffective in 

turning them from what all right thinking Frenchmen considered their 

evil ways. 1 • On one occ~sion the Savages had declared that they 

would rather be dead than forego their commerce with the English. 2
• 

Finally the Governor was reduced to recognizing the trade to a 

limited extent, for in 1751 La Jonqui~re ordered the commandant 

at Sault St. Louis to draw up a statement of the furs the Indians 

brought back from hunting and to regulate the amount they carr1ed 

to New England in accordance with their needs. On this basis 

the officer was to issue permits and, to inforce the limits imposed, 

La Jonquiere 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 perm1t.3• It is not unreasonable to suppose that 

means were found to evade the r~gulation. 

If the law could be broken witn impunity at Sault St.Louis , 

within a few miles of Montreal, law must scarcely have existed in 

the wilderness of the up coun·bry. 

1. e.g. Oorres.G·3n .. 1 0 11A: Vol"'".93 1 p.l69. La Jonqui~re au Ministre. 
Quebec, Sept. 22, 17~9; Vol.97,pp.13g-139. La Jonquiere au 
Ministre. Quebec, Oot.19, 1751. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.97,pp.138-139· La Jonqui~re au Ministre. 
Qu~Q~~' Oct.l9l ~751. 

3· Ibid., pp.139-1~1. 
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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 Oompagnie des Indes. Voyageurs 

were reqp. ired to have a statement of the kind and quantity of their 

cargo of beaver signed by th.e commandant of the post at which they 

had been trading and vised by the officer at every pos~ en route 

to Montreal. If they had to trade any pelts for supplies a state-

ment of the amount left was signed and vised. On their arrival 

in the town the voyageurs were supposed to present the statement 

at the Company 1 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 given by the receivers of the 

company1 · In 17~1 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 never saw it and-have the pelts 

carried to the English by Indians. As La Jonquiere pointed out, 

it would have been futile to have placed barriers in the shape of 

posts across the routes that the savages usually took for they • 

would have known still other paths through the forest.3• The 

Governor might also have realized that ordinances merely forbidding 

trade with the English~·were not worth the paper they were written 

1. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.II,pp.37~-376. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
April 25, 173S. 

2. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.75,p.257· Beauharnois au Ministre. Sept.22, 
17~1. ' ' 

3· Ibid.,Vol.93,pp.170-171. La Jonquiere au Ministre.~uebec, 
Sept.22, 17~9. 3 ~. e.g. Moreau st.Mery Ooll.,F I Vol.l3,pp.~~9-~51. Ordonnance de 
La Jonqui~re. Montreal, May 29, 17~9. 
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on. 

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 17~1 Beauharnois and Hocquart to~ 

gether issued an ordinance authorizing the Oompagnie des Indes to 

send its agents into every house and store. These officials 

were to mark w~tp a seal bearing the arms of the aompany any foreign 

cloth they discovered, such as that, for example, --which had been 

used to cover furniture. The ordinance forbade the further use 

of any foreign stuffs illegally imported and declared that hence­

forth any unmarked 6·oods found were liable to confiscatioiJ.. 1 • 

That is, the possessioL of any fureigrl merchandise by the people 

in 1741 was legalised but they were to be prevented from acquiring 

any more. The ordinance was carried out 2 •but there is no record 

of any later inspection, so that t~.e result of the action was 

probably nil. 

Besides the contraband trade the aut:~orities had also to contend 

with English competition. The difference be··tween contraband and 

competition is little more than a distinction i:11 terms. In the 

one case, furs were sent to the English posts by oanadians1 in,.,the 

other, savages carried thither, on their own ac8cunt 1 furs which 

they themselves had caught. 

Efforts were made to counteract the attraction of the English 

bu·t the government never laid. out a systematic plan of pl·e,;ed.ure to 

-deal with the probiem. The back-and-forth movement of the trade 

' . 
1. _Repertoire des Arr~ts,etc (E.Z.Massicotte) p.lCl. l¥!ay 1!,1741· 

Inv. des Ord. Vol.III,p.9. May 12,17'+1. '· 
2. E.Z.Massicotte, -~n ~ecen~ement In~dit de ~ontr~al en 17~1. 

Printed in Trahs.Roy.Soc.Oan.,.Third Series Vol xv Sect 1 . 1 2 ' . ' .. , pp. - • 
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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 french 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, tDe activities of the government in this respect 

tend to fall into four broad categories. In general, their 

efforts took the for~ of: bringing pressure to bear on the Oompagnie 

des Indes to increase the price gi··.ren for beaver; attempting to 

ke~p the posts in cperaticn in spite of adverse circumstances; 

trying to prevent tl1e exploitation of the Indians; and,to a certain 

extent, establishing new posts to fores~all the English trade. 

In the early and comparatively untroubled years of the period 

practically not~in6 was done, although there are frequent references 

to tne English rompetition 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 17'+4, Beauharnois and Hocquart com-

plained that goods from France.- had risen ~O% 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 neither fur or goods had changed in kind or amount. In 171+'-t-

the colonial officials suggested an increase in the prices given 

for beaver for which the Oompany could indemnify it self by rai,sing 

the price in France and the whole transaction would hit only the 

rich. 1 • ~he last remark has a peculiarly modern ring. 

' 
a.- Oo.rre~.Gs~., ~"A,Vol.~l(l) ,pp.52-,BS. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 

Ministre. ~uebec,Oct .15, 17'-+'l. 



The result was that the prices were immediately raised from 

55 sous, 20 sous, and 55 sous the pound for winter beaver, summer 

beaver, and "castor grasu 1 · respectively,to 3 livres 15 sous, 30 

sous ,and !t livres, 2 • tha.t is, an average rise of !1 2.3% wbich 

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. Tne colonial authorities did their utmost to ore-. 
vent the cessation of the trade. In 17tt!~, for example, seven of the 

ten conges that were issued for Detroit, we~e given free.3· In 

171+6, eleven of the twelve conges for Detroit and all the conges 

for Michilimackinac were granted without fee. In the same year 

the leases of the posts of Michipicoton, Ouatonons, Riviere 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 ~he descriptive 
succulence of 11 castor gras 11 • According to Boucault, to make 
"castor gras", 11 11 faut que les Sauvages passent plusieurs 
peaux de castor qu'ils en fassent des couvertes,qu'ils portent cee 
couvertes pendant deux ou trois ans du cote du poil et du cote 
de la peau pour en faire tomber le grand,poil et les engrai~ser 
en y faisant pemetrer par leur sueur les huiles dont ils se 
frottent· 11 n 1y reste apres ce temps que le poil fin ou duvet 
lequel etamt gras,sert a faire des chapeaux de pur castor parce 
qulil est liant et qu'il lie le poil du castor Seo 11 (i.e. The 
ord~nary beaver pelt as it c~mes off the animal) (Rapp. de l'Arch, 
1920-1921. Boucault, Etat Present du Canada. p. 19) 

2. Ordres et Dep.eches,B,Vol.8l,p.91. Ministre au Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. Versailles, M~ch 16, 17~5. 

3·. Oorres.Gen.,C 11A,Vol.83,pp.l88-189. Beauharnois au Ministre. 
Qu~bec, Oct.28. 17~~~ 
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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 equlp themselves at 

Michilimackinac for the post on pcwment of 1000 livres each. The 

farmers of the other two posts continued on condition of making 

no payment at a11. 1 • Similar provision for the up country posts 

was made again the following year. 2 • 

In 17'-~9 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 sous,3· notwithstanding the opposition of the 
./ 

colonial authorities.
1
k· However the officials made other 

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, tne object being to make hay during 

the three sunny years while they held the ~osts. Accordingly all 

but five of the posts (other than those operated by the King) were 

given over to ex~loitation by conges5·in the hope that competition 

among several voyageurs would bring down prices.6. Further it 

was decreed that prices in all the posts were to be fixed at 30% 

above the cost prices in Montreal. 7. 

1. Oorres.Qen., U11A,Vol.85,pp.l7-19.Beauharnois et Hocquar.Jii au 
Mlnistre. Quebec, Sept.2c,l746. 

2. Ibid.Vol.$7(i)pp.279-280. La Galissonni~re et Hocquart au 
1iinistre. Quebec, Oct.?, 17l~7. 

3· Ordres et Dep~che?,B,yol.~9,p.l'~O.Ministre a La Jcnqui~re et 
Bigot. VersaiJ:1e s, April 30, 17'+9. 

)..L. Oorres.G9n.,C 11A,Vol.93,P·5· ·lia Jonqui~re et Bigot au Ministre. 
Q, ~ e 'Qe c, 0 c t . 1 , 17 '~-9 . 

5. Supra, P. 155. 
6. Oorres.Qen.,OtrA,Vol.90-91. La Galissonni~re au Ministre.~uebec, 

Oct.23,17~g. Bigot did not agree with.La Galissonni~re either as 
t6 the ca-y.se 9,f. the exc~ssiv[ p;r;~ces. or of tp.~ plan to .. remedy it. 
(Oorre~.Gen.t,u A~'[o1.92. PP·-~5-Ltb. :e1got au A[J.nlstr~. ~uebec,Oct. 
22, 17~~; P·f3· ~1got au Min1stre. ~u~bec,Nov.2, 17t.te; cf.p 

7. Ordres et Dep~?hes,B,V61.~9. PP·77-7g. Ministre ~Bigot. 
Versailles, Ap~1l 11, 17~9. 
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In t~J.is llinter war" period a number of new posts were 

established. 
1. 

In 171+9 one was set up in the country of the Scioux. 

Another, Fort Rouille dependent on Niagara, was erected ac~oss a 

path which the Indians took to Ohouaguen
2

• and a sm&l stookaded 

fort known as th<; Petit ~ortage·was built on the river opposite 

Niagara to int .. ercept Indians who were passing around that post.3· 

Indians made their way to Ohouaguen by way of the Sault Ste.Marie 

also; accordingly in 1750 the s. de Repentigf.Ly from Mickilimackinac 
' and a few soldiers were aent thither wit~ four canoes to intercept 

the Savages en route to the English and to raise a fort~· During 

this _period a new esta~lishment was begun at LacJa la oarpe, as we 
I ~ 5 - , 0. have see-'1 • and a Jesuit mission was established at La Pr·3sentation. 

The first was to intercept the Indians goint; to Hudson Bay and it 

was hoped that tlle second would interfere with tie trade at 

Ohouaguen. Both these however, were sanctioned rather ·than under-

taken bv the authorities. 
" 

In 1749, Oeloron de Blainville with a detachment of 200 men was 

sent down the Ohio to try to detach the Indians from the English 

traders who visited the district.7• In 1753 began Duquesne's 

attempt to hold the Belle Riviere and in that year Forts Presqu-

Isle, Machault and Le Boeuf were built •. This was preparation 

for war rather than an ordina:c.y attempt ·to meet English competition. 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B, Vo.l.93{JPP .'-f.5-'-L6. La Jonqui~re et Bigot au 
Min~stre. Quepec, Oct.9, 17t9. 

2. Ibid. 
3· Ibid.,Vol.95,p.83. La Jonqui~re et Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 

0 c t • 24 ' 1 7 50 • . 
l.f-. Oo~res.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.95,pp.178-179· La Jonquiere au Ministre. 

Quebec 1 A ug • 20, .. 17 50 ; c f . p • 
5. Supra, p. 156 
6. Oorres.Gen.,~"A,Vol.93, pp. 52-53· La Jonquiere et Bigot 

au Ministre. ~uebec, Oct.31, 17~9. 
7 0 Q&. ·uA • o.rre s · ---_n ·' W 'Vol. 93/PP .139-140. !.a Gali ssonniere au 

MinJ.stre. ~uebec,June 2o, 17'+9. 
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Beaver received • the Company's Offices in: J.n 

17'+0 1~~ 7' 000 - 11t-g,ooo pounds. 1. 

17!+2 157,000 pounds. 
2. 

17ti-3 200,000 pounds.3· 

17'+1+ 200,000 
lL 

pounds. '· 

1745 180,000 pounds.5· 

1746 pounds. 6. 1go,ooo 
(anticipated) 

171+7 100,000 - 120,000 pounds. J· 
(ant-icipated 

1748 50,000 - 60,000 pounds. 8. 

1. Oorres. "Gen., ~ 11A, \..iol. 73,· p.126. Hocquart au.x Directeurs 
de la Oompagnie des Indes. Nov. 3, 1740. (copy) 

2. Ordres et Depeches,B, Vo1.78(1), p.158. Memoire du Roy 
a_ :Seauharnois e"t; Hocquart. Versailles, May 31, 174-4. 

3 •• Ibid. 
ft. Oorres. Gen., C11A, Vol.81(1); P·55· Beauharnois et 

Hooquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.l5, 1744. 
5· Ibid., Vol.S3, p.33. Beauha.rnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 

Quebeo, Oct.23, 1745. 
6. Ibid., Vol.85, P·359· Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 

Sep t • 18, 1 71+6 . 
7• Ibid., Vol.87(1), pp.279- 281. La Galissonni~r~ et 

Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, Oct.7, 1747. 
8·. Ibid., Vol. 9c,p .105. Bigot au Mini stre. Quebec, Nov .8, 1748. 

The receipt is stated as 166,172 livres 3 sous. The above 
figures have been calculated roughly, on the oasis 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 attraction 

and by the two wars. There were of course a variety of incidental 

factors as well. For example, in 171+0 the Baye des Puants re-

turned only 110 packets of furs instead of the usual 300 to 4oo 

because there had evidently been a disruption between the Indians 

of the district and the neighbouring Scioux, and the local Savages 

were afraid to go into the district of their enemies where 

beaver was plentiful. Hunting had been further interrupted by 

the fact that other Indians who frequented the post had marched 

against the ~hicatas in the south and had wintered in Louisiana. 1 • 

The most sustained influences however were the two already 

mentioned. 

The amount of beaver received each year by the Oompany is an 

index of 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 

in price. 2 • Moreover, in the spring of 174~ Oho~guen was 

temporarily abandoned with consequent benefit to the French posts. 3 · 

The same year, however, marks the beginning of war between France 

and England. 

As early as October 17~~~ 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. Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.73,p.l26. Hocquart aux Directeurs de la 
Oompagnie des Inde s (copy) Nov. 3, 17!.!-0. · 

2. 6rdres et Depeches,B,Vo1.76(1),pp.3e~-3g5. MAmoire du Roy A 
Beauharnois et Rocquart. Versailles, May 31, 17~3. 

3· Oorres.Gen.,u"A,Vol.gl(2),p.l+72. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Qu~bec, Oct.23. 17~~. 
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appearance, of three ships destined for Oa.nada. 1 • ~hroughou~ 
of 

the war complaints follow/the 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 Oompagnie des 

Indes and there was no powder to spare, either for the Qompany or 
I) 

for the farmers of the posts.~· The following year scarl~t and 

other cloth were said to have been entirely la-cking 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 
4-the colony in two years. • In that year an additional factor 

was introduced into< the situation. In order to lessen the de-

mands on the 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 take a considerable 

loss if they had ·these bills discounted.5· The effect was of 

course to raise prices still higher. Bigot- writing in 17~g said 

that traders in Montreal had to pay at least 150% more for their 
I' 

merchandise than they did in peace time. 0
• 

we have already seen something of the effect of the situation 

on the exploitation of the up country posts.7· In spite of the 

1. 'Oorres.Gen. 1 v11A,Vol.gl(l)pp.52-53· Beauharnois et Hocquart au 
Min1stre. Quebec,Oct.l5, 174~. 

2. Ibid.,Vol.g3;pp.g7_gg. Beauharnois et Hocquart au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct. 23, 17l.t-5. -. · V 

-3. Oorre s .Gen., ouAl Vol.g5,pp. 393-391+ .Hocquar t au Due d 1Anville. 
Qu~beo, Oct.22,17~6. 

l.t-. Ibid.,Vol.~~-,pp.22-23. Hocquart au Ministre. Q,uebec,Sept.21+,17trz·. 
5· Shortt, Doc\llllents, Vol.II: pp. 752-75'1-. Hocquart to the 1:Iinister·~ 

Quebec,Oct.27,1747; PP-757-761. Memoire from the merchants of 
Quebec' to Maurepas. Q,ue bee, Nov. 17t~ 7. ~ 

6. Oorre s .Gen., C11A, Vol. 92, p .'+6. Bigot ru: 1lini stre .Quebec, Oct. 22, 
17l+g. . 

7· Supra, p. 173 
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efforts of the colonial authorities many fewer congas than usual 
. d 1. were 1ssue • 

. 
Furthermore, as Hocquart pointed out in 17~6, a 

great many Indians, constantly engaged in war, were prevented from 

hunting. 2 • 

The English, being the stronger naval power, were not as 

seriously hindered as the French by shortage and dearness of mer-

chandise. The Indians inust have been turned away by the con-

ditions they found in the French posts and the commandant of 

Ohouaguen seized the opportunity to llruiJ it in". In 171t-5 he 

assembled all the nations in J~he vicinity and presented a large 

·barrel of brandy for each village, doubtless to put the Savages in 

a receptive frame of mind. He ~hen told ~~~em that henceforth 

they must come to the English for Jcheir supplies, for the French 

had only enough for tnat year and what was more, Oanada was going 

to be taken as a result of &1 attack by sea. This information 

was carried to Longueuil at petroit by the neighbouring Hurons 

and to the Frend:l 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.3• 

The w4ole situation is,of course, reflected in the decline in 

the beaver returns The fact that the receipts were moderately 

well sustained in 171+5 and in 1746 was possibly the ·result of the 

iacrease in the Oompany 1 s prices. By 17~7 and 171.tg the !to% rise 

1. e.g. Oorres.Gen. v11A: Vol.83,p.l8S. Beauharnois au llinistre. 
Quebec, _Oct.28, 174~; .Vol.~3,p.161. Beauharnois au Ministre. 
Lontreal, June 15:, 17'-~5; Vol.S5, p.35S. Hocquart au ldinistre. 
Que~ec, Sept~18, 17k6. 

2. Ibid.,Vol.85,P·393· Hocquart au Due d'Anville. ~uebec,Oct.22J. 
1746. 

3· Ibid., Vo1.~3,pp.~9-)0. Longu.euil (commandant a Detroit' a 
Beauharnoi s. July 2S, 17!+5. ' 
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in beaver prices could no longer offset the 120% to 150% rise in 

merchandise prices no:c 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 tra~e. However, to judge 

from a number of general statements, the commerce flourished in the 

years 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. 1 • 

The following year a decrease was made in the prices of goods at 

the King t s posts with good ef~ect on t~:e fur receipts. 2 • The 

new post at Toronto also succeeded in turning away an amount of 
~ 

trade from Ohoua~uen./· 

Conditions had evidently improved in the other posts, too. For ..., 

example, in 175!~-, 13 conges at 500 livres each were issued for 

Detroit and lS at 500 livres for Michilimackinac, whereas in 17t~7 

there had been only 9 for the first post and they had to be given 
l I 

free, and 10 for the second, granted at reduced prices. ·• In 

the same year, 1754, the posts of Rivi~re St. Joseph and Illinois 

were also being exploited by conges and those of La Baye, Mer 

d'Ouest, Timiscamingue 1 Ohagouamigon1 Nepigon and Lac a la Oarpe, 

Oamanistigoyan, ~i~hipicoton, Des Miamis, and Ouatanon were all 

farmed at good prices and evidently had been for some time.5· 
-- ,., , .. 

1. aorres.Gen., 011 A, Vol.93,P·335· Bigot au Ministre. ~uebec, Oct. 
27 l· ~ 7'+9 • -

2. Ibid.,Vol.)5,p.201. La Jonquiere au Ministre. Quebec,Sept.23, 
1750~ M~moire pour Bigot, t.I, p.6g. 

3· Oorres~Gen., C1TI, Vol.95,pp.171-172. La Jonquiere au Ministre. 
Quebec,Oct.20, 1750; La Jonquie:r;e au Linistre. Oct.6,1751. 
Printed in the Bulletin des Recherches Historigues,Vol.V,pp.l(g_ 

. '' '+. Sp.pra, p. 173 1 .-0 
5. Oorres.Gen.,w 11A,Vol.lOO,P.P·le-20.Ciompte d~ la recet·lie et 

depenses des po~tes des gais d'entrant (17~~). Enclosed with 
Duquesne au M1n1stre. July· 12, 1755. . 



Profits must have been considerable to judge from the price 

obtained for Timlscamingue, for in 175'+ the farm of the post which 

had been at 7000 livres rose to 1~,lOC livres. 1
• In spite of 

the fact that La Galissonniere's plan to have the posts exploited 
2 ' by conges ·nad not remained in operation long, the prices re-

mained sufficiently low to evoke no complaints from the Savages; 

on the contrary they declared tbemselves satisfied with the 

conditions they found in the up country posts.3· In 1752 

Duquesne and Bigot declared that commerce in general 1-J.O.O. never been 

in a more flourishing condition. The returns to France in furs 

and bills of exchange were nearly double what they had been 

" before the war. ~ • 

The next war must inevitably have had a more detrimental effect 
I 

on the up country trade than the preceding war had had. Ohouaguen 

had long been a thorn in the side of the French gdvernment to 

judge from their urgin~s in war time to attack the fort5• and their 
c. 

suggestion in peace time to induce the Indians to attack it. o. 

Its· destruction was accomplished at last in 1756, among the first 

1. 

2. 
3· 
t~. 

5· 

6. 

Oor:res. Gen.,0 11 A,Vol.)9,pp.296-2)7. Duquesne au Ministre. 
Quebec, Oct. 30~ 175~. 

Supra, p. 156-158, 179 
Oorre s. Gen. 1 C11A, Vol. 99, p. 7'+. Duquesne au Mini stre. Quebec 1 

Oct.26, 1753· . 
D~quesne au Bigo~ au Minis;re. Nov.4, 1752. Quoted in 

Memoire pour Bigot t,I. p.l22. 
Ordres et nepeches,B: Vol.7g (l),pp.1S7-19~- Ministre ~ 

Beauharnois. ~~Versailles, Maxch 30, 17'+~'-; Vol.E13,p.1t!-6. 
M~moire du Roy ~ La J6nquiere. Versailles, April 1, 17!.~6; 
Vol.87,pp.75-7~. Ministre a La Galissonni~re. Marly, Jan.23, 
17.4g~ 
Ib;d., Vol.91, pp.~6-e7. Ministre a La Jcnquiere et Bigot. 

Versailles, April 15, 1750. 



operations of the war. But it was a disastrous vic·tory, 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 

loss. 1 · In 1757, Bigot wrote 11 ~es Sauvages sont furieux a 
Niagara, a ce que· me mande M. Pouchot; ils n'y trouvent ni vivres 

ni marchandisestt. 2· 

The old difficulty of scarcity and high cost of merchandise 

prevailed. A memoire addressed to the Minister by the Oompagnie 

des Indes indicates the obstacles in the way of ~rade. For 

example, the English scarlets wi4ich the Company was allowed to 

buy had, in war time; to b~ brought to France via Holland in neutral 

ships. The greatest difficulty, however, was to get the cloth_ 

to Oanada. In 1755 the total shipment consisting of 1200'pieces 

was lost, in 1756, 300 out of 1160 pieces were taken, and 

the followiL6 year, 1757, 370 pieces from a total of 66o.3· 

Freight and insurance rates increased enormously, of course, and 

with the depreciation of the paper money combined with all the 

ot~er factors, prices reanhed incredible heights. 

~eanwhile the English were not ne~lecting their opportunities. 

They spread t~1e news abroad of the capture of French vessels 1 and 

Colonel Johnson, Indian agent, displayed the plunder to the 

1. Bougainville, Journal, p.307. Sept.l-10, 1757. Printed in 
ftapp de 1 1 ~rch:, 1923-192~) r 

2. Moreau Sv. Mery Ooll., F 1 Vol.l.J, P•97· Bigot au Ministre. 
Quebec, Aug. 2~, 1757· 

3· Oorres. G?n., \.1 11A, Vol.l03(2) pp.5!·'-2-5!t3. Memoire des synd-ics 
et directeurs de la Oompagnie des Indes au Ministre. 175~. 



Iroquois and heaped t~:em with presents~- of French brandy and other 

supplies. Johnson was said to have had twenty tailors busy . 
.., 

making nbabits 11 fro~11 F~ench cloth for the Savages • .L. 

Expeditions to the up country were still being made in the 

spring of 175g 2 
• but by then, if no-t earlier, the Savages w-ere 

turning against the French. In May 175~ BougaiLville re~orted a 

great fer1i.1ent among up country Indians; the Folles-Avoines had 

besieged the post of La Baye for three days, and destroyed a 

French family o~ the WisconsiL, an~ 0ther nations were ill-disposed 

to the French.3· In tb.e late summer of that year, Frontenac was 

destroyed and with it a quantity of merchandise for the up country 
'L 

posts. • The follcwine; year Nigara was taken. Possibly the 

fur trade never came to a.complete stop but the returns in the 

last few years must have been almost negligible. 

The fur trade seems to have been co1~1;;aratively fl'ee from the 

blie:)1t of inertness whic:1 affected the colony. There can be no 

doubt of tne eagerness of the inhabitants to engage in tDe trade, 

legally or illegally. It would have flourished as much,possibly 

even wore, without government intervention. 

The governments
1
kupervision of the fur trad.e appears to be of a 

j 
; 

piece with its activities in other connections. The motive, 

however, was different. The up country trade was of double 

1. oorres.Gen.,~ 11A,Vol.l03(l),p.~O. Vaudreuil au Ministre. 
Montreal, Jul~ 2g, 175S. 

2. Rapp. de l•Arch., 1931~1932, pp.361-365. Repertoire des 
Engagements pour l'Ouest. 

3· Bougainville, Journal, p.320. May 12-20, 175~. Printed in 
Rapp. de 1 tArch, 1923-192tt. 

'+. Oorres. Gen.,0 11 A,Vol.l03(2), p.562. Memoire. Unsigned (175g). 
Evidently based on despatches received from the colony, chiefly 
those of Vaudreuil and Doreil. 



lg3· 
significance- for it meant no_t only p_rofi t s but -also defence. The 

auth9rities in rrance saw only the military aspeot; they were inter· 

ested in maintainiD.i the Indians in ~heir alle{6lance to the 

Frenoh rather than in the progress of the trade itself. It is 

not without point that in 17!1-6 and in 17l.J.7 ships were forbidden to 
." .... 
A. 

clear for the Labrador posts,with a oonsequent falling off- in the 

peltry returns from that district, 1 ·when, at the same time, the 

authorities were making desperate efforts to_ supply the posts in 

the- up country, where relations with the Indians were of military 

importance. 

The King was not at all anxious to see expansion only for the 

sake of _increased profits, a fact which the Minister of Marine 

made clear t.o the colonial officials. In 1750 he pointed out· 

to La_Jonquiere that new posts were undesirable,for their establish­

ment was costly to the Kin~ and they would serve oply to divide 

the foxces of the colony. One might be established on the Belle 

Rivi~re to forestall English occupation of the territory and to 

strengthen communication with Louisiana; lastly, it was suggested 
. ..., 

that such a post would be advantageously situated for trade. 2 • 

Obviously, the military aspect of the situation was uppermost in the 

Minister •·s mind. 

Niagara, Frontenac) and, later, Presqu-1-Isle, Le Boeuf, Machaul.t 
·~ . 

and Duquesne were all operated by the King at a loss, simply to 

retain the good will of the Indians. 3· New posts were established 

1. 
2. 

sUpra, p. 140 
Ordres et Dep8ches,B,Vol.91,pp.9g-99· Ministre a La Jonqui~re. 

Versailles, _.lpfil 15, 1750. 
aapp de l'Arch., 1923-19?~, P·?l.J.· Memoire sur 1 1Etat de la 

Nouvelle France (1757) (Misslon de Bougainville). 



not so much to increase the profit.s to ~he French as to break the 
. 

relations of the Sava~es with the English. An example of how 

expansion was governed by military factors is the establishment, 

in 175g1 of traders and gunsmiths in the villaies of the Five 

Nations. as part of a plan to attach these neutral Indians to the 
. 1 

French. • 

The fur trade is u.sually regarded as the sine qua non for the 
. 

existence of New France and unaoubtedly it was the reason for the 

establishment of the colony. Certainly it !8-S both the most 

profitable and the most vigorous branch of'eoonomio activity in 

Canada. Possibly it tended to hinder othe; enterprises. We 

liave seen that it proved an obstacle to agricu~ture and individuals 

were probably unwillin~ to invest in new projects when they could · 

get ireater returns from the up country posts. On the other hand, 

without the fur trade there would have been even less wealth in the 

colony than there was. 

But, however important the fur trade was i.t had less to do with 

determining the general condition of the colony than agriculture 

had. By 171t-0 at least-, the fur trade, no matter what it might have 

been earlier, was not the economic basis of the colony. A great 

many 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 exploitation of the up country was. We have seen the 

effect on the colony of a poor harvest. 

returns had no such widespread result. 

A falling of~ in peltry 

1. Affaire du Oanada,Vol.IV,pp.56, 162-169. Memoire pbur 
Daniel de Jon9aire Ohabert, 



FUR TRADING POSTs. 1 • 

Kini' s Posts: 

La Pxesentation (Iroquois mission) 

. N1aiara 

L·e~: !et it ·i>-Port8.ie 

Frontenac 

Rouille ·(Toronto) 

Pre squ 'Isle 

Le Boeuf 

Maohault 

Duquesne 

Becancourt- (Village of domiciled Indians) 

St. Frangois 

Sault St .Louis 

If 

fJ 

·Lake o·f Two Mountains 

L~ Long Sa.ul t · . 

Oa.rillon (1) · 

Des Miamis 

Miami 

Ouatanon 

" If 

" .. 

Rivi~re St. ·Joseph. (main post) 

11 

(Ri vi,~ re St. Jo seph) (subsidiary post) 

1. For location, see- map at end. · 

. 2 
Average annual product. • 

30 - 4o packs. 3-. 

250 - 300 packs 

20 -. 30 packs 

150 packs 

200 - 250 packs 

150 - packs 

150 packs 

250 - 300 packs 

!t-oo - 450 packs 

l.J.oo packs 

2. These returns are given in the Memo·ire sux: -~'~tat de ~a 
Nouvelle France (1757), pp.~6-50. In the Rapp.de l'Arch. 1923-.. 
19~~ .. (Mission de Bo.ugainville) 

3· Ibid., p.63. 1.10n appelle paquet de pelletererie quatre-vingt­
cinq francsn. 



18~ ter. 

FUR TRADING POSTS (cont., d) 

Baye .des Puanirs 500· - 600 packs 

Des Scioux (not located) Included in the 
l~mits of the Baye des .Puants 

Des Illinois This ·post was dependent o·n Louisiana but a number 
of voyageurs from Oanada also were allowed to trade there. 

Detroit 

~~gouam-iion 

Miohipicoton 

Oamani st igo yan 

Nepigon (not located~in the vicinity of Lake 
.,,-: Nlpigon) 

Lac l la Oarpe (not located) In the limits of 
_Nepigon 

Michilimackinac 

Sault ste. Marie 

Timiscamingue 

A.bi tibi Dependent on Timiscamingue 

Mer d 'Cue st: 

St. Pierre 

St. Charles 

Bourbon 

De la Reine 

Dauphin 

Des Prairies· 

A la Oorne 

800 - 1000 paQks 

250 

50 - 60 

60 - 70 

go - 100 

600 - 700 

100 

120 

pa~ks 

paqks 

packs 

packs 

packs 

packs 

packs 

300 - !too packs 

Rouge· (Fort Rouge was abandoned in 1737. Legardeur de St .Pierre 
built another fort on approximately the same site in 1751) 

Maurepas (1) 
' 

Uaurepas (2) 

La Jonquiere. 



OHAPTER VI. 

TRADE AND INDUSTRY. 

In a colony where manufac·tures were practically non-existent, 

there was wide scope for traders who merely 0oug~t and sold. These 

were, ··of course, for ·~he li1ost part concentrated in the towns but as 

we have already seen, there were some who carried on their business 

in the rural districts. Various individuals, someti~es domestics, 

saltsmugglers who had been transported to the colony, or indentured 

servants at the end of their contracts, who had collected a small 

sum of money, invested in a stock of gocds and went from parish to 

parish and from house to house peddling t.hei.r wares. Others who 

had more capital took a house in a village and set up as country 

shtlpkeepers. These ~raders fulfilled a useful function by 

establishing themselvas in outlying districts and making contact 

between the towns and ~he more remote parts of the co:.cny. They 

were doing a suf:iciently extensive business to evoke complaint 
1. 

from the Quebec merchants. Franquet was quite shocked at the 

luxury he fcund in the home of one of their number, Madame Lamothe, 
he 

shopkeeper at Laci.1enaye, where/and his party slept in beds "propres 
" 

de fa con ~ la ducrJ.e sse 11 • c.· 

1. Oorres. Gen., ~ 1JA, Vol. 75,pp.l+...:.15, 23-25. Copie du M~moire du 
s. Desauniers, syndic des negociants de Qu3bec, a Beauharnois et 
Hocquart. 17t~1. ~ This document includes the comments of 
Beauharnois and Hocquart on the merchants' compla~~ts. Sign~d, 
Beauharnois et Hocquart. Quebe~,Sept.g, 174-1; Memoire pour 
Bigot, t.I, pp.l21-1~2; Ordres et Dep~ches,B: Vol.97,p.16~. 
Ministre a Duquesne et Bigot. Versailles,Jun~ ~,1753; Vol.99, 
pp.65-66. Ministre ~ Duquesne et Bigot. Versailles,May 30,1754 

2. Franquet, Memoires et Voyages,pp.157~15g.Le S (mars 1753} 



1S6. 

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 

t 1. owns. There a certain amount of organization exis~ed among them. 

A royal arret of 1717 permitted the merchants of Quebec and Montreal 

" to elect a syndic and a number of assistant syndics to represent 

their interests before the autharities and to assemble daily at 

any place they might chose to discuss their affairs. 2
• For 

example, on Oct.6, 17!t0, the principal ruerchants of Quebec assembled 

at the Intendan~ 1 s Palace and chose, by ballot, the s. Desauniers 

as their representative.3· Desauniers was performing one of the 

functions of his office when l.~.e directed a diatribe against the 
'I country shopkeepers.'··· It is interesting to note that although 

there were over a hundred shops in ~uebec 5. 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 syndic, the s. Oharles Hery, on Sept .29, 175~, to discuss a 

proposition made in Paris that year by a new company which wished 

to obtain a monopoly of the beaver and the ginseng trades, 6 • 

1. 

2. 

3· 
4. 

5· 
6. 

Montreal and Quebec. Three Rivers was described as an "Esp~ce 
de bourg decore du nom de ville--" (Memoire sur le.s fort.s de la 
Nouvelle France (1757c.) In the Bulletin des Recherches Hist. 
Vol.XXXVII, p.4ll) 
E.Z.Massicotte, Une Ohambre de Commerce a Montreal sous le 

Regime Frangais. In the Bull. des Rech. Hist. Vol.XXXII, 
PP~l21-124. . . 
Edits et Ordonnance s, Vo 1·. II, pp. 55'~-555. :-Approbation d 'une 

Assemblee des 11archands etc. Signed, Hocquart. Q,uebec,Oct.6,1740. 
Oorres.Gen.,u"A,Vdl.75,pp.l-25. M~moire, S.Desaunicrs~a 

Beauharnois et Hocquart. 1741. 
Ibid., p.ll 
E.Z.Massicotte, Une Ohambre de Commerce,etc. In the Bull.des 

Rech. Hist. Vol.XXXII, pp.l21-1?4. 



In addition to; W1.nadian houses, a rJ.umber of branches of French 

firms were established in Quebec. One of the most active was that 

managed by the SS. Havy and Lefebvre, representatives of s. Dugard 
1. 

et Oompagnie of Rouen. 

Economic activity was not sufficiently extensive in the colony 

to permit of specialization in any one branch of commerce. 

Merchants apparently traded in anything that came their way, ex-

parting ti:J.e products of tl".i.e counJ(jry and importing various sorts of 

merchandise. One finds their names recurring in many conn~ctions. 

For example, the brothers Etienne and Joseph Oharest, ~uebec 

merchants and seigniors of Lauzon, collected rents from their 

seigniory_and profits from their grist mill at which flour was 

6r---11nd for export. On trJ.e Pointe de Levy ~hey had a t~nnery,too, 

which brou6ht them a return. They carried on a shop, established 

in Quebec by their father and at whic~ 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. 2 • 

Trade, consisting as it did chiefly in the export of raw 

materials and food 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 shipments 

and in general winding up their affairs before navigation closed. 

Once the last ship had sailed t~ey had practically nothing more to 

1. corres. Gen.,C 11A,Vol.80,p.s. Hocquar~ au 1linistre. ~~uebec, 
Qct .15, 17t~ 3. ~ ~-

2. j.E.~oy, Lauzon, t,II, pp.~8-39, 129-130, 175-lSl. 



do for there was not sufficient business in the colony to occupy 
., 

them all winter.~· 

Goverr~wsr..t regulation touched colonial commerce in three ways, 

viz. by imposition of custuws duties, by assistance in the 

collecticn of debts, and by ins-pection of weights and measures. 

Oustoms duties were not at first very onerous. 

liquor and elk hides alone were taxed. The tax on brandy, 16 sous 

g deniers the velte 2 • dated back to 16g7. Or- every hogshead of 

light wine~ livres were levied and rum was taxed·at 15 livres the 

cask. In 1743 some further regulations were:; issued imposing small 
"Z 

duties on bottled wines and liqueurs.~· 

the du:bie s on liquor were raised, from r· ') 

wine, from 16 sous ~ deniers to 1 livres 

from 15 livres to 2tL livres '-'-0 'Y" rum. • ,i..l. 

Four years later, in 1747, 

livres to 12 livres on 

'I sous on brandy and 

The following year tl1e King, ,. 
t 

in order to help defray 'the expenses of the war, imposed a general 

3% duty on all goods imported into, and exported from, the colony 

with the exception of those already taxed. There were certain 

other large exemptions. All foodstuffs, horses, ships, shingles, 

hemp, and wood for shipbG.ilding, exported from Oanada, ar_;d all 
,... 

cordage and salt im~~orted, were duty f.ree.::J• The products im-

ported fron.- ~he Windward I s+ands ~~ac:: 1.:-sen exel~lJt frc·m before 17tl-Q 

1. 

2. 

Bougain,tille, Jo.urnal, p.2It2. Q,uebec, Nov.l0-13, 1756. Pl"'inted 
in Rapp. de ltArch.,l923-1924. 

A wine measure, varying from place to place. At Paris it was 
7.l+5 litres. 

3· Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.71L(2),9P·'-L39-'~!!-l. M3moire du Roy ~ 
Beauharno is et HQ cquart • Fon taine "r.:;l eau, A.P r il 30, ll"-2; ldo l' eau 
St. 11ery Ooll., :F3, Vol.l3, p .105. Ordonnance de; Bcauharno is et 
Ho cquart. Quebec, May 2, 17'l2. 

4. Edits et Ordonnances, Vol.I, 
Versailles, Jan.23, 1747. 

h 
..,;• Edits et Ordonnances, Vo1.I, 

V er sail le s, Feb. 17ttg. 

p .5g9. J\rret du ~onsei1 d 1Etat • 
" pp.591-604. Edit du Roy. 



and continued to enter free throughout the period. In 1743, 

imports from Santa Domingo also were added to the free list.
1

• 

The merchants did not allow this new tax en business to pass 

u~remarked but their objections met witl: scant sympathy from the 

authorities either in France or in Oanada. 2 • 

Up to 1753, a year's grace had been allowed for payment of 

duties but in that year immediate payment was ordered. Thus when 

the plan first went into effect, the King would receive two years' 

taxes together.3· The Treasury was evidently particularly low 

at that time fvr it was in the same year, 1753, that the King 

ordered that the dates of maturity of bills of exchange should be 
ll 

extended over a three year period.r. The new injunction must have 

borne heavily on some of the merchants, especially in the first 

year. capital was small and as one anonymous writer pointed out 

it was difficult fer an importer to pay a ~arge sum for duty on, 

say, a shipment r~f liquor, lonE;; before ne could dispose of the 

co1nmodity and re-imburse himself.5· 

When a ship arrived in,port the director of the Domain at once 

sent officials on 0oard, evidently to prevent evasions of the law. 

1. Ordres et Deper:hes,B,Vol.76(l),p.'-~3't. Ministre A Beauharnois 
et Hooquart. _ V~rsailles, July 31, 17'13; A.ffaires Etrang~res, 
Memoires et Documents. Amerique,Vol.II,pp.5~-60. Arrest du ~~ 
Oonseil d 1Etat. Paris, Feb.2!~, 1750. 

2. Ourres. Gen.,C"A.,Vol.)0-)1: pp.67-70. Placet to Gamelin, 
Perthui s et Tac~e A La Galis~onnie1·e et Bir,:Sot. Ql.lebec, Nov. 2, 
17tf-g. p.65. La Galissonni~re et Bigot au Ministre. Quebec, 
-Nov.~, 174-g; Ordres et D,3peches,B,Vol.g9,p.166-. Ministre ~ 
La Jonqui-ere et Bigot. Versailles, April 30, 1749~ 

). _ Oonsiderations sur 1 1~tat Present du Canada (0ct.175g), p.26. 
Hist. DOo. 1 First Series (Que.Lit. and Hist.Soc.) 

l.J.. Infra, p • 21g - - -
5. Considerations sur 1 1Etat Present du Canada (Oct.l75g) p.26. 

Hist.Doc., First Series (~ue.Lit and Hiet.Soc.) 
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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 declarations~md been checked, the 

directors allowed tne goods to be disembarked but only at specified 

ha 1. w rves. 

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 uischarging of cargoes. Bigot 

evidently believed in neglecting no opportunities for he had the 

Storekeeper declare en oath -c~lat ti.~e various ships in which he and 

his clique were interested all carried cargoes for the King and 

hence were exempt from paying customs duty. 2 • 

To collect a debt in the colony one enlisted the help of the 
J 

Intendant, who issued an oro.inance ordering tl1e debtor to pay1·but 

French creditors found it mere difficul~ to extract payment from 

Canadian debtors. The methods employed are illustr~ted by two 

cases in point. In 17~1, ~he s. Gendron, a Paris merchant, sent 

an agent to oanada to oollect a debt of 221 35~ livres. The agent 

bore a letter from the Minister of ~ariLe to Governor and Intendant 

evidently requesting them to lend their assistance. Gendron's 

representative decided to prosecute and Beauharnois and Hocquart ,, 
promised to see that he was rendered justice.-·· On another 

occasion, a La Rochelle merchant, the s. Vivier, appointed someone 

1. 

2. 

Affaire du Oanada, Vol.III, Memoir_e pour Breard, p.l25; 
Edit$ et Ordonnances, Vol.I, pp.591-59~. Edit du Roy. Versailles 

rr~ , 
Feb-. 17, o. 

Jugement Rendu~ -- dans 1 1Affaire du Canada, pp.61,6~; Affaire 
du Canada, Vol.III,p.l25. Memoire pour Breard. 

See for example, Inv. des Ord.,Vol.III,p.!l-. March 11, 17t~1. 
Corres.Gen.,wuA,Vol.75, p.97. Beauharnois et Hocquart au 

Ministre. Nov. 2, 1741. 
·-



191. 

in the colony to act for him in recovering a debt. The Minister 

required Duquesne and Bigot to assist Viv!er 1s agent as far as lay 

in their power and to secure prompt justice should the creditor 

have recourse to law. 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. 2 • It is difficult to say how 

far trie conditions in France were duplicated in Canada. Certainly 

there is some evidence of abuses in connection with the colony. 

For example, the tax on brandy was placed on the velte. In 16~7 

all the brandy was exported from La Rochelle where the cask held 
. 

27 veltes, with the result that the tax bad come to be collected 

at the rate of 22 livres 10 sous the eask. Then some perspicacious 

merchants hit upon the plan of shipping the liquor in 11 barriques 

de Bordeaux" which held 32 vel·~es, thereby evading more than 

~ livres of the duty on each cask. The abuse was corrected in 

1742 by the King's order to collect the tax o::1 the velte.3· 

. The following year Louis Paquet, master cooper in ·~uebec \vas comm1ss-

ioned to "velter et jauger" in the presence of an inspector from 

the Bureau du Domaine all the brandy entering Oanada. 4 • 

In 17'-t-g Bigot asked for a set of measures from France to enable 

him to introduce a little order where, according to the fault-

!J. 
I • 

Ordres et Depeches)B,Vol.97,p.63. Ministre a Duquesne et Bigot.: 
V er sail le s, _Max tth 14, 1753. . 

H.E.See, La France 3conomique et sociale au l~e. siecle.(Paris, 
1925) pp.l6-17. 

3. Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.74(2),pp.4t~o-4~1. Memoire du Roy ~ 
Beauharnois et ~ocquart. Fontainebleau, April 30, 17~2. 

Ord.des Int., M30, Vol.XVIII, pp.36-37. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
Quebec, May 10, 17'+3. 

2. 

1. 
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findini new Intendant, none had existed,.before. 1 • Certainly 

attempts were· made by the colonial authorities to pxe~ent abuses. 

For example, in 1752). when the trade in meat in Quebec was thrown 

open, the rule was laid down that all butchers must have their 

weights and balances verified by the registrar of the provostship. 

Monrepos in Montreal fixed the weight as well as the price of 

bread and ordered the bakers to stamp their loaves.3· 

r 
t:. 

So much for the background. There remains to be cons~dered the 

course of trade and the various factors which affected its rise and 

fall. 

Oanada 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 merchandis~ to Oanada, takini on 

anythini they could find there and usually completing their cargoes 

with salt fish obtained at Ile Royale, then returning by .way of 

the West Indies where they discharged their cart6oes and took on 

products from the ~ropical colonies.Z~. For example, of 22. French 

ships which docked at Quebec in 171-1-g, 15 too!c on a cargo of lumber, 

flour, please, oil and fish for· the West Indies.5· Some 

Oanadian~owned vessels, it was said, also made the triangular 

voyaf6e.6. The brigantin 11 l'Entreprenant 11owned by Breard, 
..... - . 

1. Oorres.Qen.,C 11A,Vol.92,p.62. Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.27, 

2. 
17~~its et OrdOrl .. nces, Vol.III,pp.IJ.72Ji.73. Ordonnance de Bigot. 
Quefq~c, Uay .1.5,. 1752ff: _ . 

3·. :ae12ertoi~e des Ari:8ts,etc. p.13'+. M~rch 6, 17'+7. · ,.-
IJ.. Oorres.Gen.{C"A, Vo~. 76, p.l£1!9. M~moue sur le Commerce de 

Oan~da. ( 1741J . . . 
5·• _.i'bid., Vol.l21(1) ,pp .19l.f.-195:. Liste des Vaiaseaux. venus ~ 

Qu~beo --- 171+g.. . · 
6. Oorres.Gen., ouA, Vol. 76,pp.l96-197. Memoire sur le Commerce de 

Oanada. (l7lf-l) • 



193· 
De Lanaudi~re, Varin, and Olaverie made the round trip saili~g 

from ~uebec to Martinique and thence to La Rochelle. 1 · 

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. 11shuttle11 ~raffic betwee.r. oanada and the West Indies, for 

Canadian products could be sold~more readily in the Isles than they 

could in France. A Canadian shi~ carryi~g gouds to the Islands 

might of course proceed to France, as we have seen~ but it seems 

probable that mos-'~ of -';.~. .. e carryinc, trade was ir:. o~her than Canadian 

f 
2. 

hands, for Canada su fered from a lack cf ships. 

The objecti0n to trading wi-~h oa.nada was tl1e dif:iculty of 

obtaining a ~rofitable return car~o. There was li·ttle that oould 

ce carried to France excep~ oil a~1d. fur and ~ne bulky products of 

the northerr;. colony were cc 3tly to tra.:..sport. It was estimated 

that a 200-ton vessel could carry a cargo of -~ropical. commodities 

amountinc; in value to ,'-8 1 CSO cl' 50,0CO livres whereas the same 

boat coulL.. embark uEly SOillC 15, GOO livres wo1·t:1 of oa.nadian goods. 

From France, oa.nada imported a varie-~y of manufac~ured articles 

and, especially, liquor.3· Hocquart e.scimated that the colony 

purchased eac~1 year an average of 2500 ho6sheads of wine, 25000-

30,000 veltes of brandy, and 1500 - lgoo casks of 
lt ru.m. • The 

last named came from Martinique and Santo Domingo where Oanada 

1. Affaire du oa.nada, Vol.III, pp.1Sl-1S2. M·9moii'e pour 
-r-..1' 

2. Supra, PP. c.o 
3. Rapp. de 1 t Arch., 1923-1921+, p. S7. Memo ire sur 1 1E ta-~ 

tl .. Nouvelle France (1757) (Missi0n de Bougainviile). 
aorres. Gen.,ouA,Vol.g5,P·370. Hocquart au Ministre. 

Sept. 1g., ,17!+6. 

Breard. 

de la 

Quebec, 
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also obtained olive oil, soap, cotton, coffe8, dried fruits, brown 

sugar, syrups, and molasses. 1 • Molasses was one of the in6red-

ients of spruce beer of which a considerable quantity was made in 

the colony. It was also much appreciated by the Indians who ate 

it on bread. 2 • Of ·twelve ships which docked at Quebec between 

May 23 and June 25, 17'~3, four carried wine and brandy alone, a 

fifth broug~-~ dry-goods as well as liquor, and four others, from 

the west Indies,carried rum as part of their cargo. Of tl:1e other 

two, one was u1·in6 i:c16 flour from Ilc; RcyalG and t~ .. c ot.i..~.er oil from 

Labrador. It must i:Je .added that at tl1c tin1e t.n.e list was drawn 

up there were five Gtl.~.er ships in the river, two of which at least 

were carryin~ flour.3· Nevertheless t~e list ~ives some indication 

of the rJroportion of t:n.e Oanadian import trade ·that was devoted to 

liquor. 

Oanadian merchants apparently specialized no L.1ore in ti.~.eir 

imports than tdey did in their ~xports but ordered from France an 
1 L 

assortment of goods sui table for tlle colonial market. · • There is 

evidence, too, t!Lat French exporters sometimes sent cargoes of 

goods to Oanada on speculation, ordering the captain of the vessel 
r 

to negotiate a sale on arrival.~· 

Oorres.,Gen., O"A: Vol. 76fp .1g9 •. M~moire ~r le Oommerce de 
Oanada (1741) ;, Vol.l2l(l),pp.l9'-~-195· Liste des Vaisseaux 

1. 

venues A Quebec-~-. 174g; Ordres et Depechesi.B,Vol.72,p.l27. 
Ministre ~ Hocquart. Versailles, April 1~, 17~1; Affaire du 
Canada, Vol.III,pp.1Sl-le2. Memoire pour Breard; Rapt de l'Aroh 
~9~3-1924, p.5g. Mem.sur 1 1Etat de la,Nouvelle France 1757y- • 

2. Rapp. de 1 1Arch.,l923-1924. p.5g. Mem.sur l'Etat de la Nouvelle 
France (1757) 

3· Oor.res.Gen.,O"A,Vol.g0,pp.~9-)0. Liste des batimen~s arriv~s 
deyant Quebec,~tc. Enclosed with Varin au Ministre. June 26,1743·· 

'-'-.e.g.Oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vol.9g,p.91. Bigot au Ministre. Q,uebec,Ma.y g, 
1752. 

e;g. Oxdres et Depeches,B,Vol.93,P·52. Ministre a La Jonqui~re 
et Bigo~. Versailles, May 25, 1751.; Bougainville, Journal, p .3:~~. 
Sept. 2,3,'+, 1758. Printed in Rapp de 1 1Arch. 1923-192'~. 
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In general, commerce reflected the situation in the colony. 

The point is well illustrated by the"" ~ fact that Canada had a 

favourable balance of trade appar~ntly only once1 ·in the course 

of the two decades with which we are concerned. The maintenance 

of the colony was a financial burden to France for the discrepancy 

between tne export and import figures must have been made up by 

salaries given and purchases made in -~he colony by the King. New 

France was quite obviously not paying its own way. 

In particular, trade eooed and flowed in accordance with the 

wa.xin6 and waning of J~he colony's fortunes. In the first year or 

two commerce was in a comparatively sound condi-tion for in 1741 

Oanada exported ever 230,000 livres more ~nan it imported and the 

1 f t d - 11 COO C"ro. .., . 2 • vo ume o ra e was u v er -· 1 · , ·-· "'! .!..l v re s • In the suosequent 

years of short harvests the balance of trade again turned against 

the colony althoubn the volume was sustained.3· 

Enough has been said in connec~ion wit~ agriculture and with the 

fur trade to make it unnecessary to describe what the effect of 

the two war periods was on Canadian export and import. 

The best years were undoubtedly those which intervened between 

the wars. Shipping was ptactically unhindered and a demand was 

created in the colony by the preparations which were being made 

for the second s~ruggle. In 17~g~ twenty-four ships docked at 

Quebec,~· and in 17~9 Bigot reported that the amount collected 
~ .. . .... 

" .. i· ..., ~.~ .. 

Viz. in 17~1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.76(1),pp.331-336. 
Minist_re ~ Hocquart. Versaill~s, May 1''-, 171} 3. 

1. 

2. Ibid. 
3· Ibid: Vol.78(l),p.2~6. 

17, 174Jt; Vol.~l,p.lt'-2. 
Ministre a Hocquart. Versailles,April 
Ministre au Hocquart. Versailles, 

lt 
' . April 12, 17'+5. 

Oorres. Gen. 1 011A,Vol.l2l(l),pp.l91t-195· Liste des Vaisseaux 
venus l Quebec la presente annee. 17t~E1. 



in customs duties was considerable owing to the number of ships 

which had visited Oanada in that year.
1

• Three years later 

Duquesne and Bigot-testified that commerce had never been in a 

more flouri~~ing condition2 ·and Bigot added that eighteen more 
·; . 

ships had arrived in 1752 than in the previous year.' 

A. great deal of the gvods imported was used to supply t1ie up 

country posts and, to a lesser extent, those in tne Labrador 

district, and an amount was, of course, retailed ~o t~ne colonists. 

There was also a somewhat desultory ~rade carried. e;n in sup9lying 

the Ki~6 1 S Stores. 

ret;;ula::-ly encug1-:. for Varin to sug6 e st iL 1 "t' 2 tl1at to buy ClJ.ly at 

Que~ec, where ~rices were lGwer t~a~ at ~on~re~l, woul~ effect a 

'' I::.J. l7'L), Bi6o~ declared that 

supplies for the Stores si1i;ped from France wer(; Learly always of 

so poor a quality and so much damaged in '~l'a~~Sl)urt ~hat par~ at 
.-

least had always to be re:tJlaced -0:1 purchases in t.;.:.e l"'.olcl1Y. J • 

The Intendant may, of course, have been a~tempcir.g only to provide 

a cloak for ~1is (..Wl1 dealir.~.bs w:.ic:1 were sucJ..i., as we shall see, as 

did not bear a too close scrutiny. 

we-re averse ~c this purveyance, for prices were hit;h in Canada, but 

Oo r res. Ge n • , ~ 11 A, Vo 1 • ~ 31 p • 3 6 5 • 
No V 'J 17lJ_r', 

1. Bigot au 1-iinistre. ·~uebec, 

2. 

~· • 

... , •)• 

_ .Duque sne et Bigot a't~ 1.1ini stre. Nov .lt 1 1752. 
MemoirE pour Bigot, t.I, p.l22. 

Bigot au Ministre. Nov.l, 1752. Iuid., 
Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.{6(1),pp.2S2-2g3· 

Versailles, May,~, 17~3. _ 
5 • eo r re s • Ge n • , u 11 A, Vo 1 . S 3 , p • 3 6 7 • 

Nov. 91 17!l:9 • 
\ 

Q,uoted in 

p .121 . 
~Aini stre a Var in • 

~ueiJe c, 
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could not prevent its continuii:~, especially ir1 war time.
1

· 

Trade with ti.1e Kinc5 had one serious drawback, however, and that 

was ~·hat the merchant had sometim~s to )art wit11 i.1is goods l"'egard-

less of what his own wishes mi~Dt be. In 17~7 Hocquart declared 

what he deemed to be a fair price, which was, incidentally, some 

30% lower tran the current price, and ~hen proceeded to take by 

authority from the mer:::hants the goods he-needed for the maintenance 

of the Service. 2 • In 176C, when prevailing prices were 3CO%­

lOCO% above t~J.e cost price in France, Bibot announced a price of 

4oo~ over·oost, ~ then levied from private individuals, willin~ 

or unwilling, all the clcth, kettles, and so on which they had.3· 

Doubtless the Intendan~ did not find many 11 wil:ing 11 individuals 

who really wanted to part with their merchandise, which had an 

intrinsic value, for the almost wort:11ess paper money. 

Throu~hout t~e pe~iod ~onopoly existed in connection wit~ this 

purveyance to the Kin6· Tl:e officials w~.~.o have already been 
-

quoted as having had a 600d deal cf control over the supplying of 

f ~f f th S . 1 ld ~ di t t- K" ~ oodstu! s or e erv~ce, a so so merc.nan se o .ac 1ng. • 

It seems probable, however, ~l~t during Hocqua~t 1 s regime Canadians 

who were primarily merchants got some share in the trade. With 

th~ advent of Bigot however, matters changed. Throu~~out the best 

years of tihs colony's trade, and subsequently up to 1760, 

1. Ordres et Dep~ches,B)Vol. 81 1 p. 276. Ministre ~ Varin) 
Versailles, May, 5, 17l+5; Vol.g5,p.151. Lfinistre a Hocquart. 
Paris, Sept .18, 17tL7; Oorre s. Gsn., 011A, Vo 1. ~8, p~ .128-129. 
Hocquart au 1~~inistre. Quebec, Oct .31, 17'1 7. 

2. Oorres. Gen.,u 11AftVol.~8, PP·3-'+. Hocquart au i.iinistre. 
Quebec, July 9, 17~7. 

3· :Moreau St. Mery Ooll.,F3, Vol.lG,(l), p.90. Bigot au Ministre. 
Montreal, June 20, 1760. 

tt. Supra, p. 105 · 



purveyance to the Ki~g was monopolized by a close circle of 

dishonest officials who1u Buu6aiJJ.Ville christened 11 La Grande 
1. 

Societe." 

The findin6 of .J.."' 
u.i.le Comrai ssior: de Chat elet 2 •wa s that goods fq r 

the King's Stores had been reaularly-oought by preference from cer-

tain firms in which officials r...ad an interest notably from the 

association formed by Bigot,Breard,3· arid the SS.Qradis,Bordeaux 

merchants, :'rom 11 La Friponnett, the s. Claverie•s warehouse in which 

Bigot,Br~ard and Estt~e~~ere iLterested, from the hcuse of Lem0ine 

De spins wi "cj::.. and Breard were in 

partnership, 

Oanadian merchants did sell some ... 
vi ~~eir ~crchandise indirectly 

to -~.1e King but tl-.~.e miC:.d.leu:en, r~Gtiibers of tJ.J.e Intendants• 

1. B-u· ain·-1·1., e .,._,,.l-··.~al ·} 7 6~ Q •. ,~..l.. 2 7 '' (17'=' 0 ) Prl·n+.~d V 6 \1 ..L.' cJ_,\.A. .~oJ. • _t-J•.) • ...,'-·:_J\Ie 1)' -, _):...J • vv 

in Rapp. de l'Arch., 1'23-192 . 
2. The special court appointed to investigate t~--.e conduct of 

Canadian officials suspec~ed cf ~ross malversation during 
tr1e las·~ years vi t~1e Fren(;ll r? 6 i~c ir .. Oanada. 

~· · ~o~~rol:er 0f ~arine. 
--. Storeke_eper at Quebec 
5· Storekeeper at Montreal 
6. Oommi ssaire-Ordonnat eur in 12ontreal. 
7. Pean was an cfficer. His c~li~f reconlL~iendatiun to Bigot 

is.said to have been Mde. Pean. 
Jugcment Rcndu - - dans 1 1Affaire du Oanada, s. pp.6S-73· 
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clique, pocketed most of the profits. Bigot was convicted of 

having bougLt ::'rom Que-uec merchants at l)rices fixed by himself, 

gcods which were t~en entered with the Stores under names other 
' . 1. 

ther.~. those of the orit6inal ve~ndors and at much higner prJ.ct:;s. 

A large amc-c_rJ.t of supplies, however, were imported by _j~J~u~ 

Grande Soci·2t~ for re-sale -~~o the KiEc;. Bigot and Breard 

regularly received si.1ipments from t:-:..e Gradis, of course. 2 • In 

1755, Vazin, together wit~ .. Bi6 ct and P ~an, ocucl-.~.t supplies from 

Bordeaux and La ~i.o chelle merc:1-.ar~-~ s ai~~- sold them ·eo -~~-.. .s 'Stvre s. 3 • 

Breard., in partnersiJ.ip wi·~: .. a number of otncr officials controlled 

some fourteen s~ips some oi w~ich carried from France ~oods which 

'' were disposed of -~.~o t:.e Kir .. g. -. 

There is some evid.e:t.~.ce ~hat private collll~~erce also 1 was to a cer-

tain extent controlled by t:1e wcr.:.o~olist s. According to 

Bougainvil::.e t~1e Grande Soci~t·~ sent a6 e11~s cu·u ~o sea -~o buy up 

the car60~s of vessels bound for ~ueoec aLd cf course sold the 
~ ~hat 

goods in t~e colcny a·:; any _)rice tncy chose tG fix-:' ·lfontcalm said/ 

1. Jugement Rendu---dans 1 1Affaire du Oanada, pp.60-61; L~.also 
Considerations sur 1 'Etat Prt3sent du Oanada, (Oct .175~) ~J .2~. 
In Hist.Doc., Fii·s·t Series (Que.Lit.arid Hist.Soc.) -

2. Eiblioth~que Nationale 22253. Fragment d 1un m~mcire 
concernant le commerce fait en Oanada par les Srs.Gradis,Bigot 
et Breard ( 1762) . T:li s manuscript was re_ cei ·~red in the 
Domi~ion Archives on Jan.l7, 19~0. It is ilGt )aged tut the 
folio num"c,ers are 16S bis-16g ter. 

3· Affaire du Canada,Vol.III,Requ~te de Varin,pp."-0-'!·2; Jugement 
Rendu 1 p.66. , '+. Memoire pour G. Est~be, pp.l·32,11'-4-l"-6,ll+9-15''-; A.ffaire 
du Canada, Vol.III. l'.lemoire pcur Breard,pp.l79-1E'5':-; :&:3mcire 
pour ~.-J.H.P5an, pp.l99-202. 

5. · Bougainville, Journal, p. 36Pt. Sept. 2., 3, '-!-, ( 175g) PriL t ed 
in Rapp. de 1 1Arch. 1923-1)2·+. 
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some twenty favoured individuals bought up all supplies on 

arrival so that commerce became "quasi-exclusive 11 •
1 • 

the merchants of Montreal in a petition to His Britannic Majesty 

declared that during the war powerful and avaricious companies 

had been formed which had captured all the commerce of the colony. 2
• 

These general statements are pro·oably exaggerated bu~ officials 

undoubtedly did engage in private trade. Three of the vessels 

controlled by Breard did a coasting trade with Martinique in goods 

which were not at all s,·i table for tJ.1e Stores and three more of 

his ships cruised up and down tne St. Lawrence touching at 

Montreal, Three Ri7ers, and Quebec.3· 

Oanadian trade was usually only a rather casual dealin6 in 

available commodities. Merchants seem to Lave had a sufficient 

number of other interests not to depend on a mere buying and 

selling. In a colony as undeveloped as :~ew France, commerce could 

not be very well es~aclished. 

In addition to ~: .. e entel'priscs w11icl1 have already been des-cribed 

there were a variety of ot:1er ways o:Z earninc; a living in the 

colony. The hal)itants living cc the seigr.~.iori~s we::e probably 

fairly self sufficient but the townspeople required numerous 

services. 

Some individuals depended foi' their livelihood on serving the 

1. Shor-t t, Documents Vol. II, pp. ~c39-S91. Mo:at calm to Le Normand. 
Montreal, April 12, 1759. 

2. Ibid., Vol.II,p.969. Feb. 1763. 
3. Loo. ci t. 
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wealthier section of society. For example, in Montreal we find 

a dancing mas_!~er, a perfumer; a "tabletier en nacre a de perles 11 , 

a lace maker, and a tapestry maker, who probably repaired rather 

than manufactured hangings. Mon~real had, too, several chefs and 

ma1tres d'hotel and boasted at least one pastry-cook's Shop~· 
... . 

In the capital ~here must l~ve been a larger number of people 

prac~ising "luxuryll trades. The only reference I have found to 

such individuals, however, is -~ll.a.t made to a hairdresser or wig 

maker (perruquier) wno is discovered trying to collect a debt of 
,...., 

9 livres 10 sous, doubtless from one of his customers.c.. 

Jewelry and pla~e were practically all imported from France but, 

in 1757, t~1ere were ~~ree or four worl\.ers in precious rLctals in the 

colony, who, for lack of material, were havine: a di~'ficult ~ime to 

live. There was of course, very little gold or silver available 

in Canada. Some people l.:.cwever, did get their hoarded ecus 

melted down and made into porringers and goblets.3· Besides the 

silversmiths, t£1ere is mention of a number of clockma.kers in the 

colony. T!1e finer clocks and watches at least, were brou6ht :.:'rom 
'L France • and these "horlogers" may merely have been repairers. 

Butchers and bakers were uf course to be found in t~e towns. 

The business carried on by these small shopkeepers was subject to 

1. 

2. 
7 
./ . 
1!. 

' . 

E.Z.Massicott~, Les Metiers Rares d'Autrefois, pp.611-613. 
Printed in the Bull. de Recn.Historiques, Vol.XXXVI. 

In v • de s 0 r d • Vo 1 • I I I , p . n . Mar c h 11 , 1 7' '-1 • 
Rapp.de l'Arch. 1923-192Q, p.57. ru3moire sur 1 1Etat de la 

Nouvelle France (1757) (Mission de Bou~ainville) 
Antoine ... Roy, Les Lettres, :es Sciences, et les Artr. au oanada 

sous le ij~gime Frangais, p.279. 
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particularly vigilant supervision by the authorities. For example, 

in 17~+3, butchers were forbidden to salt any meat because tl1e 

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 pri·oes in the colony. 1 • 

in 17"-~-'- 2 • and again in 1751. 3 · 

A similar prohibition was made 

Obviously, short harvests had 

been having an adverse effect on the meat sup~Jly. 

Permission had to be obtained from the Oonseil Superieur before 

a butcher could set up a shop but, apart from that, trade seems to 

have been open to anyone up to 174g. In trat year, however, two 

butchers, the ~w. Romilliard and Ohapeau were given the exclusive 

right to maintain butcher shops in Quebec. Prices were fixed by 

the Intendant and the butchers were ordered to sell twice a week 
)j_ 

in summer and once in winter.·· By the end of 171+9 the monopoly 

had passed into the hands of Jeseph Cadet who was to becor.1e 

Munitionnaire-Genera1 in 1757. 
" 

He was ordered to maintain two 
t:; 

stalls in Upper Town and two in Lower.~· In September 1751 the 

trade was once more thrown open because the butcher had been unable 
to be 

to supply the demands of the town. All trade was/carri·ed on in 

the market places in Up)er and Lower Town where the b·u.tchers would 

have their stalls. 
/' 
0. Five years later, in 1756, the trade was 

, 
.J..e 

2. 

Ord.des Int.,~)O,Vol.XVII,pp.l6j~l70. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
ooi~~-"12, -" itifj-; 

Ibid., i.:J1). j()7 -369. Ordonnance de Beauharno is et Ho cquart. 
Qu~bec, Nov. ~S. ll''-'r . r'' " ,_ 

3 • In v . de s 0 r d • , Vo 1 • I I I , p • 1 c ·-:- • De c • 1 v , 1 7 :J 1 • 
V.. Ord. des ~n~., M31, Vol.XVIII ,pp. 372-376. Ordonnance de Hocquart 

5· 
6. 

QuabC'C, feb.3, 17f+g. 
Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,p.137· Dec.20, 17~9. 
Inv.des Ord., Vol.III,p.l60. July 3,1751; Edits et Ordonnances 

Vo 1 • I I I , pp • ''-7 2-4 7 3 • !via y 15 , 17 52 • 
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once more given over 

revoked within ·a few 

·~c one individual1 • bu~ his privilege was 

2. 
weeks. Habitants presumably carried meat 

into tne lliar~et places except when monopoly was in force. 

The object of tl:.is periodic inforcement was e·.ridently to enable 

the Intendant to maintain a strict supervision over the trade, at 

times when m1ch control appeared to be necessary. For example, 

the preamble to t1:e ordinance of 1756 sta·~ed -~hat ~i1c aim was to 

ensure a supply of meat to tte town all year around, in bad 

seasons as well as good. As it was, butchers sold only when it 

was most to their ~rofit to do so, falsely alleging at o~l1er times 
7 

that they oould obtain no animals in t:1e country side.""· E·v·idently 

the remedy was not much better than the evil, for the mono;;olies 

did not last long. 

The ex·~raordinary feature of che situaticn is t.L:e apparent 

insouciance with whicr~ ~he Intendant disrupted business. What 

the butchers who P4d to shut up shop duriilg the intervals of 

monopoly were to do for a living did not apparently concern the 

Intendant. 

In ~ontreal prices where fixed by Lonrcpos, Lieutenant-General 

of the jurisdic·tion, and butchers were under his supervision. The 

stalls were concentrated in the market place \·vhere habitants from the ,, 
country side also ; s:; lcl meat. -· I have found ~10 evidence of 

exclusive privileges being given in Montreal as tLey were in Quebec. 

1. 

2. 

~: 

Ord.des Int.,~~33,Vol.XX,pp.369-371. Ordonnance de Biiot. 
~uebeo,Deo.9, 1756. 

Inv.4es Ord., Vol.III,pp.203-20~. Jan.l5, 1757. 
Loc. ci t. 
R~pertoire des Arrets: p.ll2 .. Jan.ll, 17l·l-S; p.132. June 12, 

1756. etc. ' 
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Many regulations were made for ""C.i.le bakers,toc. Ba.kine; was subject 

to prohioi tion similar to ~:n.at wl1ich t:1e ou~cher trade underwent. 

For example, in the same year, 17!+ 3, in which the production of_: 

salt meat was for-cidden, the makin6 of biscuit was not allowed 

without the written permission of t~1e Ij,'1-~endant, ·che object 
... 

to con~rol export. ..L• 

In 17~~3 seven bakers in Montreal were given -~he exclusive 

privilege of providing bread- for tne town 2 • and in 1756 Bigot 

accorded to three bakers tne sole right ~o make and sell bread to 

the people of ~~uebec .3 · How long these monopolies remained in 

force is not clear. !he explanation which ~he Intendant offered 

for his acticn was the fact ~hat he had been unable to coerce 

Quebec bakers into providing bread for the months of October, 

November, a:1Ci. December for t11ey used theil' entil·e sup)ly of flour 

durin~ ti:1e summer in making bread for provisioning ships. The 

new flour would not come ir~ of course until after tl1e threshing 

late in t2e fall. Bit;Svt felt tJ.-~at an improvement would be 

effected by confiding baking to three trustwortby men. 

Bread prices were regul-ated by the Intendant in ~uebec and by 

ti'.i.e Lieutenant-General in Montreal, in accordance wi-~h tile current 

'+ 
priee of flour. • 

The trade doubtless received a fillip in 17~'-5 when t£:..e decision 

was made to have bread for ·the Service supplied by local bakers 

Ord.des Int., M30,Vol.XVII,pp.26-27. Ordonnance de Hocquart. 
Q,u~bec, April 30, 1743. _, 

1. 

tt • 

2. R~per~oire des Arr@ts, p_. 1C5 July 20, 17~3. 
3· Ord. des Int., M33, Vol.XX, pp.367-369. Ordonnance de Bii;;ot. 

Quebec, Nov.30, 1756. 
e.g. Ord.des Int. ~33, Vol~xx, pp.l~5-1~6. ~uebec, July 26, 

1753; Inv. des Ord.,Vol.III,pp.l95-lj6. March 13,1756· 
, ~ ' 

Repertoire des Arrets: p.11e. Dec.13, ::.;''-9; p.l20. Feb.20, 1751. 
Etc. , 
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instead of baking it in one of the ·royal warehouses. Contracts 

for the purveyance were given out in -~he tl1ree towns •1
• 

Tne question of food supply was, as we have seen, of vital 

importance to ~he colony. The attempt to maintain control over 

b'Utchers and bakers was of a piece with the rest of the government' 

activity in this respect. 

The a~titude of these tradesmen must appear curious to anyone 

accustomed to living i~ an age of large scale advertising and 

high pressure salesmanship. Butchers and bakers were content to 

let their business lapse for months J.t a time, satisfying themselve 

with returns they received in the most profitaolc; 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 eii:)lteenth cen1iury Canadian, a fact which has 

perhaps already become obvious in the course of the discussion 

up to this point. 

The towns also provided occupation for carters, especially 

perhaps Quebec, the port of Oanada, where many men were required 

to transport goods between wharf and warehouse. 

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 tl1at the carters 

were still exacting the hit.::,h rates they had received during the 

war while the carters declared that merchants and others kept 

horses, which they used not only in their own business but also 

in connection with the loading and unloading of ships and for otl1er 
\ 

1. Oorres.Gen, 011A: Vol.S3,PP·379-3~0. Hocquart au ministre 
Quebec, Oct.l6, 17!J.?; Vo1.g5,p.32ls. Hocquart au 1iinistre.' 
Quebec, Oct. 24, 17~6. 
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public carrying; moreover, country people were leaving their land, 

some only for a time, some permanently, and coming into the town 

where they became carters. The established carriers, who seemed 

to have considered themselves llcharter members" of the calling, 

felt this to be an injust usurpation of tl1eir trade. 

Bigot settled the diificulty by issuing a table of rates and a 

series of regulaticns: the number of carters was fixed at ninety, 

and these were given a monopoly on public car~yinb - other owners 

of horses could carry only ·their own effects; vacancies could be 

filled by townspeople only and not by habi ~ar.t s froiu the country; 

tin tags numbered from one to Linety were to be issued and each 

carter was to fix his number ·~o tlJ.e collar of ~J.is horse. Tl.1e se 

apparently were only icientificaticn tags and not licences, for 

tl f I d 1. apparen y no ee was exac~e • 

Douotless the vol"LuHe of the ~~x.)crt and import trade had most 

to do with determining tl1e annual profits of t.hese carriers. 

In an account 0f tile vocaticr:.s followe(i by Canadians, _the 

innkeeDer must not -oe overlooked . .... In a country with a consuming 

thirst such as Canada had, taverns could not help bu-'u abound, both 

in town and country. Some inns pro"'v-ided lodgin15s but for the 

most part travellers put up at pensions or i~1 private houses. For 

example bet'Neen 17t~o and 1760, a certain Nicolas u:orant kept a 

ver~/ se let boarding house in Montreal where lawyers, merchants, 

and even members of the notility lodged. 2 • According to Franquet, 

rural habitants were obliged to take in any travellers who chose 

\ 

1. Ord. des Int.,1l)2,Vol.XIX,pp.l56-169. April 21, 17!~9. 
2. E. Z .:~:assico tt e, Auberge s et Oabaret s d.' Ar.trcfoi s, p .los~. 

Printed in Trans.Roy.Soc.Oan., .Third Series, Vol.XXI, 
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to descend on them. 1 • 

The most thriving trade in the inns was done in liquor. Drinking 

was done to excess in the colony1 to judge from the efforts that 

were made to control it. Attempts were made to limit the number 

f t 
2 • I h 1 . h 1'0. d t . I 1 3 .f o averns; ~ e c os1ng our was ~~xe a ten o c ock; rom 

time to time ::sgulatio::s were issued designed to prevent drinking 
)_l 

on the premises. • aeligious festivals~ especially parochial 

saint's days seem to have bc:sn occasicns for particularly riotous 
> 

celebration~ Ol'l such days tJ:J.e autiJ.ori ties tried to con·trol the 
r-

amount of liquor consumed by ordering some of the taverns clcscd.'.J• 

These regulaticns were not merely a priuri attempts to anticipate 

and prevent possible abuses but efforts to check abuses which had 

already occurred. 

In addition to t~e permanent residents there was always of 
> 

course a floating population in Montreal and Quebec consisting of 
' 

Indians, voyag·eurs, sailors from ships in port and a va:riety of 

other individuals. All this meant a profitable trade for the inns. 

The introduction into Oanada of some 3000 soldiers in 1755-1756 

must have been a boon to the innkeepers and during tl-:.e war Montreal 

was even more frequently trJ.rol-l6 ed witl1 Savages than it usually was. 

In the lat.:ceT years of ti:e war, the -~rade was doubtless seriously 

affected by t£10 di;ficulty of o btaini1.16 su;>.:Jlies. In 1759, 

1. 

2. 

In v • de s 0 r d • , Vo 1 • I I , p ~ 2 e17 • M am h g 1 1 7 t!..o ; 0 r d ~de s In t . , 1I2 9 
1 

Vo~.XVI, p.tJ.l)l-193· Ordonnance de Hocquart. Nov.l6,17'Ll. 
Edits et Ordonnanqes, Vol.III,pp.''-''S-!1.''). Ordonnance de Dupuy. 

~uebec~Nov.22, 1726. 
3· e.g. R€pcrtoire des Arr8ts: pp.ll~. 

Nov.l2, 1748; p.119. May~' 1750. etc. 
July 13~17\e; 

July 25,-17'13. 

p.ll5. 

'-' • Ii;id: p .102. July 23, 17!t-1; p .1,~5. e·~c • 
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Monrepos ordered all t~1e public houses in Montreal closed with 

. 1. 
no int~maticn of their bein§)· opened a~ain, presently or ever1 

possibly to conserve the limi~ed supply of liquor in colony, 

perhaps to prevent furt~ner disorder in the toYll'n in which rio--cing 

had alread:l occured. 

Th6 colony also supported a variety of craftsmen. For example, 

there were a num·oer of lea tb.er workers, for ir1 June 1759 all -'~he 

saddlers in ~uebec we:'e busy !D.a.~ing saddles for a cavalry corps 

of two htmdred ffien ~hich was ucinb ~ormed. 2 • The making of 

saddles and harness must have been a profitaole call:ng in a 

country where so many horses were used. There is refer~nce, too, 

to ot~rJ.er lea therworkers, shoemakers, and tanners. During the 

last war boots were furnishedfor-t1:.e soldiers by_Despins and eo., 
o~,. the De1r1ciselle de Ramezay, and by t.1e s. Barsalou, a tanner 

7 

established at CO~e des Neiges.~· 
' lt 

Coopers a~d other woodworkers were found in the colony. -. 

Amoag -~he se craftsmen, wood rarvers found a place and t~-.i.e work, 

chiefly in connection with churches and other religious buildings, 

represents, as Professor Adair poin-~s out, probably the best in 

French oanadian art.5• The craft seems to have been well 

1. 
2. 

5· 

R~pertoire des Arr@ts, p.13g. June 9, 1759. 
Rap~.de l*Arch., 1~20-1921, p.l~5· Vienne, Journal du Siege 

de ~uebec, June 5, 1759. 
Affaire du Oanada, Vol.III, p.)V-. Requ~te de Varin. 
Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.l01,p.l33· Mi~istre a Varin. 

Versailles, Feb~l7, 1755· The hlinister required Varin to employ 
coopers in Montreal to make barrels for the transport of flour 
and liquor for the Service. 

E .R .AQ.a.ir ,- French Canadian Art, p. 101. In t~le Report of tb.e 
oanadian Historical Asr:ociaticn, 1529. 
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established in the colony for there were some families who 

traditionally followed the calling. For example, the Le Vasseurs, 

who came to Oanada in the first part of the seventeenth century, 

d d d d t . h t• l. pro uce woo carvers an carpen ers 1n eac genera 1on. 

There musG have been considerable scope for farriers in Oanada 
employed 

and there were a number of smiths besides those/at S.~G. Maurice, 

most of them evidently not of very ~reat ability. When tlje making 

of iron knees for the King's ships was undertaken at Quebec the 

Intendant asked for a workman from France, but unable to obtain 

one he ~:ad had to use a Oanadian. By 1750 this artisan had 

tired of hie employment for, as Bigot said, "---comme il est 

Oanadien, 11 pref~re Sa LibertJ a estre assujeti a une Cloche---"· 

The Intendant declared himself at a loss to re-olace him and ... 

asked, therefore, that a smith should be sent from France, for the 

only alternative was to have tLc ironwork made in the town and 

that was evidently undesirable.
2

• Gunsmiths also, we:..·e to be 

found in the colony. In 171 ~-7 a gunsmith from Rochefort was set 

up in a workshop in ~uebec aloEc_; with four apprentices to whom 

he was to teach ~1is trade.3· We have seen also that gunsmiths 

'' were sent into the Iroquois villages. ;· • Undoubtedly these 

1. A genealogical tabl~ of the Le Vasseur family is printed in 
Les Lettres, les Sciences, et l:s Arts, by Antoine Roy. p.231 

2. oorres.Gen.,0 11A,Vo1.96,p.21. Bigot au ~1inistre. Q,uebec, 
Oct.), 1750. 

3· Ordres et Dep~ches,B,Vol.g5,p.G9. Ministre ~La Jonqui~re et 
Hocquart. Versa~lles, Mamch 31, 171~7; Oorres.G~n., c;ttA: Vol;£17 
(1) ,p .27'!-. La Galissonni~re et Hocquart au Ministre. Q,uebec, 
Oct.2, 17'~·7; Vol.88,p.~i). Hocquart au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oct.25, ,17l+7. 

!+. Supra, p. 1~'-~. 
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workmen were employed only in repairing muskets, for it is 

practically c~rtain that no firearms were made in New France. 

Tne building trade required joiners, carpenters, masons, roofers 

and tinworkers. According to r.i. Massicotte t~nere were not fewer 

than foui:teen masons and stonecutters in lJontreal in 17~1 and at 

least seventeen in 1754. 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 ti1e enterprise 

over as a contract to a master mason who hired on assistants. 

For e~&mple, Paul Tessier Lavigne, mason, stonecutter, and entre-

preneur 1 was well known in t~e ~rade. His most important con-

tract was one drawn up before a notary on Oct.7, 171+0, wherein 

Lavi(n.e agreed to build a house on the rue Notre-Dame for ~ .. r. de 

Ramezay. ·rhe contractor's ..:irst step was to engage Frangois 

Ohastel, carpenter of Lanoraie to square, during the winter, all 

the timber necessary for the framework of the house. 1 • There 

were nv building contractors ir.:. Oanada as we know them. The 

enterprise seems merely to have been trusted to the chief workman, 

usually a mason rather than a carpenter _,t. for 1l1G st of the nuuses 

were built of stone. 

The Kint:; must have employed a considerable number of these 

craftsmen for his constructions, which were chiefly in the nature 

of fcrtifications. Both fortificatio~s and other structures were 

built by entrepreneurs -to whom contracts were adjudged by the 

Intendant in the presence of t:1e Engineer and -::;:1e Oontroller of 

\ 

1. E.Z.Massicotte, Magons, Entrepreneurs et Arc~ite2tes) pp.l32-
llt-2. Printed in t:J.e Bull. de:n~ec.iJ.· Hi st, Vol. XXXV. 
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Marine. Pay111ent was made ~)Y order of the Intendant on Jche report 

of the Engineer of the amount of work done.
1

• For exaL~ple, in 

17t~5, when it was decided to build a wall around Quebec, Hocquart 

made a contract with s. Desauniers who undertook to have all the 
the the 

masonry made, I eartL. -~ransport.ed,t).10 «mavation dug, and /necessary 

tools and scaffolding supplied. Desauniers took t: ... e s. Parent 

into partnership and brouf)-lt masoi:s down from 1:ontreal to expedite 

the work. Unlike co:c.-cractors fc r l-1ri vat e buildin~s, nei tl1er 

Parent nor Desauniers was a workman. De sauniers was or:.e of t~J.e 

leading i~~erchant s of ~ue·~ec, and Parent was ~robably also a 

business man. However, Dowinique La Palme who undertook to 
~ . t) 

supply t~ .. c ga-tes, was .~.iirusel~· a masoll and stonecutter .. c.· 

There was no organization in Canada ·,-Jhich suggested a ~ild, 

1 '' ' a -cnou~.cl tLe apprenti0esl1i:J syst·c~n was e~11_9loyed. A1·t icle s da-ted 

17t~5, cxi st by whi cl1 Noel Le V a 2seur, 11 maitre i!lenui sier 11 of ~ucbec 

' enga6ed his son Ren_$ :~ichel, a~ed twenty-two, to ar...cther master 

joirJ.er of Mont~·E,al, tl-1e s. Du.~cis, _:_"'or a ter.1~ of fcur years. 

Dutois was to instruct tLe J01:~r..g man in his trade, ~rea~ him 

humanely, provide him witL 0oard and lcdg·ir.l~·, arrange for his 

i!1endine;, and laundry and pay him thirty-six livres per annum. The 

apprentice could not live elsewhere uut at Dubois' home and m1.:st 

obey 11is master both inside and c.utside t:1e :1ouse.3· 

1. M~moire ~our Bigot, t.I, PP·3~-35· 
2. Oorres.Gen., unA: Vol.~3,pp.322-325.. Hocquar-'c au l.linistTe. 

~~ucbec, Sept.2'-~,17'15; Vol.~6,pp.l70-17'~-. Desauniers au l~.linistre 
~uebe~, Nov .11, ~ ~ 7'•-6. The work was stolJ}.~ed in 1 7"-6 ·oy order of 
tLe Kines (Ordres et Dep~l'.hes,B,Vol.~:;:,pp.92-j3. }.~~inistl'e a 
Beauharnois. Versailles,~arch 7~ 1746) but was resumed the_ foll­
owing year,Pierrc Belanger replacinc; Desauniers as contractor 
( uo rre s. Gen. 1 U11A, Vol. 9''-( 1), pp. 7-g. DeLery au Mini stre. Quebec, 
C et • ~ 1 17t~9. , _ . ~ . 

3· Ap~rentissage de Rena L1chel Le VasEeur l rrango1s 7iliau 
Dubois. l.:on·~real,Jcpt.g, 171'-5· Dccument printed i1: tJ.1e Bull.c~c: 

J e c ~; h _. · t V 1 , ··. ·vI I - " 1"\ 7 · '' · ro~ ~\. ~ ... • J...I.J.. 1::) • • 0 • .. \.. ... lo,..,ji., • D ,,) e · ') - ' ' , ' a 
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A certain amount of or6ar~izatic11 clid exist i11 ua-(:..adian trade 

and i:cldu st ry. we have already seen trl8.t the 111erchant s were per-
i 

mi~ted to band themselves toget:nerJ."and the ninety car_JGers o:Z 

Quebec were united in so far as ·they joir.:.cd to c:1ccse a re~resent­

ative or syndic •2 • 

No association existed apparen~ly amone:;; any but J..;l:ese capitalists 

In any case there was very little labour irJ. Qanada to organize. __ 
recruited 

The lar6est sup~ly was provided by t: .. e colonial regulars/in Franne, 

that is, the Troupe de la Mari:le, wl1ercin wor~kilien of all callings 

mi6~t also Le found. w11e lJ.eads of the colony su,~,-·ested 00 

that an i1~creass6. EurJber of troops v:culd te Lseful -~o l_;roviC.e 

"jcurna.liers et ou-;riers 11 • Lu1curers were very scarce at the 

time witJ.J. the result ~:-.. at wa6 ss weJ.~E- cx..:-r0itant and work \vas ::1ct 

7 

undertaken w~~ich mie;.<nt oti~erwise :~ve been • ..J• 

It is perhaps needless to poin·t out ~hat industry would not be 

extremely :llourisl-.i.ir.~.g ir.~. Oanada wit~ .. its Sillall a11::;_ i..~_rJ.)rogressivc 
, I 

population, livin~ for t~~ BGst part on t~e land. · 

there is proof to te founC. in the fact tJ.iat a number of craftsmen, 

who se trade was seasonal, !.Lad to eke out ~~J.eir incomes by keepinE:S 

1 it t 1 e shop s • 5 · 

Tne effect of ti:..e last .war on all t1J.ese crafts and Siiall 

1. Supra, ~). 1e6 
2. urd.des Int., ~32, Vol.XI.X.,pp.l57-160. Crclcnnance de Bi 0 Gt. 

April 21, 17!'-5:. Tlle Inte:cJ.dal-J.t herein a).Jroves t:.~.c individual 
elected by t~e carters. 

3· 'J Oorres.G~n., Ci 11A, Vol.93,pp."36-37. La Jonqui?:re et Bie;ot au 
Ministre. Quecec, Oct.6, 17~9. 

t~. Out of a ~Jopulatic:t1 of 55,CCO, over ''-2,000 li7ed in t1-.. e cotes. 
\ 

5· M~wcite pour Bigot. t.I, p.l21 and t.II, pp.l5. 
... 
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enterprises was probably bene~icial, at least during the early 

years. Not only was the King expending lar5c sums in the colony 

but t.i:1ree thousand soldiers, nctor.iously thirsty, hungry, and 

free with their money, had to tc supplie&. 

More space has been devoted to this account of Canadian trade 

and industry than tiJ.e subject perhaps deserves. -certainly, 

neitr.~.er was very important as a phase of economic activity in 

Oanada. Both were concen-trated for -~J.J.e :u1o st part in Montreal and 

~uebec whose populations together numbered about twelve thousand. 

Merchants and small shopkeepers seemed on tl1e whole to take a 

rather casual interest in busi1:ess. ~a~adia~ canoe builders 

and wood carvers were able craftsmen, 1:ro.t craftsmanship, in general, 

did not reach a ver·y :high level. As we have seen in co~:L::.ect ion 

with the Forges and with sr.~.ipbuilding, skilled workmen Ilftd always 

to be brou~ht from 1i'ance. The Oanadian was nei-ti:er brader nor 

artisan, he was essentially a farmer. 
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The currency circulatin~ in Canada in 17~0 consisted for the 

most part of paper. There was-also a quantity of small copper 

ccins, " sols marquezu which were used for making change and which. 

were not accepted for bills of exchanie. 2· Such ~old 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 li~ht.3• 

The paper consisted first of cards backed by the government of 

France, and, secondly, of notes issued by the Treasury in Canada. 
~-

At the opening of our period there were 600,000 livres in cards 

in the co.lony.l+. The King had supposed that the number turned 

into,,.· che colonial treasury each fall would be s1,fficient to meet 

the expenses of the government for the ensuing y-ear.5· They 

proved hopelessly inadequate however, and the ~uthorities in 

Qanada hit upon a plan of overcoming the difficulty by issuing 

notes of its own. While their credit was, at first, good, that 

of the ca.rds was still better and the·se, too,). began to be hoarded 

until, it was said, only 200,000 livres remained in circulation 

1. Only a brief sketch of the financial situaticn in the colony 
has been attempted. An account of colonial finance has been given 
by the late Professor .~d~m Shortt,an··· authority on the su1)ject

1
in 

4is i~~roduction to Doc~ents relating to Ourrency,Exchange and 
Finance and in a series of p~pers printed in the Journal of the 
Canadian l3ankers' Assosiation, Vols. V and-VI., __ 

2 •. Shortt,Doc., Vol.II,p.723. Ordonnance de Beauharnoi-s et Hooquart. 
Quebec, Oct.5, ~7J.L3. 17tt2. 

3.· Ibid,p.712. Beauharnois et Hooquart au Ministre.Quebec,Oct.20,/ 
~ Ibid:pp~5g9-595· O~donnance du Roy. March 2~1729; pp.6~l-6~5. 

Ordon~noe du Roy. May 12, 173~· 
5· Ibid.,p.5g7. Memoire du Roi a Beauharnois et Hocquart. March 24 

1729. 
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by the end of 17~0. 1 • 

In the fall of 17~1, only some 15,000 livres remained in the 

Treasury in Quebec to meet the current expenses of the Service 

during the following year. 2 • 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 
r 

of his fear of inflation and the deep sea of his confused ideas 

concerning colonial currency. He was fearful of the amount of 

unre~ulated paper in circulation but he disliked the idea of 

another issue of cards because he thoyght that the credit of the 

existing ones ffiight be unde-rmined. He regretted, v~ry foolishly, 

that specie could not be remit·~ed t0 Canada to replace t:1e Waper.3· 

The mental fogginess of t~e auth0rities in France on the currency 
.-

question was to be a matter of consequence in the financial 

situati~il 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 disrredit, bringing the cards 

down with it. Their fallacious belief in the efficacy of silver 

to reduce iovernment expenses was to accelerate the downfall of 

the paper. 

In 17~2, however, the colonial authorities were authorized to 
1r 

1 ssue an additional 120,000 li vre s in cards.'_,_· The Minister 

1. Ordres et Depeches,B,Vol.72,pp.92-93· .Ministre ~ Hooquart. 
V er sail le s, April l+, 17t~1. 

2. Shortt,Doo.J Vol.II,pp.6S1-693· Beaul~rnois et Hocquart au 
Uinistre. Quebec, Oct.25, 17~1. 

3· Ordres et Depeches,B,Vo1.72,pp.~9-96. Ministre au Hocquart. 
Versailles, April ~~ 1741. 

4-,. Shortti ~,Vol.II, PP·707-711. Ordonnance du Roy. Versailles, 
Feb.27, 7~ , 
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expected this entlrely inadequate sum to replac-e. the notes and to 

faoili tat e the course of trade in the ·colony. l. · The new cards 

of course made no appreciable difference to the amount of paper 

issued nol: did it lend any discernible assistance to colonial· 

commerce. In 1741, there had been ~6~,000 livres of notes 

deposit&d in the Treasury for bills of exchanie and 176~000 livres 

of cards,2· indicative of the extent to which Treasury paper ~s 

replacing cards as a circulating medium. : In 17l+2--, the year in 
I .J 

which the new cards began to be issued the discrepancy was still 

~reater~for ~91,000 livres of notes were returned to the Treausry, 

as ·apinst 1!t2,000 livres of cards, and when immediate obligations 

had been met 20,000 - 25,000 livres of cards remained for current 

expenses.3• The following year the difference was less marked, 

~3S,000 li.vres _of notes and 213,'+00 livres of cards befng returned~ 
·This was doubtless the result of the fact that the new issue of 

cards had been completed in the meantime. However~ the g2,000 

livres of cards left was still insufficient to provide for the 

needs of the service.5· 

The effect of the war with its concomitant of multiplied 

expenditure was rapidly to widen the distance between the two sets 

of returns. For example, in 17~7 nearly 2,700,000 livres of 

notes were deposited whereas the cards received amounted only to 

1. Ordres et oepeches,B, Vol. 7'+(2) ,pp.260 ..... 26l. Ministre ~ B~~u- _ 
harnois et Hocq\].art. Fontainebleau,April 17,17~2; Shortt,Doo. 1 Vol.II,p.]l7 .. Ministre ~ Beauharnois et Hocquart .Versailles, 
May g,l74-2._ .· . 

2 •. Shortt,Doc.,Vol.II,p.693·Beaubarno1s a~. Hocquart au Ministre. 
Qu~~eq,Oct.25,17~1. - · 

~· Ibid.,pp.713-715. Hooquart au Ministre.Q,uebeo,Oct.30,l714-2. 
·• f 3_otrr·es.Geci",./AC4a1~V&~. ·l~o_,Y.·~2,,~3x.tfiit des operation.s des finances 

5
• ~u.r~r:~Pov. ~-;It'+3 .· liv~¥t'·8n ·pp .. 96 .~§~0 sed with, Va.nn au Ministre, 
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55,00C and some odd livrcs.~· 

hleanwhile Versailles had remained deaf to su~~estions tr~t 

d ~ . 2. 
more car s oe ~ssued. The authorities in France while allow-

in6 t~e heads of the colony to undertake enter}rises and i~cur 

obliga_,ci0ns ir: ~iJ.e KinE;' s name, refused to provide tlH~ colonial 

treasury wi t1-:. any regular means of payment·. The Minister 

was so i11tent o:: preventir..e; t:-.. e sligl--.test suspicion of inflation 

of -c~1e cares, that ..... ~ completely overlooked the fact that without 

a suffi:ient number of them t~e quantity of unregulated paper 

must multi)ly. 

By the end of t.ne war tl1ere were some signs of the depreciat-

ion of r:.otes w:~icl: was to l4voc witL tee colonial currency 

in tLe war to come. The credit of bo~b cards and ~otes ~e-

pended on t~e confi~cnce that ~hey were redeemable in France. 

A.ny tamperil16 wit.a ~11e oills 0f exclJ.anbe must, therefore, in-

cvitably result in 6isnredit. By 17''-7, the Fr~nch Treasury was 

fes:i~~ the increased nwnber of drafts made on it as a result 

of ·the unusual expenditures of t.~:1e war and ij_1 that year the 

Minister ordered Hocquart to distribute t~·J.e c:atcs of maturity of 

bills of exchange over several luonths, pla.:~int; them as far on as 

possible. j • The result .;_;f the cxecutio:J. of the Minister's 

c rdere was ~l1a t a n'l"_mber of merchants came to the conclusion that 

1. Shortt, Dec . ., Vol. II, pp. 750-75"-. Ho cquart au Mini stre. 
Que tee, Oct. 27, 17'!-7 • 

2. Ibid: p.713. BeauharJ.lC·is et Hocquart au l:Iinistre. Quebec., 9 oct.20, 1742; pp.725-727. Beauharn~is et Hocquart au Ministre. 
~uebec, Oct.29., 17!'-3; Crdres et Deptches,B.,Vol.7g(l),pp.l01.L-
106. Ministre a Hocquart. Versaill~s,March 2lt, 17'-~'+. 

3· Ordres et D~pSches,B.,Vol.~5·PP·~l-e2,S5-g6. Ministre ~ 
Hocquart. Vers~illes., Mamh 13., 171-~7 • 
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bills -drawn on the Oompagt).ie des Indes were more to be trusted 

than ordinary bills-of exchange and- made ._usurious ba~gains to 

obtain them, others bought furs with the bills of exchange, paying 

15~ to 20~ mofe for peltries than their usual- value. The already 

high pri-ce of merchandise imported from France aiain rose. 1 • The 

merchants voiced their fears that the rate of discount of bil·ls 

in France would increase but La Galissonniexe and Hocquart de­

clared that they were concealing their real anxiety that the bills 

would not be met promptly when t-hey did fall due. 2 • 

Thus, at the close of Hocquart•s administration~ the colony was 
'-

sufferini more than ever from lack of a sufficient number of 

cards, whose place was being taken by- abnormal issues of secondary 

paper .already tainted with discredit. 

Matters improved in the next few years. Bills of exchange 

were evidently issued in the usual fashion and, moreover, Bigot 

effected some improvements. With considerable diffioul~y he 

extracted from the Minister a number of printed forms to replace 

the handWTitten·notes which were e~sily 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. 4.-. The French government with ft s usual myopic view 

of the financial situation in the colony had been unable, in the 

1.- ·ahortt,Doo., Vol.II,p. 753· Hocquart au lv!inistre. Quebeo,Oot. 
27, 17~7· . . 

2. Ibid: pp.757-761. Petition addressed to Maurepas,signed. by 
Perthuis,syndic~ Tachet,secretary1 and forty one other individ­
ual_Sj. p. 755. La Gali-ssonni!re et Hocquart au Ministre. Q,ueb_e_c, 
Nov.b, 17ff.7. 

3· Shortt, ~Vol .• II: pp.763-765. Bi~ot au Ministre. Quebec, 
Oot.25, 17~·793· ~igot au Ministre. Quebec~Oct.25,17~9. 

~. Ib1d.,pp.797-79g· Bigot au Ministre. Quebec,Oct.l5, 1752. 



bett;inning, to see_ the value of enha.ncin1 the credit of the 

Treasury notes in relation to -dr,a~tsj : on the Royal Treasury. 

In addition to the printed forms, an additional issue -of 

2g0,000 livres of cards bad been obtained in 17~9, 1 • raisini the 
. 

total quantity to 1,000,000 livres. 

The prosper.t seemed very fair for the future soundness of 

colonial finance but even before the arrival of";the stormy ~ys of 

the second war, a smaller tempest ~athered and broke. During_..;. the 

period of preparation for war, government expenditure in the 

colony increased very considerably. 

the annual disbursement as: 

An unsigned document 2• gives 

1750 

1751 

1752 

1753 

2,131,305 

2,725,959 

!~, 099' 02g 

5 ,· 313' !.f-21+ 

livres 

11 

11 

-
11 

At this point, 1753, the Minister announced that henceforth bills 

of exchan~e must be made payable over three years.3• Moreover 

no distinction was made between cards and notes. Hitherto in 

times of crises limitations had fallen only on notes. Now 
,_~ . cards and notes began to depreciate together. In 1755 the 

colony's currency received another blow for in that year the 

Minister sent a fund of specie to the colony for payment to the 

.. 

1. Shortt, Doe:,- Vol.II:pp.775-7g3· Ordonnance du Roy. 
Vereailles, April 1g, 17~9. 

2. Affaires Etrani~res: · Memoires et Documents. Amerique,Vol.II, 
p.l21. ·r-ableau des Depenses faites en Canada depuis 1750 jusQJe11 
et eompris 1 1annee, i 760. . _ 

3.-- Oonsi.~er~tio~s _sur l 1J!tat du Oanada (Oct .175g) ,pp .22-23. In 
Hist. Doo. 1 First Series (Que.-L~t._ and Hist. Soc.) 

~. Ibid. Part printed in Shortt, Doe., Vol.II, p.873. 
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troops l·with the result, of course, that the value of paper 

dropped still lower. Merchants began to sell their iOods from 10~ 

to 20~ cheaper for specie and an iou·of 6 francs was said to be 

worth 7 livres of paper. 2 • Another writer placed the ratio at 

3 to 2 3· ·and a third dealer declared that a praoe of fowl which 
. ~ ' 

could be had for 15 to 20 livres for specie, cost 30 to 35 livres 

in pt.per.~+. Montcalm, writini in 1759, put the ratio at 3 to 2. 5• 

The depths were reached when the Kin~, in October 1759, finally 

suspended all payment on bills of excba.nge. 6 • 

Meanwhile floods of paper money were being released annually on 

the colony as ~overriment expenditure rose, partly as a result of 

the needs of the war, partly of the ~ross malversations of Bi,ot 

and his clique, and partly of the depreciation'of the paper, 

which was both cause and ,_effect .. 

1. Shol'tt, lf§c., Vol.II,pp .e!!J-7, 1!:51. UnsiiPled mt9moire. 
2 • I bid • , p • 7 5 • 50 ~ 
3·. Archives Nationale, F ,Vol.III,p.2g •. Memoire, unsigned~ 
~ R~fl~x~ons Sommai~es s~r 1~. Oommerce --- en Oanada;(uns1in~d) 

p.t~. His~.Doo., First Series .(Que. Lit. and H;st.Soc.) 
5. Shortt ~Doe •• Vol. II, p .891. Mont calm ~ Le Normand. Montreal, 

Ap~11~12, 1759· 
6. .big., pp.929-933· Ordonnance du Roy •. Versailles,Oct.l5, 

1759~ . 
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1755 

1757 

1758 

1759 

1760 
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The annual expenditure was estimated variously as: 

1. Bernier ·3· Anonymous. 
. '+' '1-ot' 021 li vrc s 

Murray 2 • 
6,ooo,ccc livres 700 ~a~-~~~ 0~0 1l'VJ.-'CS )"- ,.., .....- .. v, .... ~-- .... 

5,101,~3~ 11 r- r-r-,f"' 00'"' :J 1 )vv 1 ·'._; " 
,, -, oco' 000· " 

- ·-
.:':"( f"!Q("'' f"\1'1"'\ If 

11' 31+ 3 ' 0 28 u g Qr1(" 1"',1'"'0 u I v-.,I,.J,.) o 1 V 1,... 1 '-....·._ .. ..., 

- 13 ~"'~~'"'0 r:~r~ tl 1- 269 --1'- 11 12,000,0CO u ';), ·,~o{ , ..... -~. , .... ...- . .., 

7 ,--.l 1 r- 7 7, I -- 2 tL 0 ('~ C " r- f" If 24 0 f"\ 0 1"'1,... ,-. .. If 2 ''j--:J' .. ,. ' '"' , ...... v ' ,_; . ' 0 '~1 ._,· 

)C, 16g, 1'-30 11 . , , I ! 30 ,~1"'1"'1 1"'11"'1'"' ) .._. '". ,_, ) -._.; ·-· u If 

20,727,73~ 11 1 _,,..._,.., ""-f"'"" 
')v'v' Vl./v 

If 

The resul·~ of all c[.i.ese factors, taken toset~12r wi t:i.1 the in-

creased demand a.nC::. tl·.Le de~:~2eased su~J)ly was that prices rose, and 

rose again. In 175~ ~ht: current price of li~erchandi se in the 

5C% O·J·or tucl-t asked ir.. rraj_J.ce, ill 1756, ~O% to lOO% cc luny 

17 -rl • . ~ ~ d 2~'"'~"'~ .. <1 '-t-. and in >~ 1 t .l:J.aa reac~-J.e .... ~. 1o. Accordin~ to Bi~ot the 

o-;-erplus was ~CO% to 1000 ~~ ty 1760.5 • T~c price of wi~e, one of 

the largest impol·ts f.J:vill France is pel'~ .. aps an index to other 

cowltiu di ties. Durin6 the last war its cost per hogshead is said 

to have climbed from 70 frances to 100 francs, t~en to 200 francs 
r: 

and by 1759 nad reaci1ed. ti1e in.r-redible :Zit:ure of 1200 francs.·~· ·The 

riee~in whe~t pr~oes i~dicates the effect of conditions·oh tbe 

1. 

2. 

Affaire:_ s Etrang~res: Mehlo ire s et Documents. Am2riLlUe, VoJ,II, 
p.l2l. Tableau des D3pcnses faites en Oa.nada depuis 1750 jusques 
et compris 1 1Ann~e 1760. -

Murray's Report, p.''-9. June 5, 1762. ··Printed in Documents 
Relating to t~J.e c·onstitutiona1 History· of Canada (ed.by Shortt 
and .uo1:..6 ~J.ty)_ _ _ 

3· Shortt, Doe., Vol.II, p.)iC). Report, enclosed with Bernier au 
Ministre. April 19, 1"59. 

11 
' . Affaire du Canada, Vol. V ,pp .11-13. State!nent sigYled by nine 

men apparently mercr~nts, at La Rochelle, Aug.lO, 1762. En­
dorsed by the Intendant of La Rochelle, Au6.16, 1762. 

5· Moreau St.Mery Ooll.J. F3, Vol.l6(l).,p.)O. Bi6 0t au Ministre. 
Montreal, June 20, 176u. 

6. E.z. Massicotte 1 Auterges et Cabarets1 p.lll. Printed in 
Txans. Roy.Soc.Oan. 1 Third Series. Vol.XXI. 
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~~roG.uct s of t~ne country •1 · 

Finance in Oanada did no~ exist apart from the gcvernment. 

There was neither bankin§, house nor stock market to ex~rt influence, 

The vicis.s.i·tudes ofthe fi:r...aLcial 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 oanada. 

cf ds)reciation in 17"-7 and _)che complete collapse durir:.t; t:.e 

last years were t~~e result of t~:.e wars waged by France 1 of the 

parlous condition of t~e French Treasury, and of the obtuseness of 

the ~ove:rnment at Versailles in -::j,e matter cf regulation of 

colonial currency. 

War ~as 0ne of th~ wajor influences iL Canadian life during the 

last two decades of t~e French r~gime and the effect which war 

had on the color..y is tc a large extent indicated by ·t:1e condition 

of ~he currency and of prices. The first war which was ~ot so 

drastic iL its effects as tllc :a et is lr~arked by the beginning 

of depreciation and by a considera0le rise in prices. 2 • Discredit 

set in again i~1 t .. J.c period of armed truce and during the last war 

the sau1e results as.we have seen in the previous conflict are 

evident in a much exa6 ierated form. Price rise indicates not only 

deprecia-cion of course, but also interruption oi cot~nrlunications. 

While it ls ~rue that C.i.'vP failure brou~l1t about a general increase 

in prices -'cile rise was :c.otLing like as lare-e as that consequent 

upon war. Increased prices did not ac0ru~ to the colony's good, 

based as t c-.ey were on extraorcliLary circumstances. 

T:L·.c financial condi tivE of the colony was not primarily 

\ 

1. Supra, p.ll9 
2. ~pra, p.177 
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-~he result cf economic factors. It represents an effect rather 

~han a ~ause ar..d the cause is to ce found in France rather than 

in Oanada. 



OHAPTER VIII. 

"'CONCLUSION. 
"' 

In the course of this discussion more stress has perhaps been 

laid on the deleterious effects of Canadian inertness than on the 

influe:e.ce of iOvernment p~ternalism. ~ If so, it is a result of 

the fact that the period considered is comparatively ·short# and 

that it comes at the very end of the French Regime. _ Which of 

the two factors was th~ primary ca~se of Oanada•·s backwardness 

it is impossible .to decide. One cannot eay simply that the 

colony's condition was the result of the temper ·of its settlers or 

that it was only the consequence qf iOVernnu~nt polic'y. Considered ,.. 

over a lomg period of t.ime the factors were probably interaotini 

cause and effect. By 1740 however, it is quite clear that so 

heavy a lethargy had ~escend~d on French Oa.nada that wfthout the 

~overnment • s numerous pinpricks,manyof which never penetrated of 

course,the colony would have gone almost completely to sleep, 

retaining only enouih coneaiousness to engage in the fur irade·. 

It may be noticed that the first five chapters are so arranied · 

as to proceed from the least vigorous to the most vigorous branches 

of economic activity, and from the m9st paternalistic to the 

least paternalistic period. But to ascribe the first to the 

second of these characteristics this is to confuse posthoc with 

propterhoo. Without goverrun~nt inte~ention in our period 

economic life would have been even less active than it was. 

Undoubtedly however, the iOVernmftnt was forcing the pace. Much 

of the attempted stimulation was due to Hocqua~t who was apt to be 
( 

\ 

carried away by his ·own enthusiasm and to attempt too ambitious 

undertakinis· The leaven was not sufficient to move the mass. 
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~riters vn various branches cf the whole subject of econom~c 

develolJiJ.Ler.~.t s·:::.e i~: their own topic the sine qua non o: tj].e ~clony. 

In my u~i1-1i~n the whole structure, such as it was, rested on 

agriculture. T:· .. e most ot.At standing single influence ~hat 

wrollght a char_c,e in tl·J.c course of our ;>eriod, was obviously 

con~lict ~it~ ~hE English. The colony could not withstand 

~lJ.c doutle shock of ere~ .lailures a.nd war. Tl-.. e results were 

~ i1 e si s has been ill-named . Ti..c years from 17!+0 to 1760 were not 

a )eriod o£ ecor...orL.ic develvpwent, they were a period of 

economic retrogression. 
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