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SUMMARY CRC

¥
This study igﬁgn analysis ‘of French Canadlan hlstorles
of. Confederatlon spanning the perlod from 1867 to 1967 It
explains the 1nterpre§at10ns of the historians in relation to
‘ *\the backgrouﬁd of the historians and to French Canadian society
in géneral. lfo dqté, there haye been no major iniéepthgstudies
of French Canadian historipgraphy of Confederation. Ramsay Cook
- broached the subject, but he restricted his analysis to a few
pages and based his conclusions uéon a handful of histories
Thls study examines sixty histories of Confederatlon, wrltten
by thlrty hlstorlans, in order to establish the general trenas
in the one hundred years since 1867.

In establishing the géner%i trends, this study focuses on
two aspects of the historians' intérpretations of Confederation:
the causes invoked by‘the authors to explain the union of 1867
iand the significance accorded to that union. Analysis of these_
two aspects indicates that from 1867 to 1967 the?e were basically
three different French Canadian inferpretations of Confederatigh.
From 1867 to :1915, historians used the United Canadian pOlltlcal

—efcrlSlS of the 1860s to explain the union of 1867 and they centred

their discussions of the importance of Confederation around tﬁe

theme of la survivance. From 1916 to 1953, historians continued -

iv



to fociis on French Canadian surviva}, but théy expanded their
explanationé of Confederation to include the fear of an American
. invasion. %rom 1854 to 1967,.historians added the economic
.factor to their list of causes. As for thé_sighifidance of

Cbnfederation, they shifted the focus away'from la survivance

and considered the history of the 1860s as it related to economic-.
. . )

development.

Why did French Canadian historiography go through this three-

stage process? The answer lies largely with French Canadian society.
The changes that characterized the interpretations from 1867 to

VN

3
1967 paralleled other changes: changes in the economic and social

structures of society; changes in the issues that society deemed
significant; changes in perspective because of events that occurred
after 1867; and changes in the historians in terms of occupational

and educational background and their concept of history. T



INTRODUCTION

A

N

. ' o
This study 1s an andly31s of Freng;\Canadian histories of

Confederatlon spanning the period from la67 to' 1967. It explains

-

the interpretations of the historians in'relaiion-to the background

of the historians and to FreJéh Canadian society in general This

approach stems from the premise that writers of hlstory are products
of their time. They cannot escape the world in which they live.
They may strive to isolate themselves from the events and influences
of the present, but in the end, historians remain creatures 6f

-

their environment. _ T

-

To date, there have been no major in-depth studies of French

,

- Canadian historiography of Confederation. Only Ramsay Cook's- intro- -

>

+ [ » ' l hd
duction to Confederation: essays by D. G. Creighton et al. broaches.

the subject; but Cook restricts his analysis to a few pages d

. * ‘ . ') ' t 13 » I"
bases his conclusions upon a handful of histories of ‘Confederation.
This study examines sixty histories of Confederation, written by

thirty historians, in order to establish the general trends in the

-~
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one hundred years since 1851.
\

The types of history that are examined in this study include
direct studies of Confederatlon, general hlstorles, blographiee,
articles, pamphlets, constltutlonal studies, memoirs and govern-
ment pubiicatiqgs.l The method used in selecting the historians
varied according to when the historians wrote .about Confederation.
Specifically, for those who wrote prior to World Wat IT, the term
'historian' is used in the broadest sense and is applied to any
writer who endeavoured to explain Confederation. Thus, among the
historians studied in this perlod are pamphleteers, politicians;
journalists, priests and c1v11 servants. In the pericd after
World War II, the ‘list of historians is g%strictedto writers who
produced scholarly works. This restriction-corresponds'to the

proﬁes'ionalization of history which has takeh place in French *

¢ X
. <\' Y .
In establishing the general Mrends, thHis study Yocuses on two

aspects of the historians' interpretations of Confederation: the
causes invoked by the authors to explain the union of 1867 and the
_significance accorded to that tnion. Analysis of these two aspects
indicates that there are three different periods of French Canadian
histories of Confederation: the bleu versus rouge mono-causal political
period (1867-1915); the 'federal' versus '‘provincial' multi-causal

+ <,

period (1916-1953); and the 'federal' versus ‘provincial' economic



e
period (1954-1967). The years 1916 and 1954 were chosen to mark
the beglnnlng of the second and third periods because these dates
correspond w1th the publication dates of pivotal interpretations.
The cut-off dates are not absolute. ‘Traits that characterize one
perlod may appear in another, which is to say there are exceptions
to the‘general trends in each of the periods.

This study is divided into three chapters: the first chaptef
covers the pPeriod from 1867‘t0'l§15; the "second chapter covers
the period from 19;6'to 1953; and the third chapter covers the
period from 1954 to 1967. Each chapter consists of four parts:
the first pare distinguishes the general characteristics of the
interpretations;_ the second part relates the causes of Confederation
cited by.the historians and explains why the writers called upon
thesé causes; -the third part notes the significance accorded to

&

Confederati/pf

—
that 51gq}f1cance- and the fourth part recounts the historians' -

the historians and explalns why the writers assigned

view of 1867 as the startlng point of the new Canadian natlon.

| \ \\

\.
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NOTE TO THE INTRODUCTIOQ,‘ )

1 Cook, Ramsay. "Introduction"
D.G. Creighton et al., Toronto: Unive
PP. Vii-xiii.

. 7, :
in Confederation: essays by
rsity of Toronto Press, 1967?\ .
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‘federatlon, Louis- Pﬁeﬁlppe Turcotte put

e

SN/

CHAPTER ONE
1867 -1915: The Bleu versus Rouge Mono—Causal : ' -
' Political Interpretation

»

Two elements characterized French Canadlan histories of.
Confederatlon in the period from 1867 t?;;915 First, all the
writers who endeavoured to’ explain the Union of 1867 cited the - -

political crisis in the United Canadian colony as the ‘primary

~ ‘ - #
cause; in fact, to the~majority, it was the sole cause. Second,

all the writers appralsed the 81gn1f1cance of Confederatlon

accordlng to how it affected la survivance of French Canada.

-

Historians, throughout. this period ‘agreed‘that the polit-

ical crisis of the lBSOs and the 1860s was the prlmary cause for

the advent of Confederatlon For example, fou; years after Con-~

rth the follow1ng_
. e Wy
explanation: 7

En trois ans, quat nistdres différents -
avaient &€té copddmnés, et deux élections
générales avajent eu lieu sans rétablir
1'harmonie. es affaires avaient langui,,
la l&gislation\ avait souffert de la chute
des diversee, inistrations, et les
discussions éf{afient devenues de plus en
. ¢Plus acerbes... Cet &tat de choses ne
- pouvait se continuer sans soulever guelque
complication grave. Il fallait donc un ‘ —
: -
- . ;
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' -changement. Les chefs des deux partis _

se donndrent la main afin de ‘sauver
province du péril eminent qui la menagait.
Comme cela se fit lors de la coalitio
McNab-Tach&, des hommes jusqu'alors -
ennemis acharnés se firent des concessions
mutuelles, et s'unirent dans un but commun
pour le bien public.l

Forty-three years later, Thomas Chapais also callegd upon the
/
political crisis to explain Confederation:

La population du Haut-Canada s'accroissait

rapidement par-,1'afflux de 1'immigration

anglaise. On pouvait prévoir que, dans peu

‘d'années, elle dépasserait d'un demi-million

celle du Bas-Canada;” au bout d'une ou deux

décades, 1'&cart serait peut-&tre d'un

million. Et pourrait-on indéfiniment, en

. face de cette sproportion ascendante,

résister aux réclamations de plus en plus

véhémentes du Haut-Canada? D'un autre cote,

.comment le Bas-Canada pouvait-il consentir

& ce que ses institutions les plus chéres

fussent soumises A la juridiction d'une

législature ol la province anglaise et

protestante aurait une représentation

supérieure et, conséquemment, une prépon-

dérance absolue?

: En face de ce probl&me d'une si redoutable

' complexit&, les hommes d'Etat bas-canadiens

se demand@rent si une solution conciliant les "

deux intérét's n'Etait pas possible. Et, das '

1858, Cartier, [ George-Etienne Cartier )

successeur de Lafontaine, de Morin et de

Taché&, adopta l'idée de l'union f&dérale

des provinces comme devant &tre le meilleur

moyen de mettre fin 3 la crise politique

dont souffrait le Canada. 2

’

That the historians of this period relied on the political
crisis - a political explanation - is not-surprising considering

both the nature of historical writing at the time and the back-
- _"\

‘.*
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ground of the hlstorlans in questlon. With regard to the nature_

of hlstorlcal wrltlng" hlstory originating from Western Europe

and North Amerlga prior to World War I was, in general, "the

stuéy of past polit;i.cs:.:;."l In English Canada, as in Great Britain,
Whig historiang used history to traégf;he development and thg
achievement of British_Parliamentary institutions4. As such,
histories revolved around\political’partieg and £heif leaders.
In this respect, French Canadién histories of Confederation were
no different. Writers were not ‘interested in Confederatidn as
a specialized historical subject; only 2 few dealt directly w1th
Confederation per ggs. Most examined fie Union of 1867 as it.
related to the life of a French Cénadian politicianG. The rest
broached the subject within the confines of a political history
of either the Union period (ZfB4l—1867)7 or the posﬁ—ConfederatioE_ﬂj
eras. ’ | ' -
-As for the‘backgroqnd of the historians, éolitics élayed-

an important role in their lives. All but three were directly

involved in politics, as either politicians and/or journalistsg.

.f Thus, with both experience and an interest in politicslo, they

naturally found a political explanation for the Union of 1867.

.The political crisis suited the politically inspired French-

speaking essayists from Quebec perféctly'because it was both

political and it involved French Canadignsll.
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Historians disagreed, however, on the nature and origin)r:)

¥

of the political crisis itself. Some historians blamed George

B . L
Brown's Grits ang A-A Dorion's rouges for the crisis. For

eiample, the Confederation pamphleteer of 1867 argued that:
-,
Une des principales causes qui ont nécessité
un changement est évidemment 1le fanatisme

annexionistes [sic ] ...

L]

! 1 LY .
. In 1873 Elzéar Gérin Proposed that: . e
. Tout allait assgez bien dans 1le Bas-Canada,
\\\_J ol Cartier avait 1a majorité, mais le Haut- -

Canada soulevée par les démagogues, qui leur
promettaient la représentation basée sur
la population, ne voulaient plus de régime
politique crga Par l'Union des Canadas...

étaient un?3guerre de classe ou plutdt de 'l/ﬁJ

OCther historians emphasized the role played by the Liberal
leadership in finding a solution to the crisig. Philippe.éasgrain,
for instance, dqséribed George Brown's part.in briﬁging about the
Great Coalition: . "M, Brown devint alors lihbmme dé la cirgonstance,
et avéc S0n concours, les bases de 1la Confé&dération furent Préparées,
au moyen d'une coalifion entre les deux partisl4." Another his-
torian, Laurent Olivier David, pointed to a-a Dorion's 'unselfish'
response to George Brown's wish to 1 clude the rouge leader in
tﬁe coalitioh:A-"Dorién...-fefusa en/disant qu'il ne pourrait
jamais fairg'apprﬁuver pag le Bas—gé;ada un pareil changement

“constitutionnel, gque Cartier se?}f;n'était capablels."
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' The source of the divergent explanations lay in the world /’/
of Unlted Canadian pOllthS The acrlmonlous debates which pitted
A-A Dorion and George Brown against John A. Macdonald and George-
Etlenne Cartler did not end with the advent of the unlon of 1867.
The fouge-bleu battles ‘continued to be fought in the Confederatlon

N ‘
histories which followed. '

Prior to 1916 there wese b¥au historians and there were
rouge histprians. An examinat;;n of Ythe occupationai and familial
bacﬁgrounds of the historians allows us to label all but onel6
-@s either 'Liberal' or 'Conservativef17.t‘The'glgufcehservative-
greub'consisted of Thomas Chapais; EiéZai Gérin, B.A. Testard de
Montigny, Joseph Royal and Louis Philipﬁe‘TurcottelS. Those with
rouge- leeral 1nc11nat10ns lncluded Ludovic Brunet Phlllppe-Baby
Casgraln and Laurent Olivier Dav1d19. Another’ four,authors, at
one point in thelr lives, changed political allegiances; neuer—
theless, at the time they wrote thelr hlstogiégf“ﬁlfred Duclos
De Celles, Aegldlus Fauteux and Joseph Octave Pelland were
Liberals. Thomas Jean-Jacques Loranger, if not a Liberal, was

» > 20
an anti-Conservative““,

After 1900, a different explanation of the political crisis
appeared. The simple rouge-Liberal versus bleu-Conservative

'political argument became for some historians, a racial and reli-

gious conflict of les frangais Catholigues contre les anglais
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- protestants. For example, in f914, Charles Lavergne ained the

political stalemate in the following manners: -«
Le gouvelnement du pays &tait devenu impossible
sous le rBgime de 1'Union. Apr&s’les conquétes
constitutionnelles de Lafontaine et de Baldwin,.
les rivalité&s de provinces et de races allérent
en augmentant. Ce fut toujours le tort de_ la
population angldise de ne connaitre pas ou de
méconnaitre les sentiments de notre peuple.

n, . :
Aegidius Fauteux described the situation in a similar fashion in

1914:

Les passions dans 1'Ontario [ le Haut-Canada ]

se faisaient plus violentes tous les jours,

les protestations contre la french domination  *
se déchainaient avec une fureur grandissante

et le jour devait fatalement venir ol il

serait- impossible de ré&sister au torrent.22

w

The introduction of “antdgoniSme de race et de religion23", -

as aAmeans to account for the 'political impasse' of the 1860s
was a product of the growing estrangement between ﬁhe French and
the English after 1900. Such controversies as Canada's.contni—
bution to the South African War {1899}, the deb;ﬁe over Saskat-
chewan and Alberta education (1905), the naval question (1909),
the school dispute in Keewatin (1911) and ﬁegulation 417 of
“6ﬂtario (1912) worked Fogether to widen the gulf between the 'two
,Jfounding racesl' The link between such events and a historian's
treafmen£ of the political crigis is evident in the following
remark from Charles Lavergne's:biography of cartier in 1914:
Geoﬁée Brown est peut-&tre celui.Qui réussit

le mieux A communiquer sa francophobie aux
S&lecteurs de l'Ontario. Au cri de "No French
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domination", il creusa un fossé profond, qui
est loin d'&tre comblé aujourd'hui (1914 ]

entre les populations anglaise et franqaise.24

L
w

" Although this ﬁérioq_i; typifieghby writers who relied’
exclusively upon the political crisis to explain 1867, a few.
authors also cited the fear of an Americén invasion. For example,
during the election ca@paign in the fall of 1867, the‘Confederatién
paméhleteer warned his readeys: vote f&r Confederation oiﬁPe
invaded: . ° .

Nos hommes d'é&tat, ceux dont s'honore le parti
conservateur, tant du Bas que Haut-Canada,
avaient senti que le premier coup de canon tiré
- en 1860 au Fort Sumter... &tait pour nous un
g avertissement solennel de penser d notre _
avenir... Lep américains ont besoin du Canada:
ils nous l'ont dit bien des fois et ont méme
essayé de nous le prouver: ouvrez et lisez
les journaux des Etats et vous verrez cela
comme nous... Mais comment nous prot&ger? -
Il n'y avait gue deux moyens: l'annexion?
Horreur!... Il ne restait donc que l'autre
alternative, que tous les gens intelligents
devinaient et d8siraient: La Confédération...25

In 1878, B.A. Testard de Montigny briefly discussed the American
Civil War and the threat of annexation:

Dans le méme moment [que la conférence de
Québec en octobre 1864], la guerre faisait
des ravages chez nos voisins. On parlait
d'une rupture entre l'Angleterre et les
Etats~Unis; nous &tions menacés de 1l'abro-
gation du traité de réciprocité et du systéme
de transit de nos marchandises en entrepbt
sur le territoire américain, oll l'on avait
méme inauguré un syst@me de passe-ports;
les tentatives d'annexion exprim&es par la
presse américaine, ses démagogues et ses
hommes d'Etat...26
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“the bleu historians identified“®.

12
¢

After pointing to Great Britainﬁélchanging attitude toward the
» . L \ ‘ .
colonies, de ‘Montigny concluded: "tout concourait, avec la crise
A t—.‘ P ) . - J
intérieure [la crise politique du Canada), & faire unir ies

] w -

-tiommes de coeur dans un effort supréme pour faire face i la

situationzT."

For the Confederation .pamphleteer and B.A. Testard de
. » .
Montigny, memories .of the American Civil War, the Trent affair,

the St. Albans raid and the Fenian excursions across the Canadian

>

border remained alive. Tﬁey believed ,that the possibiiity‘of‘
> ' r
.an attack from the south actually existed in this period. Con-
sequently, they iﬁcludéd the fear of an American invasion as
part of their explanations. The high-pressure eleétion pitch
of thé Confederation pamphleteer suggests that bleu historians
used thezfear of an American invasion for another reason: it

served to justify the pro-Confederation stance adopted in the

early 1860s by the bleu party - the political party with which
' 28

In the early twentieth century, the fear of an American .
invasion cause reappeared when, in 1902, Joseph Royal proposed
that "les bruits de Querre avaient démontré& la nécessité pour
toutes les provinces de resserrer les liens qui les unissaient...
Twelve years liFer, Charles Lavergne put forth a similar argument.

~

He suggested thaty?
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.toutes les provinces britanniques, et

particulid&rement le Bas-Canada, sentaient

le besoin de se rapprocher sur un terrain

compun, dans la crainte d'une guerre gntre

l'Angleterre et les Etats-Unis. Et comme

au Canada le sentiment de fidé&lit& & 1l'Angle-

' terre a toujours &t& plus fort que celui du

) .mécontentement soulevé par son arbitraire,

'il y eut immé&diatement unanimité sur 1l'idée

d'unir toutes les provinces .30

/ Joseph Royal was a_&igg historian who had first-hand
experlence with the fear off;n American invasion. Ip 1871, in
response to the Fenian raiders, he secured a cavalry command and -
‘headed a scouting expedition to southwestern Man1toba3l. Thus,
liké.the Confederatioﬂ pamphleteer and B.A. Testard de Montigny,.
he believed tgéﬁ/%here had been an actual th;eat of Amgrican
invasion at the time of Confederation. 1In the case of Royal,
hoﬁever, there was another reason for his use 6f tbe feagfof an
American invasion; His history, and the hlstory of Charles Lavergne,
eflected a growing belief within FPrench Canadlan society that the
invasion from the south, which had threatened during the 1860s,
had finally materialized thi;fy years. later in the form-of factories
ana unions. Indeéd, under the impetus éf the hydro-electricity
and the pulp and paper industries, Quebec was undergoing signif-
icant economic development. By 1911, over forty per cent of the
total labohr force was involved in manufacturing, commeérce or

construction. Coupled with industrialization was a period of

rapid urbanization. By 1910, 48.4 per cent of the population was
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» .
Urban32. Pointing to the concurrent massive emigration of

t

French Canadians to the factories of New England, some-observers

) feared that the industrialization and urbanization of Quebec
would lead to the Americaniéaﬁiﬁﬁ and the destruction of French

‘Canada33. ‘ J ’

Joseph Royal, for one, considered American society to be

corrupt34 and he was alarmed at the growing influence of American

35

unions in Canada The history that he wrote mirrored his con-

cerns. After 1880, he and Charies Lavergne were the only writers,

in the first period, to .cite the fear of an American invasion as

a cause of Confederation. They turned to this cause in reactign
ta-the increasing flow of AmericanAcapital into Quebec's economy.
As the first his£orians to react in this way, they were exceptions
to their era and precursors of the historians whﬁ, after 1915,

wrote multi-causal explanations.
3

On July 1,-1867, the British North America Act went into
effect. Why was this event important for French Canada? Both

bleu and rouge historians were concerned with la survivance.

The bleu-Conservative historians argued that Confederation provided
"la plus ample protection 3 nos lois, 3 notre religion, 3 notre
langue et [3) nos int&réts matériels... Toutes ces choses précieuses

et sacrées sont placées sous notre contrﬁle...36" They under-
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‘lined the fact that 1867 had dissolved the Union of 1840, thereby
SN

leaving Quebec to deal/yifh her ‘own local affairs:
4

chaque praovince a un gouvernement complet
pour la gestion de toutes ses affaires
intérieures...En un mot, la province de
Québec (Bas-Canada) est compl&tement
séparé [sic] du Haut-Canada &t a une
organisation gouvernementale entidre
pour administrer seule toutes ses affaires
locales.3

Bleu-Conservative historians also emphasized the part

played by George-Etienne Cartier i

bringing- about Confederation

.and, as a result, ensuring French Cahadian survival. For example,

in 1871, Louis~Philippe Turcotte, in applauding the rolé of the

bleu leader, stated: o
Il faut reconnaitre surtout la part de
mérite qui revient A M. Cartier, comme
chef du parti conservateur du Bas-Canada,
le courage et l'énergie incessante qu'il
a déployés pour constituer le nouvel ordre
des choses...

B.A. Testard de Montigny paid hommage to Cartier in a similar way.

In 1878, de Montigny wrote:
" Honneur et reconnaissance 3 Sir George=Etienne
Cartier, aux efforts et 3 l'energie duquel nous
devons la Confédération, qui a &té faite en
grande partie pour le Bas-Canada, dont les
institutions civiles et religieuses auraient
&té menacées par une union législative, qui
convenait aux .autres provinces. 39 :
-
. “‘t b -
From the rouge-Liberal point of view, however, the impor-

tance of Confederation did not lie in what it had provided, but
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5

in what it had omitted. Tbe rouge-Liberal historians maintained
that the union of 1867 was not advantageous for French Canadians.
Ludovic Brunet, for one, concluded that ?la.confédégation n'a pas
&€té faite 3 I'avantage de.la nationalité canadienne«franqaise40f
since it did not protect Frénch Canadians from the English-speaking
minority in Ottawa: |

nous savons maintenant 3 quoi nous en tenir
o sur la valeur de la nouvelle constitution au
point de vue canadien-frangais... Supposons
maintenant qu'une question nationale, inté&-
ressant exclusivement les Canadiens~frangais,
5'€éléve au sien du parlement fé&déral, que
feront nos cinquante député&s contre les 163
repr&sentants anglais? Nous savons bien que
nous mettons les choses au'pire, mais le fait
brutal reste que nous sommes 3 Ottawa une
minorité désolante.4l \

While bleu historians regarded George-Etienne Cartier as
the hero of Confederation, rouge historians praised the opponénts
of the Confederation scheme. Philippe Casgrain described the
opposition of his cousin, Luc Letellier de Séint—Just, as follows:

Il [Luc Letellier de Saint-Just] combattait
le projet [de Conféd€ration ] préparé par le
gouvernement, avec un sens et une logique
dont la force et la vérité ne furent gque
trop démontrées par les &vénements qui
suivirent.

Laurent-Oliver David focused upon those men who were involved with,

the anti-Copfederation journal Union Nationale. This %? not

surprising since David had been one of its editors. He suggested

43,

that they fought "vaillamment and he asserted that:



Le programme de ces jeunes gens, unis

Par un sentiment patriotique, &tait de
comhattre par la plume et la parcle, le
éhaﬁbement de constitution proposé&, de
démontrer que ce régime politique, suggéré

‘o - par lord Durham, pour angliciser le Bas~

Canada, finirait par® nous mettre 3 1la
merci d'une majorité& hostile A nos droits

religieux et nationaux.44 \? N
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David also praised the performance of A-A Dorion during the
Confederation Debates in the Canadian Legislative Assembly in 1865.

 David concluded:

M. Doriom\prit plusieurs fois la parole

.dans le couxs de ce débat mémorable...

et déploya, ¢ ue fois, une force d'argu-
mentation remarqu e. Il discutait toujours
avec un rare talent ocat les questions
légales et constitutionnelles, mais cette
fois, i1 fut chaud, pathétique parfois, et
signala les dangers et les résultats de la
ConfédératiQn avec une clairvoyance gue le
temps fera byiller de plus en plus.4

Opposing poliﬁical views, however, only partially explain
the contrasting EEEE'EQEEE versions. With the exception of Joseph
Royal, bleu historians wrote'in the 1860s and 1870s when the"
novelty of Confederation still inspired hopes. They celebrated
la survivance of the French culture in North America. For example;
in 1871, Louis-Philippe Turcotte pointed to the benefits of the

new union:

La population frangaise pouvait mieux
conserver ses lols, sa langue et son
caractére frangais, avec sa législation r
locale... Elle pouvait développer ses

/
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ressources, ses institutions... Le Bas-
Canada devait avoir une influence assez

considérable dans le gouvernement fé&déral...

P2

46

nggg'historians, OQ.the ?thr h?gd, wrote, forithe most
part, in the early twentieth century. From there, a historian's
perception of the importance of Confederation was affected by
events.whiEh had transpired since 1867. Occurrences such as Riel's
hanging, the imperial que;tién‘aqd the bitterly-fought school

debates made it difficult to view Confederation with the same

6ptimism displayed by Turcotte in the 1870s.

Although la survivance was the main concern of the historians

of this period, there were other important matters: the compact

47

theory and minority rights. The compact theory originated with

T.J.J. Loranger. Writing in 1883, Loranger focus his attention

upon the federal-provincial relétionship established by the Fathers

~ . —"
of Confederation. He argued that:

.. les résqlutions de la conférence de
Québec étaient fondées sur le principe_d'une
stricte &galité ou d'une autorité &gale
entre la Puissance et les provinces, sans\-
subordination des secondes envers la premiére,
dans les limites de leur ressort respectif.
Dans la sphé&re de leurs attributions locales,

" 1'autorité& des provinces *devait rester absolue,
comme le pouvoir fé&déral le deviendrait dans
les bornes de ses attributions générales.

Ce fut & ces conditions qu'elles [les provinces) :
consentirent et en Earticulier celle de Québec, '
3 l'union fédérale.%8
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Loranger, who had broken with John A. Macdonald and

George-Etienne Cartier in the 1860549, was part of the anti-

. federal government wave that swept the proyvince of Quebec during

the 1880s. The decade began with the still-fresh memories of

Ottawa's intervention into the Letell?ET\de Saint-Just and Boucher

de Boucherville controversy50

. The anti-federal govefnment senti-

men;/ézz;\éflgghn A, Macdonald consolidated his power and French

influence in Ottawé appeared to be on the wane. There was a

general dissatisfaction with "la centralisation excessive du pou-

lll;

voir fédéral5 out of this atmosphere of uncertainty and fear

d T

" the compact theory emerged.

e

) -

Toward the end of the 1890s tﬁe topic of minority rights
first appeared. 1In his discussion éf.the London Conference of
December 1866} Laurent-Olivier David argued that:

La modification la plus importante est celle
- qui &tendait aux minorités poss&dant, dans
- toute province faisant partie de la Conf&dé-
ration, des droits et privildges en vertu de
la loi quant 3 des &coles séparfes, tous les
droits et privil&ges dont jouissaient, lors -
~de l'Union, en vertu de la loi les minorités
" protestantes et catholiques du Canada, et

qui créait, le droit d'appel au gouverneur-

. général en‘conseil de tout acte ou décision"
d'un gouverhement provincial, contraire aux
droits et privil&ges de la minorité protes-
tante ou catholique,52 - :

Ao

-

David turned his atﬁentiOn to minority rights as this time

as a result of the continuous debate over French Catholic educational
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rights outside of Quebec. The Manitoba school question (1890s),
and later the Saskatchewan and Alberta (1905), the Keewatin (1909)
and Ontario (1912) school questions, not only drew historians

toward the subject of minority -rights, they influenced the inter-

.pretations.puﬁ forth by the historians. How %?é events affected -

the historical account of an author depended, to a large degree,
on his political bias. From the rouge point of view, the inten-
sification of the "lutte de race et de nationalité53“ served to

]ustlfy the arguments put forth by A-A Dorion.and hlS followers.

_For example, Laurent-011v1er Dav1dfargued that:

L
!

5 Les adversaires de la Confederatlon :
pretendalent que ce droit d'pppel, -comme le
droit de désaveéu des lois provinciales, serait

- une protection pour les minorités protestantes
et une.- arme dangereuse. pour les minorités
cathoquues entre les mains du gouvernement
central.

Il faut bien admettre que le temps leur v

..a donné& raison. )

Thomas Chapais, a bleu hlstorlan, endeavoured to deflect
this Egggg arqument by focusing ttentlon on George-Etlenne Cartier
anduthe ;1ghts he won for the Erénch Canadians of "Bas-CanadaKi\H/
In 1914 Chapais stated that: | _

Dans toutes les ré&unions, dans toutes les dis-

cussions, 5 tous les pourparlers gqui eurent
: lieu alors, M. Cartier tint un réle prépondérant
et décisify - Sa position &tait unique. Il &tait
le représentant: principal, le porte-parole, le -7

chef reconnu du Bas-Canada et de la nationalité °
canadienne- angalse. Il avait des intéréts
spéciaux a sauvegarder, des principes 3 faire -9°*
respecter, des garanties & obtenir, et par >

~
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cons&quent un systdme 3 faire prévaloir, -
L'historien impartial doit reconnaitre -
qu'il réussit dans la lourde tiche qui

lui -incombait et pour laguelle il eut

l'appui &nergique de ses collégues bas-
canadiens_et de l'opinion publique de sa
province,33

-—

After 1900 most writers, however, saw Cartier from a
different vantage point from that of historians writing during

: ’ : -
Canada's fir'st decade. Even Alfred De Celles and Aegidius Fauteux,

56

Laurijer Liberals who once had gupported the Conservative party57,

could not ignore the times. While they réspected Cartier and
praised his role‘inwbringing about Confederationsa, they criticised
-him as well. Fauteﬁx,.for instance, appl?uded Cartier for his

diligence in protecting French Catholic minorities in Upper Canada

59

and Manitoba but he was less generdus on the subject of the.

&
minority in New Brunswick:

Malheureusement, par rapport-d la province du-
Nouveau-Brunswick, sa prudence a &té prise en
défaut... La loi &crite de 1867 ne gdrantissait .
le droit aux é&coles séparées que dans les pro-
vinces oll ces &coles &taient déja sarctionnédes
par une loi et non pas seulement tolérées par

la coutume. La“demande d'un désaveu persistant,
Cartier soutint § Ses -compatriotes que 1le

reméde serait ceht fois pire que le mal. En
créant ce précédent, disait-il, 1'on ne *faisait
rien de moins gq remettre les droits des cafho-
liques du Canada entre les mains 4'une ma orité
protestante, celle du parlement fédéral.®

Like ‘the rouge writers, De Celles and Fauteux had to take into
L 1% ’

account the 'antagonisme de race et de reiigion'. Thus, their (

admiration for Cartier was tempered by events which had  occurred
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-
-

since 1867. "Hélas! Comment les faits sont wvenus donner tort-
3 ses prévisionselt“

-

When bleu and rouge historians examined the history of

Confederation their prime concern was French Canadian survivance.

The fact that 1867 also created a new nation was of secondary

importance. The birth of Canada was noted in the first decade

by bleu historians. 1In 1871, Turcotte proclaimed that "le Canada

62 ,

a pris sa place parmi les nations Seven years later, de

Montigny praised Confederatibn for "elle nous faisait. devenir une

grande nation 63.“ The idea of a Canadian nation, however, lost

its appeal when 'le temps et les &vénements' suggested-that the
: N _

'new nation' was endangering the existence of the French Canadian

nation. .

—
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Fauteux, "Cartier et les min6}ités", 1914, p. 253.

%0 1pid., p. 255.

Also see De Celles, Cartier et son temps, 1907, pp. 88-89.
Also see De Celles' comments concerning the establishment of an

Upper House for the province of Quebec. The Province of Quebec,
1814, p. 171.
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6; De Célles, Cartier et son temps, 1907, pp. 88-89.
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‘Turcotte, Le Caﬁada sous l'union, 1871, p. 606.

63 de Montigny, Letellier de Saint-Just et son temps, 1878, p. 50.
Also see La Confé&dération ..., 1867, p. 12.




fEHAPTER TWO

1916-1953: The 'Federal' versus 'Provincial'
Multi-Causal Interpretation

During the First World War, the bleu versus rouge
mono~-causal histories of the previous fifty years gave way to
the 'federal' versus ‘provincial’ multi-causal histories of the
next forty years. This change was marked by the publication of

Charles Langelier's La Confédération, sa gen&se, son &tablissement

(1916)l and Liongl Groulx's La Confé&dération canadienne: ses

origines (1918)2. "With the appearance of these studies, the
Confederation question passed from the realm of contémporary

politics to that of history3.

A number of other writers followed the lead of Langelier
and Groulx, and produced works dealing exclusively with the
history of Confederation4. ' This was in .contrast to the previous
period and suggests that histoirians' interest in the unibn of
1867 as a subject of study had inéreased. This newly—developed
historical concern for Confederation grew out of the circumstances
of the time. Events such as the Ontafio school question, the
conscription crisis of 1917, the industrialization and urbgnization
of Quebec, the Dgpression, the second conscription crisié and

the federal-provincial jurisdictional battles created an atmosphere

v ¥

Egl g _
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of continual debate and introspection. The French Canadiapg

elite endeavoured to redefine Quebec in reference 'to English
Canadé, to the federal government and to industrialized North
America. Quitq_naturally some commentators turned to the pastr

to help explain the events and ideas of the present in . order to
defend their ownureactionss. Eventually this led some writers,
whose interest in history stemmed from their contemporary CORCeIrns,

to the British North America Act6 and the history of the 1860s. &

Whilé the writers of the first period had been drawn to
Confederation to rationalize their bleu or rouge policial beliefs,
the new generation tended(EQNuSéfConfederation to justify their
tprovincial' or ‘federal.l points of view7. Specifically, within
the period from 1916 to 1953,. one set of writers endeavoured to
expiain Confederation within a Canadian or 'federal' contextB.
This group consisted of Jean Bruchésig, Thomas Chapais, Alfred-
Duclos De Celles, Roger Duhamel, Gustave Lanctétlo, Maurice
OKIIGTerf’JBQQEE:Fdouard perrault and Georges Robitaille.

‘Another group of writers looked at Confederation from a québécois
or 'provincial' perspectivell. 'Provincial' historians_included
Richard Ar2s, Jean-Charles Bonenfant, Lionel Groulxlz, Chérles

rangelier, Wilfrid Morin]'3 and Robert Rumilly.
.. #‘3

Historians writihg®in the period from 1916 to 1953
called upon two causes to-explain fhe union of 1867: the political

crisis in United Canada; and the fear of an American invasion.

L \

—
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In the’previous period, in which most of the historians had
put forth a mono-causal political explanation, only a few
historians included the fear of an. American invasion as a cause.

After 1915, the use of this second cause generalizedls.

Historians continued td look to the political crisigﬁf'

to explain the coming together of the British North American_

colonies in 186716. For example, in 1936, Robert Rumilly statedq

that:

. ' Depuis’ quelques années, les ministéres
s'Etaient 8croulés et succédés comme
chdteaux de cartes. Mercier [Honoré
Mercier ] constatait que les deux années
&coulées depuis 1862 avaient &té&, sous
quatre minist@res, "sacrififes 2 l'esprit
de parti". La concorde ne revenait pas.
C'est alors gue fut lancé [sic] 1'idé&e d'un
changement de régime... On langa le
projet de Confédération.l

While historians ofhﬁhe earlier period had, for the most

part, explained ‘the political crisis itself as a bleu-rogge

\coﬁflict, after 1915, historians gave the political crisis an

~ethnic explanation. 'Provincial' historians held English-

b oy
speaking Ontarians responsible for the political difficulties

Qf the 1860s. In 1916, Charles Langelier described George Brown.
. } <=

as follows:

Il [George Brownl fut un curieux mélange

de z&le honnéte et de bigoterie dans 1le
mouvement organiste qui se développait
alors dans’le Haut-Canada et il s'y jeta
avec enthousiasme. Il considérait l1'Eglise
Catholique comme la pire ennemie du Canada,
et, il lui fit partout une guerre sans ‘

rl
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trave, 'sous quelque forme qu'elle
se manifestdt, soit dans la politique, . i
soit en matidre reldgieus.l8 . '
Lionel Groulx painted Brown with: the same brush in 1918:
Un jour &tait venu ol le Haut Canada _
“fortifié par L'immigration s'&tait senti
le plus fort et avait andé rappel
de la cldhse de la con®Rituti

représentation... Un homme viendr qui
de cette reforme, fera son cri de guerr
et le fossé se creusera tras vit
un abime entre les deux races. C

7 homme funeste, 1'une des plus parfaites
, ’ //’ incarnations du fanatisme ontarien devait -

étre le fouguewx agitateur, George Brown.

_ . ] ~ La carri&re de George Brown tient en X
quelques mots: pendant vingt ans, contre _
. le papisme, contre la "french domination," : o
. il aboya 2 grosse voix et apparemment © el
oo . sans fatigue. Toutrl'Ontario se souleva au

' . cri du Rep by pop d&s l'accession de

l'agitateur a la direction du parti _ '
clear-grit.l% . - .
J ‘ ' : ~/

'Federal' historians, on the other ha d,/afE;ibuted the

e
e

li.y

political crisis off the 1860s to Lhe conflicting aspirations of
both sides. ‘In 1934, Thomas Chapais,-for'example, presented the

political situation in the following manner:
. La situation [politique] &tait absolument
, R déconcertante et -décourageante.. Depuis
six ans, c'était le sixiZme ministare
qui succombait... Tous les.expéd%@aﬁs
‘ politiques s'étaient t%dhvés.ine icaces,
ﬂw\aﬁ * L'antagonisme des deux provinces s'accusait
chaque jour, plus aigu. Les divergences- '
paraissaient désespérément irréductibles.

In~"1945, Maurice Ollivier
. ™
. Long before%lQ§7 the Union Act had ceased
to work properly ... The claims for repre-
sentation proportional to the population...
-«

reiterated Chapais' explanation:
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s/ came more especially from Upper Canada.
On the other hand, the two political
//// parties were at times so evenly
divided, especially.between 1862 and ’
P 1864, that five changes of ministry
o then took ace and it was extremely
di;;ieqltﬂt govern under. the circum-
stances as the fate of the government
was dependent upon the transfer of a
A couple of votes, sometimes of a single
one.

oa i \
school question and the two conscription crises (1917, 1942 -

(Eécurring French~English dispytes such as the Ontario

1944). kept the spotlight on the political crisis. For 'provincial’
historiaﬁs,the political crisis was another example of-the
English'C;nadian"majority imposing its.will on the French minority.
English—speakiné Ontarian§.who were threatening Franco-Ontarian
survival with Regulatiof 17 in.l912, were also deemed fesponsible

for the political crisis of the 1860s.

-

V'ngeral; historians viewed the Frenéh—Enqlish contro-
versies of the E;entieth century in a different light from thzir
'provinciql' cqlleagﬁes. They believed that the pfgglemS'of
'today' wduld'only Ze salved through compromisgzz. This notion

of the post- World War I situation in Canada affected the way

in which they'presented_the political crisis. They a%;empted

to understand both the French Catholic and English Protestant

. : . A% : . .
points ¢f view. In“the end, 'federal' historians argued that

the political crisis wi&s resolved when both the English and 7

French put aside their ifferences and formed -a coalition. This

'
- *

“ultimately led to Confederation. A
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The fear of an American“zknaSLOn which had had llmlted
appeal as a c¢ausal factor in the first flve decades, came to be
accepted as a-legitimatelcéuse after 1915. Both 'federal' and
‘provincial! historianééfegérded the possibility of an American
assault as a stimulus for union. For example, Lionel Groulx, a

'provincial' historian, déclared.in 1918 that:

A les provinces brltannlques n'avaient gu'a
écouter l'instinct méme de la vie. Cet
instinct les avertissait depuis longtemps

- de se prémunir contre 1°' appetlt toujours ..

- en éveil de leur voisin 4 outrequarante-
C1nqu1éme.v Je note en passant que l'idée
d'une union f&dérale a surgi en notre pays
chague fois que les mouvements du colosse
américain nous ont &veillés i.certaines
inquiétudes... Ce sera vers 1861 & une
date oll le premier coup de canon tiré au
fort Sumter avertissait les Canadiens de
prendre garde & la fragilité de leurs
frontiéres.

A 'federal' historian, Thomas Chapais, advanced the same kind
of argument as Groulx. Chapais suggested that the need for common
defence against the Americans brought the colonies- together:

Enfin les symptdmes alarmants qui, & un

moment donné, avaient pu faire redouter

des hostilités entre les Etats-Unis et

la Grande-Bretagne, comportaient un ‘
avertissement significatif et démontraient

combien l'union serait essentielle 3 1la
défense.

- Y

The general use of the fear of an American invasion
was linked to two ongoing processes which characterized the 1920s:

the political independehce of Canada from Great Britain; ‘ggd,fhe

‘industrialization of Quebec. The First World War marked an

4
- N
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intensification of Canada's attempt to be recognized as an
ag}onomous nation. Wit@ the passing of thé Statute of Westminstgif
in 1931, the British Parliament formally acknowledged Canadian
indepéndence. fhe continual reassessment of Canada's position
within the Britfsh Empire during the 1920s leé some essayists

to consider the role plaYed by Great Britain in bringing about
Cﬁnféderatign. It was argued that the threat of an Anglo-
American ¢onflict induced the British‘to support the Confederation
schemé. Hence, the Trent affair25 becéme an important ingfédient
of the Confederation story. Charles Langelier wrote in 1916:

Mais 1'événement [1l'incident du "Trent"] eut

un autre effet en Angleterre: celui de faire
cesser toute vacillation chez le gouvernement
de Londres. Tout le monde en Angleterre...
n'avaient [sic )plus qu'une méme politique:
c'était la consolidation de 1'Am8rique
Britannique du Nord, tout en la mettant

dans une position 3 avoir besoin le moins
possible du gouvernement impérial, se _
contentant d'une allégeance purement volontaire

. g . 26
et d'une liaison purement nominale avec l'empire.

In 1935, Joseph-Edouard Perrault argued that the American Civil War
did much to convince the British that a federation in British

North America was ‘necessary: ,
Apr&s 1860, les troubles de la guerre de la
sé&cession américaine et s& conséguences
pogsibles pour le territoire canadien

"ralliérent au projet les quelques hommes
qui, 3 Londres,. manifestaient de 1'hostilité
d ce sujet et les portdrent a vouloir que
le Canada imitdt la Nouvelle-Zé&lande,
fédéralisée das 1852.27

More than any other'evenﬁ, the industrialization of Quebec

\.
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{,after World War I promoted the use of the fear of an American
'invésignf In economic terms, it appeafed that Quebec was being
attackéd from the south. Amefican investment in the province
}ncreased dramaticallyza. American companies, like the Aluminum
Company of America, the International Paper Company, the Consoli-
. dated Paéer Cémpany and the Tribune Company of Chicage 'invaded'
the north in their gquest for hydro-electricity énd pulp and paperzg.
Americén products, with namesjlikg Campbell, Heinz,QCoca Cola,
Kellogyg, Wrigleyi Libby and Shredded Wheat 'invaded® the québécois
consumer market3o. To observers, such as Lionel Groulx and Thomas.
Chapais;‘this 'invasion' thfeateﬁed to destrothhe French, Catholic,
- / - 4
rural world to-which'they“félaﬁed. It was, for them, more than
a question of importing American dollars and technical knowledge:
"Le Canada'imﬁortg beaucoup des Etats-Unis. Etlcommé il arrive
toujours, fien d'autres importations accompagnent et .suivent les
marchandises... ils exportent leur style de vie, 1'American way
31

of life™ . 1In other words,rthese men Eélieved that an American

[+

-

invasion wds taking place and that it was drastically changing

the face of guébécois'éoiiety. In 1920, Lionel Groulx argued
k-3 .

la guerfe qui ne connait ni les tréves,
ni les/armistices. Elle se fait au milieu

1
s
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Ville monstrueuse, Montré&al ne l'est
- pas seulement par son exc@s de population,
mais, avant tout, parce que poste-récepteur
f,de\gput de qu'il y a de pire dans 1l'améri-
canisme. Montr&al, ville sans caract2re
et sans dme, ou dont le caract3re est de
n'en pas avoir, tamt y dominent [sic) tout ce
qui n'est pas de nous, ni de notre
province, ni méme de notre pays. Essayez
de me définir 1'3me de Montréal, méme du
Montréal canadien-frangais, caravansérail
qui a peu ou point de commerce 3 soi, peu
ou point de langue 3 soi, pas de théitre
‘48 soi, pas de radio 3 soi,... pas de
presse 3 soi, pas de famille A soi...33

As such, for Groulx and other historians who shared his concefns34,

the fear of an American invasibn became part of their explanations.

If the industrialization of Quebec invoked the writers
. of the 1920s and 1930s to integrate the fear 6f an Amefican
invasion into their historical.studies, the use of thié cause in
t later 1940¢ was reinforceé by English-cénadian‘historiography{

Younger histofians, like Roger Duhamel and Jean-Charles Bonenfant,

influenced by historians from English Canada35, gave prominence

-

-
to the American Civil War. 1In 1949, Duhamel, for example, arqued

that "la guerre civile américaine... obligera les colonies
britanniques 3 préciser leurs positions, 3 faire un choix, a
opter pour une formule qui ne les laisse plus aussi démunies en

: . 36
face des dangers extérieurs”"." * .

While most historians explained the union of 1867 with
the political crisis and the fear of an American invasion, six

historians also referred to economic considerations. For example,



40

Jean Bruché&si stated in 1935 that:

Entre temps, par suite de 1'instabilité
ministérielle, jointe aux nécessités

&conomiques qu'imposait le voisinage

des Etats-Unis, une idée s'&tait répandue

au point de dominer 1la vie politique des

deux Canadas: unir 'les colonies anglaises 37
de 1'Amé&rique du Nord en un seul gouvernement.,

In l§18,Lionel Groulx's explanation of the fear of an American

invasion included reference to economic matters:

C'est alors et devant le menace de ce

péril de l'extérieur [le péril des

Etats-Unis] que le Canada-uni se vit poussé

d son tour vers les provinces du golfe.

En 1864, M. Galt parlait 3 Halifax du

péril américain et la nécessité de 1'Inter-
colonial en cas d'une guerre. Une réalité

peu rassurante, c'&tait celle d'un Canada
manquant de débouché&s vers la mer, pendant
toute la saison d'hiver et se trouvant a

la merci des Etats-Unif pour ses communicatioﬁ§>
postales avec Londres. 8 ;

The circumstances of the two decades following 1913 made
it impossible for writers to refer to the causes of Confederation
without alluding to the economic factor. The transition of
québécois society from agricultural ﬁo industrial, from rural to

39, the flood of American investment into the province and

urban
the long lines of the unemployed during the Depression focused
//égtention upon economic changes and their effects upon Frénch
Canada. The constant reference to the ecénomic‘question by the
French Cénadian elite4-0 led some writers to examine the history of

1867 in relation to economic considerations.

r" ’ SN
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Historians of this period did not, however, consider
economic considerations to be on the same level as the political
crisis or the American threat. Three factors contributed to the
Subordination of the economic cause: a lack of exposure to the

field of economic history; the equating og‘economics with

{? .

Protestant materialism and seculariSm;' and a belief in the

distinctiveﬁess of Frenqh Canada.

In the early twentieth century.American and English
Canadian historians began to reexamine the past from an economic
. 4 ' .
perspective l. There was no parallel movement in French Canada.
As for Confederation historians, they had neither the training,
the experience42, nor the inclination to consider their subject
from an economic point of view. At best, .some looked upon
economic matters as background material or as products of a 'true'
43 ' . . . . .

cause . Others viewed economic matters with suspicion, if not
disdain. Economics constituted part of the materiali'stic,
Protestant world of the English -~ a world of industrial expansion
and urbanization which threatened to destroy .the fabric of FrenchY
Canadian society:

Elle (l'expansion industrielle ] se développe, ™

d la fagon d'une force anarchique, presque

sauvage, sans le moindre souci du milieu, ne

tenant compte apparemment que de la loi de

ses voraces appétits. D'aucuns ont parlé

de "seconde .conguéte" du Canada frangais.

Conquéte plus désastreuse peut-&tre que la

premiére. Elle brise le rythme ancien de
la vie, d&chaline le cycle infernal:
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concentrations urbaines, prolé&tarisation

des masses, désintégration du capital 44

humain, mis&re, révoltes, chaos de 1929.
Writers like Groulx believed that language, religion and culture
distinguished French Canadians from other North Americans. Further-
more, it was the duty of French é%nadians to resist the 'material

invasion'. They had a special mission in North America. Their

mission was to remain French, Canadian and Catholic?>.

The common belief in the differences between the English

"and the French affected the way in which the historians presented

46

the economic factor ~. Writers accepted that economic circumstances

were important in motivatiRg some of those involved in the union

of 1867 - but only the Engi}sh. For examplé;~Gustave Lanctdt

argued that the Maritime colonies reacted to an economic crisis:

A cette date [1860] , les cing provinces
qul se partageaient la moitié du pays de
1'oc&an aux grands lacs s'agitent sous
l'étreinte d'une double crise, surtout
économique dans la Nouvelle-Ecosse, le
Nouveau-Brunswick et 1'Ile du Prince-
Edouard, et surtout poi%tique dans le
Bas et le Haut-Canada.

Great Britain, Lionel Groulx maintained, also acted for economic-
- reasons in the 1860s:

C'est le moment ofl la toute-puissance
industrielle des Anglo-Saxons est battue
en bré&che; pour parer & la concurrence
ils révent de fonder un vaste empire
fédéral libre-&changiste qui draine tout
le commerce au profit de la métropole et
prépare en méme temps de vastes débouchés
3 ses industries.48

Groulx acknowledged that some'United Canadians had been economically
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motivated. But these were members of the business community:
- |

Dégout&s du marché américain autant

gque du marché& britannique , privés sur
celui-ci, de la préférence impériadle,
mandcés sur celui-la, d'une répudigtion
prochaine du traité de 1854, certalns

. de ces hommes de commerce et de finances
A se tournent vers l'ocuest encore vide,

" comme vers le pays des g&néreuses
compensations... De plus, certaine urgence
parait s'imposer de barrer -la route au
plus t8t aux Américains...49

Not until the late 1940s .did theipttitude to economic
considerations change. Under the influence of English-Canadiﬁn
historians, writers like Roger Duhamel aﬂd/E%an-Charles Bonenfant
gave causal status to the économic factori In 1949 Bonenfant

explained the advent of Confederation as follows:

Mais ce n'est qu'en 1864 qu'un projet
[d'une fédération des colonies britanniques
en Amérique du Nord]vraiment sérieux fut
mis & l'é@tude, sa ré&alisation &tant devenue
nécessaire par suite de l'instabilité
pollthue dans le Canada uani, des exigences
économiques, . du bezzi’“a'un chemln de fer

intercolonial et d¢ la crainte qu'on avalt
des Etats-Unis.30 ’~

Duhamel argued in 1949 that Washington's decision not to renew

the Canadian-American reciprocity treaty (1854-1866) forced the

51

colonies to think about accelerating intercolonial trade® . He

copcluded that the colonies had a choice to make:

Le choix se pose nettement aux colonies:
- ou demeurer ce gqu'elles sont actuellement
et souffrir durement d'une stagnation
économique 3 peu pr&s chronique; ou s'unir
entre elles et former un grand pays plus
en mesure de faire fade aux difficultés;
ou rechercher 1'annexion aux Etats-Unis.>2

b ] .

}
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This 'is not to say that Duhamel and Bonenfant were advocating an
economic interpretation of Confederétion. On the contrary, they
shared the contemporary view that the French Canadian decision to
accept thé project had nothing to do with economic matters.

"C'est leur [les Canadiens frangais] souci de lé fidélité 3 leur étre

national qui finalement emportera la décision53.“ Bonenfant
Rk ""--:‘_,,
concluded in a similar fashion:

Il reste gue les Canadiens frangais du
Bas-Canada étaient le seul groupe’ qui
pour les raisons profondes de race, de
langue et de religion pouvait redouter
les conséquences de la Confédération,

les gens des Maritimes n'ayant 3 craindre
que pour leur &conomie ou leur vanitd.54

Duhamel and Bonenfant were the exceptions. 1In general,
economic history was not accepted because to do so would be to
admit that French Canadians were motivated by the same things as
English Protestants. This ran contrary to the conviction that
- the most importént:influence in the life of a French Canadian was
his religion. This factor, Groulx argued, must be acknowledged:

Selon que l'on admettra ou n'admettra .
poipt le facteur spirituel dans 1'histoiren
des \hommes, le jeu des forces morales,
l'higtorien discernera, recommaitra le
r6le¢ de 1'Eglise ou des &gliSes, l'action
congidérable des croyances religieuses,
daps les diverses activités de collecti-.
vités humaines, ou, ce r&le il 1'amoin-
driva fatalement, si m&me il ne 1'ignore.
S'il c&de plus ou moins au matérialisme
historique, n'inclinera-t-il point 2
faire plus large ou moins large, la part
des faits &conomiques, l'explication de
l'histoire par la seule géographie ou par
la seule &conomie?
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The feligious factor played iQQimportant role in the.

explanations of a numberﬁﬁ??ﬁstorians. The simplest manifes- \

tation of this was Ehe suggestion by prieschistorians that the \\\J‘

ultimate force behind Confederation was God: ;
L'ceuvre qu'ils [les Padres de la Confédé-
ration ]vont accomplir n'exigeait, au surplus,
que pour certaines parties, les facult@&s
des b&tisseurs de nations. Et que font
autre chose ces bitisseurs eux-mémes que
coucher en écriture les plans et consti-
tutions é€laboré&s par Dieu??d x

Writers also direéted their reader's attention to the
role of the clergy in bringing about Confederation57. Groulx,

an active commentator of the interwar years, had difficulty with
this issue. He could not ignore thg part played by the bishops

in gaining acceptance for‘ConfederatiQn. His 'provincial' outlook
and his less-than-enthusiastic support fof Confederationsa,

dictated that he emphasize the bishops' passive support, and

reluctance on the part of some, to give approval:

On ne saurait nier gque l'attitude du clergé
catholique n'ait fortement contribud 32 la .
déroute de l'opposition. Néanmoins une
partie des &veques et _du clergé parurent
h&siter tout d'abord.59

He concluded with a question which rationalized both the bishops'

actions in 1867 and his own in 1927:

S'ils eussent prévu tant de persécutions
scolaires et de manquements de paroles,
croit-on que les évé&ques du Bas-Canada,

par exemple, auraient &crit leurs Lettres
pastorales en faveur de la Confédération?60
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Thomas Chapais gave hisg interpretation of ,Confederation

-

a unique religious flavour. 1In his discussion of the Confederation

Debates in the Canadian legislature in 1865, he focused atteﬁtion

on the guestion of marriage ang divorce:

Enfin, le chef libé&ral bas-canadien
[A-A Dorion] abordait une gquestion

d'un autre ordre, et plus grave encore,:

Nous voulons parier de la résolution
vingt-neuvi&me (paragraphe trente et

unig&me), qui Plagait le mariage et le

divorce gous la juridiction du parlement

fédéral.

Chapais’ anaiysis of the Confederation Debates reflected his

position on marriage and divorce. He believed that "ile Christ a

enseigné 1'indissolubilité du mariagesz." He was adamant about

the evils of divorce:

---le divorce est un majl et un danger

social et au lieu de le répandre il
faudrait le resteindre. .. La famille

est la pierre angulaire de la sociéte

-.. Le divorce est l'ennemi le plus
terrible de cette grande institution

sociale. 11 l'&branle 3 sa base méme;

il met en danger.sa stabilite; i1

ouvre la porte aux querelles odieuses
et aux honteuses manoeuvres destinées

- & annuler le plus sacré des contrats
humains.

2

Chapais® strong convictions regarding marriage and

divorce64

point of view rather than that taken by his father,
Chapais, and other bleu members of the government.

subject of marriage, Chapais admitted that:

Put him in the unusual position of suppofting the rouge

Jean-Charles

On the



L intervention et 1°' *insistance de *
MM. Dorion [A-A Dorion] et Geoffrion

[le depute de Verchéres] eurent tout . ; .
de méme, vraisemblablement, un résultat ' R |
heureux. En effet, quand on eut & ~. :

faire la rédaction définitive de 1'Acte h ™~
de 1'Amérique britannique septentrionale i
basée sur les résolutions de Québec, )

-on ajouta, dans l'article relatif a

- la juridiction exclusive des l&gis-

latures provinciales, le paragraphe
suivant: "La c&lébration du mariage
dans la province." Cette addition
était d'une grande importance, on

dévalt le constater ulterleurement.65

Nevertheless}'he tempered his criticism of the bleus by‘conclud%ng

S
i— )

that: : - 4

P Leur situation [les représentants du ? _ 3
Bas-Canada dans la conférence de Québec ] ' 4
était extremement [sic] difficile. ©On ‘ ]
ne doit pas oublier que, dans cétte ‘
assembl&e constituante, il n'y avait
plus que cing catholiques sur trente-
trois membres. Ils ne pouvaient i
prétendre agranger les choses absolument 1
3 leur gré. 3

Historians of the second period, like their precedessors,

centred much of their analysis of the importance of Confederation

around the theme of la survivance. This interest in French
Canadian survival was.shared By many members dfrthe French Canadian
elite. In the yeafs}fﬁbm 1916 to 1953 Queﬁec was in a transitional
period and many observers, historians included, wondered how

F;ench Canada would survive.

Q&, L]

'Provincial' historians believed that only a strong
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A

autonomous government in‘ Quebec City would-guérpntee the

’
-

continuwed preservation of the French'Canadian '*nation'. As such,
they evaluated the union of 1867 as it related to provincial auto-

homy. In:1917, Lionel Groulx argued that "l'autonomie des unités

67

reste 3 la base de cette union fédérative Robert Rumilly

described the situatiocon in 1867iin the following manner:

Les Provinces n'avaient nullement
l'intention de disparaitre. Chacune
d'elles possé&dait son histoire, ses - -
traditions, ses traits particuliers.

Les Provinces se sorit constituées en
Etats, pour sauvegarder et pour
développer cés richesses. Elles ont
aussi créé un Etat fé&déral pour 68
s'occuper des.grands int&r&ts communs.-

-

Furthermore, the Fathers of Confederation had no intentions of

suppressing "la souveraineté des provincessg." This was wh& they

LY

‘rejectéd a legislative unionr

Georges [sic] -Etienne Cartier, soutenu par
ses coll2gues canadiens frangais, tenait

3 un syst2me-parlementaire complet pour sa
province. Les constituants de 1867 ont -
résolument &carté l'union-législasave,

v pour adopter le régime fédératif.

Groulx concluded: ‘ . - Lo -

b4 ‘

Donc, en 1867, 1le bas-Canada, devenu le Québec,
recouvre, comme en 17%1, son Jjndividualité
politique. Pour lui, la bataille.de_ l'auto-

- ' nomie parait définitivement gagnée.7l

'Federal' historians underlined the establishment of a

+ federal system in 1867. They suggested that the French Fathers of

Confederation had not acéepted a'legislatiVe union because this

would have resulted in "la disparition de la race frangaise en

~
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iy

Amérique7?." Gustave LanctSt contended that the province of
buebec "imposa l'adoption du principe fé&dératif qui, sauvegardant

son entité frangaise et catholique lui ‘permettait de se dé&velopper

selon ses traditions nationales73." For Thomas Chapais: the

.constitution of 1867 signified an important victory erkE;ench
Canada:

Ce gue nous avons voulu mettré en - .
lumiére, c'est que le mérite capital
de l'oeuvre accomplie en 1867 a &té
la cré&ation d'un Etat f&déral au lieu
d'un Etat unitaire, et la reconnaissance
de l'autonomie provinciale, grdce 3 .
laguelle la province de Québec s'est
trouvée investie~d'une vaste juridiction
sur des matigéres 4'importance vitale
pour le développement de notre vie
économique, sociale et nationale. Et
c'est en nous plagant & ce point de vue
gue\nous croyons avoir le droit de
proclamer la constitution de 1867 comme
‘le couronnement d'un sid&cle de luttes -
pour la conquéte du self-government

T‘ﬁgr le Canada frangais.’4

—-—— /

e \ ’ {
. The historians' focus on provincial autonomy and
edeyalism mirfored a debate which was taking place in Quebec and .
in Cénéda during the second half of the 1930s. The Depreséion,

75

with its long lines of unemployed’~, brought into Question the

role of government in the économy. The response of the Canadian
government, like those of other western na%ions, was shaped by the

economic theories of John Maynarg/ eynes76. ~Keynesian analysis

called for government involvement /in the economy in order to

-employment witﬁggf/?ﬁflation?7."

ensure "equilibrium levels of ful

’a-
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In Canada the question of which level of government would make
the necessary economic decisions remained open to debate. The
outbreak of war in 1939 and the implementation of the War Measures

Act enabled the fedefal government to assume control of many areas

-
~—

which, under normal circumstances, were provincial conqerns.' To
meet the financial'exigenciés of-new‘sociél'and economic respon-
sibilities as well as the cost of waging war, the federal govern-
ment 'borrowed' the major sources of tax revenue from the provinces.

’/ -
affer the war, the trend of greater federal involvement continued.

\

The Union Nationale, under Maurice Duplessis, continuously

opposed Ottawa's centralist policies. In the .fall of 1939,
Duplessis called an election on the grounds that the federal

government was using the war to intensify her "campagne d'assimi-

78

lation et de centralisation During the war and in the post-

war period the Union Nationale continued to reject the federal

govérnment's programs and policies. In the provincial elections
/ .

qﬁ 1944, 1948 and 1952, the victorious Duplessis managed to make

; !

provincial autonomy the main issue79.

'Provincial' historians made i; clear where they stgod
on this issué. They regarded provincial autonomy as the only
means b& which Frepch Canada could survive. Wri;ind?iﬁ 1943,
Rumilly warned:

L'histoire du Canada, dans la p&riode contem-

poraine, c'est l'histoire d'une lutte incessante
menée par la race canadienne-frangaise pour

S,
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survivre. Dans cette lutte, la race
frangaise aurait succombé& depuis
longtemps si elle n'avait pu s'arc-
bouter sur une province solidement
constituge en Etat. Pour nous, c'est
question de vie ou de mort, Avec le
triomphe absolu de centralisation
fédérale, les Canadiens frangais
deviendront, & plus ou moins longue
échéance. ., .des Anglaig de. langue
quelque peu frangaise. 80

In 1950, Lionel Groulx issued a similar warning:

) Favorisé ... par la guerre de 1939, le »
S— gouvernement d'Ottawa n’en m2ne qu'a
. plus vive allure sa politique d'empidte-
ment. Il retient sans scrupule les privi-.
léges fiscaux que, pour fins de guerre,
lui ont temporairement abandonnés les
provinces. Ses tactiques .sont bien
connues. Il procdde par sondages, par
étapes; il agite devant les masses la
fascination de 1l'argent, de l'assistance
ou de la sécurité sociale: allocations
familiales, pensions de vieillesse. De
sa seule autorité, sans consulter les
provinces, il tente de faire amender,
par le parlement britannique, la cons-
titution du pays. Pour ne pas leur : -
restituer les grandes sources d'impdts,
il pratique savamment, entre les Etats
provinciaux et selon les recommandations ,
de l'enquéte Rowell-Sirois, la tactique de
la division... Le péril de cette offensive
ne saurait &tre surfait, spécialement
pour le Québec. Une nationalité@ ne
saurait vivre, admet-on généralement,
: sans une certaine somme d'autonomie de
‘M\/b l'ordre politique, économique, social,
o culturel.. Le centralisme laisserait-il
subsister ce minimum d'Mtonomie?8

¥

An integral part of the 'provincial' argument was the

suggestion that “"les vieilles provinces du Canada ont con¢lu, en

1867, le pacte de ConfédérationSz." To accept the notion of a
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compact between the colonies was logical for 'provincial’
historians; It provided historical evidence for those supporting
provincial autoppmy and served as valuable ammunition in the
fight agaiﬁst t ederal governmqn%'s centralist policies of the
1930s and 1940s.
/
"Federal' historians did not accept the compact theory
as readily as their 'provincial' counterparts. Both Alfred De
Celles andAMaurice Ollivier rejected the hypothesis of’ the provincial
pact ;ompletely. De Celles argued that the national government wasg
'superior’' to the proviné%al governments: |
A sa base se trouve un principe en vertu
) dugquel les provinces ou Etats confédérés
L consentent 3 se départir d'une partie de
leur souveraineté et de leurs attributs,

‘ pour créer au-dessus d'elle un autre Etat,
- ' leur supérieur,.

ollivier did not believe the British North America“Act.was an
agreement between the provinces: "notre conséifution n'est pas un
contrat,... rien n'exige... le Egggpntement dg toutes les provinces
d une modification de la constitution84." Both De Celles and
Ollivier were federal civil servantsss. CQnsequently, the concept
of a pfovincigl pact did not appeal to them because they did not
perceive the federal government as a threat tb French Cénada.
-
Minority rights™was _another topic which generated

- considerable discussion after 1915, Histofians centered their

analysis of minority rights around articles 133 and 93 of the
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British North America Act. The nature of ‘their presentation

depended upon a writer's 'provincial' or 'federal' ties. Both
86

LS

groups viewed artic¥e 133 as a symbol of linguistic equality
for the French and the English: "les Pares de 1'Acte confédératif
placent sur le méme piédestal, entour&es des mémes honneurs et

nanties des mémes avantages, la langue frangaise et la langue

anglaise87." 'Pederal' writers went on to describe article

as "une grande victoire nationale" in the fight for survival 8,

-

'Provincial' historians, who were disenchanted with the
treatment that the minorities had received sihce 1867, afgued that
the French Canadian Fathers of Confederation had.not done enough
for the French minority groups: -

Leur illusion et leur tort [Cartier et ses
lieutenants] - et l'un et l'autre sont ™
grands - furent de trop accorder 2 la bonne
foi de leurs associés politiques, prenant
ainsi sur l'avenir des gages téméraires.
: ~
In the case of education, 'provincial’® writers zeroed in on article

93 and directed the reader to the 'injustices' done to the French
\ .
Catholics not living in Quebec. They concluded that the so-called

built-in safeguards of article 93, the appeal to the Governor-

General in Council and the remedial federal-legislationgo, were

91

h Protestant minority of Quebec™ .

incorpo;at d into the constitution in order to protect one group -
the Engiﬁéﬁ

'Federal'.historianS-acknowledged the attacks against

frandophones outside of Quebec since 1867 but insisted- that Cartier

......
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and his followers were not responsible:

“L'offensive contre la langue est un
produit d'un autre temps que nos repré-
sentants ne prévoyaient pas, confiants
qu'ils &taient d'avoir mis le frangais

en sfireté sous la clagse gui lui confére
1'&galité officielle.

'Federal' historians were equally vehement in defendlng Confed-
eration agalnst charges that Confederatlon 1tself was respon51ble
for the assault on French Catholic minorities. Chapais,

commenting on the lack of rights'fdr the minorities, upheld the -

federal system:

Mais il faut bien se rendre compte qu'il
n'est pas di & l'existence de la confé&ds-
ration.& Que nous voulions et que nous .
puissions demain dénouer le lien fé&déral, *
et redevenir purement et simplement le
Bas-Canada, sans union et avec aucune

autre province; 1le sort de nos minorités
dans l'Ontario, dans les Maritimes, dans s ™ -
1"Ouest, en dev1endra1t il meilleur?... ="
Non, leur situation_ne -serait pas . ' "ﬁ
meilleure. Elles resteraient-sans auqune -
sauvegarde, 3 la merci des majorltes,..fh
cette situation serait plre. Supprlmezfj

la confé&dération... et nos mlnorlteg
extra-québecoises [sic) seront plus. /. 93 '
isolées et plus désarmées qu aujourd'hul.

"From 1916 to 1953 the main issue of the day for the French

Canadian elite was la survivance. Would the French Canadian nation

endure in the face of the dramatic social and economic changes?
Historians were not isolated from these conceérns and, as a con-

sequence, they projected the question of la survivance back to
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1867 and evaluated Confederation ffom that’perspective. To
recégnize 1567 as "la naissance.d'une nation nouvelle: la
natioﬁ cahadienne94" was 1mp0551b1e unless a writer was able to
~accept the concept of a federatlon from coast to coast. Thus,
only those Wlth 'federal’ connections acknowledged that some
supporters of the Confederation pProject may have been'mqtivated
by "1'idée d'une patfie Plus grande, plus riche et plus fortegs."
“For 'prdvincial' historians, however, Confederation could never

be more than a "faute de mieuxgs."
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CHAPTER THREE ' \/

. 1954-1967: The 'Federal' versus 'Provincial’
Economic Interpretation

The publidatipn of Maurice Lamontagne's Le fédéralisme

canadien: évolution et problémesl, in 1954, marked a new stage
in the historiography of Confederation. For the first time since

1867} French Canadian survival was not the focus of analy is.

Lamontagne, and the ybung historians that folYowed hi
to put the history of the 1860s -within the €ontext of economic
development. The new generation of writers summoned the economic

factor from its shadowy background role to centre stage, as a full-

fledged cause. ' T

- The leading actors in‘this histoingraphical drama were
Maurice Lamontagne and Alfred Dubuc. Both relied almost entirely
on economic considerations to explain Confederation. For example,
:Lamontagne argued that "les facteurs é&conomigues ont joué un.r6ie ‘*.
prédominant sur le plan de‘l‘unification pOlitiquez." A decade after

Lamontagne, Dubuc explained the union of 1867 in the followinglmanner:
; ) -
1.'on peut proposer, de la-Constitution de
. 1867, une définition en termes &conomiques:
la Confédération fut essentiellement une
opération de finances publiques ayant pour

bl
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-
Al

a -
but de méttre 3 la disposition des
agents reconnus responsables de N
l'investissement les ressources
nécessaires au développement E&conomigue
du pays. Elle reposait sur un projet
fondamental de dé&veloppement &conomigue:
1l'ouverture de régions nouvelles 3 l'agri-
culture et 3 l'exploitation forestidre;
le développement de l'industrie nationale;
la venue d'une main-d'oeuvre abondante;
1'intensification des relations commerciales

- avec l'Empire. Dans la mesure, et c'était 1a

la croyance générale, oll tous ces secteurs
&conomiques étaient solidaires les uns des
autres et oll toutes les régions géographiques
du territoire canadien &taient, par leurs
ressources et leurs avantages particuliers,
complémentalres les unes des autres, dans
la méme mesure il suffisait de pr1v1leg1er
un secteur pour que, par voie 4° entraine-
ment, tous les autres secteurs et toutes
les réglons du Canada, se développassent
parallélement et de fagon harmonieuse;
bref, c'@&tait un projet de croissance

P .. . . . 3
équilibrée, pourrions-nous dire aujourd'hui.
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The egonomic factor also fb#med«an integral part of the

thesis of Jean Hamelin, another member of the new generation of

historians.

His interpretation of Confederation, unlike those of

Dubuc and Lamontagne, was not exclwsively economic in nature.

Hamelin described Confederation as a political solution which had

"en méme temps d'importants objectifs &conomiques qui forment Ta

toile de fonds([sic] de l'histoire politique du Dominion4.“

Hamelin,

however, insisted upon the tie between economic matters and other

causes. In reference to the American Civil War, for example, Hamelin

argued that the Canadian leaders feared,

’

'-
their republican neighbours, but ap end to reciprocityﬁ.

D

not only assimilation by

Hamelin
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continued:

Cette nouvelle union politique &tait réalisée
essentiellement pour favoriser les ambitions
des deux prov1nces ‘centrales a%ge*“Su\/Montréal
et Toronto.

En effet, la fermetur
cains et britannigques re ] nécessaire
un rajustement du commeXce. La seule solution .
consistait dans le libre-change [sic ] entre les
colonies de l'Amérique du Nord hritannique,
1'intercolonial unissant ces colonies.

chés améri-

In concluding, Hamelin suggested that the principal concern of the
Fathers of Confederation was to establish an economic framework
Wthh would induce a commercial interdependence between the dlfferent
regions of British North Amerlca.

Le schéma &conomique &laboré par les Péres

de la Confé&dération consistait donc 3 transj

former le commerce international des colonles

en un commerce interprovincial: les fermiers

de l'ouest utiliseraient les revenus tirés

de la vente de leur blé 3 l'é&tranger a l'achat

de produits manufacturés dans le Québec et

1'Ontario. Le charbon de la Nouvelle-Ecosse

alimenterait en énergie les industries et
les chémins de fer,8’

The emergence of tﬁe economic cause after 1953Iwas linked
to three.factors: first, the educational background of the
historians; secondly, the professionélization of French Canadian
history; and thirdly, the secularization of French Canadian society
in general. In regard to the education of the historians, the newi
generation of-Writers oh Confederation were products of the social
sciehce‘révolutlon which began in Quebec uniJErsities just prior

. to World War II.9 Their formal training in the social sciences -

-



in either historylo or economicsll - contrasted with the tradi-

tional educations12 that their predecessors had received. In
addition, the education of the new generation of writers Look
place when the writing of history in French Canada was entering
its 'professional' stage, in the late 1940513. The teaching and
writing of history, which had been the domain of priests and part-
time historiahs, became domlnated by career hlstorlansl4. Both
the training in the social sciences and the profe551onallzatlon

of history worked together to diminish the powerful. influence that

Lionel Grouwix had on French Canadian historiography in the inter-

war peri . This was a significant develogment in the historio-

opp’nents tc an economic interpretation of Confederation.

While the influence of Lionel Grouix wanedls, the influence
of English Canadian historiography increased; this too furthered \
the use of economic considerations to explain Conﬁederatlon. One
of the English Canadlan historians who affected French Canadlan
hlstorlcal views of Confederation was Donaldl ighton. In the
case of Maurice Lamontagne, for example,/érezzijjh's influence was
considerable. Ech01ng Creighton's ecoriomic hlstory of Confederatlon,
Lamontagne emphasized the fiscal dlffloultles of the colonies in
the 1860s and concluded that only the establlshment of a powerful

central government made the federation flnan01ally feasible:

-
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Par ailleurs, les colonies ne pouvaient
plus financer un tel projet. Seul un
gouvernement central .&tait capable de se
procurer les cré&dits_nécessaires pour

le mener 3 bonne fin et d'unifier le
territoire de 1l'Atlantique au Pacifique.18

The influence of Creighton is also évident in the inter-
pretation of Jean Hamelin. Hamelin's insistence on the interrela-
tionshipretween causes, and in particular, between economic
considerations and other causes, originated from Creightonlg- - In
his analysis of the.politicah crisis, for example, Hamelin l;nkedA
the deadlock to'the Montreal-Toronto commercial and financial
rivalry:

La section-ouest du Canada, dominée par les

clear-grits... réclame l'annexion de l'Ouest,

la représentation suivant la population, un

syst@me d'&coles non-confessionnelles et

favorise une politique E&conomique gui va dans

- le sens des intéré&ts torontois. Par - -contre,

la section-est [qui ] appuie la coalition

libérale-conservatrice(, ]... ne veut pas d'une }

représentdtion suivant la population ni d'une

annexion de 1'Ouest qui augmenterd%; la

puissance - de sa rivale. En majorit catholique,

elle repousse l'idéologie grite qui en certains

de ces aspects s'identifie au prosélytismes

protestant. Montréal surtout voit 4'un mauvais
. "~ oeil Toronto accroitre sa_puisgence financiére

et [Se ] poser en rival (sicji .

The legitimizétion of the economic factor after 1953 was

also connected to the process of secularization which French Canadian

society was experiencing at this time. With la révolution tranquille,

modern secular Quebec emerged. A corresponding process of secular-
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ization occurrea in the writiné of French Canadian history of
Confederétion. .The new generation of historians sha?eﬁ their
contemporéries' interest in gquestions of finance and economic
development. As such, they turned to these factors to éxplain the

union of 1867.

Not all of the histgiiips’Wniting after 1953, however,

centred their explanations around economic considerations. Jean-
Charles Bonenfant, whose interest in Confederatlon as a historical
subject dated back to the late 1940s, produced a number of essays
dealing exclusively with Confederationzl. For Bonenfant, the

economic factor was just one of the many causes of Confederation.

In 1966, he explained the union of the British North American col-

onies as follows:

Dans la naissance de la Confé&dération, plusieurs
causes s'entremélent, mais, on peut commodément
les classer ainsi: les exigences é&conomiques de
1'époque; la n&cessit& de construire 1'Inter-
colonial et de renflouer financi&rement le
.systéme dé&jad existant de chemin de fer; 1la
crainte des Etats-Unis et en méme temps, jusqu'i3
un certain point, le désir de les imiter; les
exigences de la défense; la naissance dans les
diverses colonies d'un sentiment national commun;
.le consentement de la mé&tropole et finalement le
désir dans le Canada-Uni de sortlr des diffi-
cultés qui, depuis quelques années, paralysaient
le fonctionnement des institutions politiques.?22

Bonenfant was a product of two different eras. He was
educated in the 1930s before the social. science févolution in Quebec

yet he began to write history in the 'late 1940s when the history of
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Groulx waé being challenged by English Canadian historiograghy.

Caught in between two generations, Bonenfant opted for an explan-
ation‘which was both 'tréditional' and 'secular'. Like the part-
time historical writers of the pre-World War II era, the lawyer-

historian presented a multi-causal explanation which centred upon

religious and political ;eaders23 but, influenced by English

24

Canadian historians®’, Bonenfant also included economic consid- .

. . 25
erations among his causes®~.

Interest in Confederation as an historical subject in the .
period after 1953 corresponded to an intensification of the provincial-
federal power struggle which had begun before the Second World War.

The Quebec government, first under the Union Nationale, and then )

under the revitalized Liberal party of Jean Lesage, maintained that-
additional  sources of revenue were requi¥ed to meet new provincial_
responsibilities. As.such, Quebec demanded new fiscal arrangements
with Ottawa26 aﬂd eventually Quebec enterea the private sector and
participated directly in ﬁhe development ‘and management of the
province's natural_resource527.‘ With the focus in the 1950s and
¥960s on the growing involvement of government in éociety and,
more particularly, on the jurisdictional coﬁflicts between Ottawa
_rand Quebec City, it is not surbri;ing to find the debate over the
?signifiﬁance of Confederation fevolving around the question of what

> .
had been created in 1867 - a centralized government in Ottawa or
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a powerful autonomous go{ernment in Quebec City?

g i
In 1953 Premier Maurice Duplessis of Quebec established

the Royal Commission of Inquiry on Constitutional Problems

" (Tremblay Commissionzs) in order to provide his fight against the
federal government with a weapon which would refute ‘the centralist

arguments of the Report of the Royal Commission on Dominion-

Provincial Relations (1937)29. Specifically, the governﬁent wanted
the members of the commission to finé evidence supporting the
thésis that the Fathers of Confederation had intended the érovinces
to have sole right to all forms of direct taxation30. With the
purpose of supporting this argument, the authors of the Tremblay

Report turned to the history of Confederation.

The Tremblay Report was completed in 19563l and its authors
rejected the notion that the Fathers of Confederation had installed
an omnipotent central authority in 1867. The members of the com-

mission were able to come to such a conclusion because they measured

the union of 1867 with the same yardstick of "survival" that had been

used' frequently prior to 1954. They asked: What did Confederation
do to ensure‘la survivance of French Canada? Like the writers of
the 1920s and 1930s, they equated the survival of French Canada with
language, education and religion. 1In othgr words, their outlook,
which had been’ shaped by their 'tréditional' education and by

events occurring before the Second Wdrld-War, differed from the -

/

- e .
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"iodern" secular values of the younger generation. The” authors

of the Tremblay Report made this clear in their discussion of

provincial-federal powers: : .

L'on aurait tort... de sous-estimer les pouvoirs
réservés 3 ces dernidres [les provinces] , Sous
prétexte qu'ils ne portent que sur des- mati&res
d'intérét local ou privé, comme si 1'importance
d'un pouvoir législatif. se mesurait 3 1'étendue’
géographique sur laguelle il peut s'exercer, et
non pas plutdt & la valeur humaine de son objet..

\\\ Sans doute, il est nécessaire que le Parlement
f6déral et que les l&gislatures provinciales

\\\\ remplissent tous les deux leurs fonctions, mais

\\\‘ si nous avions 3 choisir, ne préférerions-nous

S pad-une famille saine 3 une monnaie saine, des

~&coles bien organisé&es & des communications
faciles, un bon régime de la propriété & un bon
régime-de crédit, des institutions municipales
florissantes 3 une législation bien faite sur
les lettres de change et la faillite? Tout
cela est en relation beaucoup plus immédiate

et plus directe avec l'homme et avec les
véritables fins de la”soqiété politique. 2

This belief in "human" values enabled the authors of the Tremblay

Report to make a case for provincial autonomy. The members of

the Tremblay Commission, for example, focused attention upon edu-

cation, language and minority rights:

les auteurs de la nouvelle constitution
avaient 1l'obligation de ré&server aux anciennes
provinces, puisque l'union se fondait sur le
principe fédératif, les pouvoirs indispen-—:
sables 3 leur subsistance comme unité&s poli-
tiques autonomes chargfes de veiller aux
intéréts culturels, sociaux et particuliers
de leurs propres citoyens... L'ensemble de

ces pouvoirs compris surtout dans les articles
92 et 93, forme pr&cisément ce qu'gn a coutume
d'appeler 1l'autonomie provinciale. ‘

-~

4
.
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e )

An integral part of the provincial autonomy argument was

the compact theory. To give substance to this theory, the authors
- “ .
of the Trgmblay Report referred to the "so-called" language and

education l guarantees obtalned by French Canadlans in 1867. ‘They
argued that the- existence of these rlghts in the BrltlSh North
America Act confirmed the validity of the 'compact theory’

Dans cette nouvelle union... les Canadiens
frangais ne voulurent pas entrer en vaincus . -
ocu en citoyens de seconde zone, .mais bien .
en partenaires et en associés avec des
droits spé&ciaux et distincts pout tout ce
gul concernait leur survivance comme .
nationalité&, notamment pour leur langue, e
leur, religion et leur droit civil. '
Ba constitution de 1867 porte, 3 divers
endroits, l'empreinte de cette volonté -
des Canadiens frangais de se faire re-
connafitre, comme groupe national distinct
ayant place officielle dans la Confé&dé- -
ration. C'est ainsi, par exemple, que v
l'article 133 parle dé¢ l'usage des langues -
" anglaise et frangaise au Parlement... .
Le méme esprit et la mé&me volonté
d'&galité se retrouvent dans l'article 93
destin& 3 protéger les deux minorité&s reli-
gieuses: protestante et catholique, contre
"les possibilitésg d'ingustice de la part des
pouvoirs provinciaux.

Richard Arés, a prominent member of the Tremblay Commission,

reiterated the same argument in the revised edition of his Dossier ”

35

sur le pacte f&dératif de 1867 (1967} :

Ce qui nous intéresse ici, cependant, n'est P e
pas la nature ou la valeur de ces garanties,

mais uniguement leur existence ou, si l'on

veut, le fait que les Canadiens frangais ont "
posé leurs conditions 2 leur entrée dans la
Confédération et que ces conditions ont &té
acceptées dans le Pacte fédératif.36

I
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Aras concluded:
" Les conditions ont &té déterminées au ,
Canada, les représentantg des autres
provinces” les ont accept@es et le gouver—
nement imp&rial les a insgrées dans la

S

les deux groupes ethnigues, entre les K
deux communautés culturelles, un .pacte

a été conclu qui ‘ensuite eS8t passé dans
la loi.3 ‘ )

The goverﬁment of Quebec had e%thblisued the ' Tremblay
. Commission primarily;to justify Duplessis'ﬂggs}tioq in his battles
with the fe@eral government. As such,ftﬁe Tre@blay Report's
analysis.of the importanceq%f Confeoerétion included‘reﬁerence to
- _coﬂtrOVersial topios of tﬁe,lQSOs suoh as federal subsidies,
direct taxation ano neturalireSOurces. In regard'to'federalmgbb—
s;dles, the authors of the Tremblgﬁxkeport concluded that thelr\
exlstence was "un accro¢ au pr1nc1pe fédératlf lequel demande - )

;que chaque ordre de gouvernEment soit’ autonome éf r onsable ‘dans

le domalne financier comme dans les autres domalnes 1ég151at1fs38'“

"fThe Tremblay eport suggested that the prov1noes had retalned for

4
es. two of the most’ promising economlc powers. natural

resources and dlrect taxatlon39. The Report descrlbed the latter as

\1a source de revenu la plus 1mportante pour 1es gouvernegeuts Q."

In regard to d1rect ‘taxation, 1t concluded- ) ) -
o Il seralt sans\ “yrain deiprétendée qu 'ils S
. [les-Pares] ont tdut prévid, mais au 1Meu de -
critiquetr leur oeuvre sur .ce point, ‘peut-&tre .
vaudrait-il mieux reconnaitre franchemdnt que -
.1'avenir a conflrmé 1a justesse ‘de leurs dis= -

p051t10ns.41 . AT oM _in;j .

.

*
1

.
-

- Loi de 1867. En d'autres termes, entre .




in 1867.

ThefReport however, chastised the 'FathersJ on the subject'df
dlrect taiatlon. The 'Fathers', “the Report malntained, were
not spec1f1c enough in dellneatlng the federal government's d
powers of taxation, "laissant ainsi’ une porte.ouverte par laquelle
ce dernier‘[le gouvernement fé&déralt finira par s'introduire dans

. ' : . P ; 42 »
le champ de taxation réservé aux provinces ~."

The authors ef‘the Tremblay élport viewed the union of
£867‘from a traditioeal perspective. They aesessed the importance
of Confederation with mueh the same value.structure that their
contemporarles of the 1920s and 1930s used. This enabled the
m;emblay commissioners to make a strong case for prov1nc1al auto-
nomy. - In contrast, the new generatlon of historians were part of
modern Quebec. The young writers had no difficulty in accepting
Quebec'e industrial'revolution. They shared a bellef that the |
future depended upon continued 1ndustr1a1 development. Thus, in

4

examining Confederation, they were partlcularly %nterested in the
N

‘division of economic power. THey all agreed;tbat Ottawa had been

assigned the predominant role in the economic domain and they

» concluded that a strong central government'had been establiehed

r

Michel Brunet was a member ‘of the.new generation of

»

r
historians43. He underllned Ottawa's authorlty, argulng -that

- '

the Fathers of Confederatlon w1shed to avoid the klnd of system

; <
- o . d
L} Al - ’ . " ‘-.
v ' ' b
.



- Brunet concluded:
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which had allowed the disintegration of the American union. As

a result they had opted for "un gouvernement central dont 1 'auto-
5 44 -

-rlte souveraine ne pourrait pas etre mise en doute ', To.support

his contention, Brunet pointed to the federal government'&

designated powers in economic matters45, its right of veto and.
-“ .

disallowance46 and its.residual powers47. The distribution of

fiscal powers, Brunet argued, also reflected the kind of union that

the Fathers' wished to have. The federal government received

‘customs duties, the most important source of revenue of the time,

and had "le droit d'avoir recours 3 'tous modes ou systémes de

48

taxation’ The provinces were left with direct taxation, an

unpopular and unused source of revenue at the time of Con{\?eratlon49.

As such, they depended upon federal subsydies for their exlstence;B-

]

conformément a3 la volonté& de ses juteurs,

la constitution de 1867 réduisait, ﬁ ! .
provinces 3 de simples unités admi ;s~ o
tratives dénudes de prestige, de "grandes
municipalit&s" aimait 3 dire Macdonald,
complétement-sous la tutelle gg gouver-
nement central ou "national".

Il n'est pas exagéré de soutenir\gfe;

Brunet, however, .was unlike other "secular" writers in that

he also referred to “traditional" subjects like language, edu- )

cation arnd minority rightész. Thesejgﬂzhgs, he believea, were
.important.for French Canada. But Brunet was a product of different

-circumstances from those that formed his mentor, Lionel Groulx.

Ny e %if
. .
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He was a part of the social scienceirevolution: For him, French

Canadian survival did not depend npon.the'Church; it depended

upon the State53. This Qas why Brunet who was a strong supporter

of prov1nc1al autonomy, accepted the compact theory54 'This also

expla;ns his " 351mrstlc" v1ew of Quebec s future. His dream of

a strong prov1nc1al government, Whlch would control Quebec's

economy as well as its’ social services, was shattered by the

historical realities of the British North America.Act. Thus, for

Brunet, the constitntion of 1867 remained "ue oeuvre d'unification
55

et de centralisation””", and Macdonald and his colleagues "révaient

5
de donner naissance a une natlon British American ou Canadian 6

He concluded that the union of 1867 had not altered the status of
French Canadlans- "le fait demeure que les Canadiens frangais

furent réduits comme collectivité I vivre dans un é&tat permaﬁent
-d{lnferlorlte dans le pays ﬁ; ont bdti les valnqueurs de l7§0 et

57 ,es_~

leu%s héritiers”’.» ° /f

<
Alfred Dubuc, like Michel Brunet, believed. that the Fathers
of Confederation had establlsged a strong central government in

1867. Focusing on the dlstrlbutlon of economic powers, Dubuc

argued: 5 : A
)
oo la Confédératlon de 1867 accordalt au
gouvernement sf&déral tous les pouv01rs
P T ‘essentiels pour inspirer le d& oppement e
M €conomique. ., Le capital fixe de Boutes les :

colonles &tait remis au pouvoir central, en
méme temps avec toutes les dettes; le pou-
voir de législation dans tous les secteurs
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responsables du développement- lui &tait ‘ /(/
conféré... Toutes les sources importantes -
de recettes fiscales étaient abandonnées

A Ottawa... A n'en pas douter, la consti-

tution du Canada avait une préoccupation( ~ o=
économique fondamentale: éponger l'éparg

de tous le pays pour investir dans le dé&- \\
veloppement &conomique, c'est-d-dire -

principalement dans le secteur des chemins

de fer qui devait entrafner tous les autres.>S

A

Dubuc, more than any other writer)y emphasized the economic éphere}\‘

.

This preoccupation-reflecteéﬂhis economic determinism. For Dubuc,

Confederation was imp

stantiqted

concludedys

&cause it was an event which Sub-“,

-

+the need for a new constitution in the 196059/ Dubuc

-

Plus qu'un simple texte juridigue, une c;§9~—“_,ﬂf\\

titution est lfimage d'une soti&t& a un

. moment précis dé son développement. Elle

plonge ses racines dans l'infrastructure
2conomique et sociale d'un peuple. C'est
toute la vision du monde que se fait ce |
peuple, & une étape de son évolution his- : o
torique, gqui inspire une constitution. Une (
telle conception n'entraine aucunement la

nécessité de révisions.fréquentes de la
constitution. Car les &tapes du développement
social qui marguent une modification de la
vision du monde et un tournant de 1'histoire
sont péu fréquentes: le milieu du 19e sié&cle
en constitua une, qui entraina une nouvelle
constitution pour les colonies britanniques
d'Amérique du Nord; le'milieu du 20e apparait _
comme une nouvelle &tape de cette importance. -

Similar to other 'secular' historians, Maurice Lamontagne

-and Jean Hamelin suggested that confederation had created a strong

central authority. In supigrtﬁaf their argument, they stressed the

&

_federat{ggvernment!s rqég_ipfgbonomic development: "En sommé;:E%%”

o

DY




on confiait au gouvernement f&déral les grandesdtacheé de l'Etat.
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r

<8
.

Son r8le devait &tre essentiellement dynamique et ses responsa- D

fé érationﬁo.“ They also pointed to the

bigités'consistaient d r8aliser les grands objectifs de la Con-

provinces' limited sources

of revenue, the residual clause and the federal government's right

of reserve and disallowance of provincial

La constitution canadienneé ac
parlement fédéral ung positio
par rapport -aux léglslatures

Pour s'en convaincre, on n'a

les responsabilités et les so
limit&es qu'elle laissait aux
les pouvoirs généraux qu'elle
parlement central par la clau
de l'article 91, sans compter
régerve et de désaveu 4 loi

. For ¥hése who felt more at ea it Ottawa\ than with
Duplessis in the 1950s, it was naﬁﬁ?ij’:j\present a histor

story whioh

laws=: -

cordait au
n¥prédominante
provinciales,
gu'd considérer
urces de revenus
rovinces et
ttribuait au
résiduelle:

e droit de 61
rovinciales. .

supported the 'federal' point- of view. Hamelin and LamOntagne did

not regard the natio?al-governmeht's "sup
vinces as Aetrimental to French Canada.

suggested thatfthe subsequent expansion o
not something-that the Fathers of Confede

wished forez. As a federal civil servant

politician64, MauficefLamontaqyé“
. —
a strong central government as essentia

eriority" over the

Hamelin, for example,

f provi

rat

n the: n;neteenth

ncial power was—-~_ .~
ad envisageéfor

_as federal

century the establlshment Qﬁ\ftrong central. government had- enabled

Brltlsh North Amerlcans to cope successfully with the unfavourable ‘




. ¥
¥ : . . . . .65?./‘ i
repercussions of the first industrial revqiutlon 7 1in the last

N

half of the twentieth century 6nly a stzeng central governmént
could ensure economic an ocial prosperity for Quebec and the

rest of Canada.t

. The significance that Jean-Charles Bonenfant attributed to

Coﬁfedeagtion, 1ike his explanation of Confederation, reflepted

elements of both 1s traditional education and his social science

approacﬁ to the rltlng of history. In 1m1tatlon of théftradltlonal

historians, he made reference to language, education and la sur-

vivance. The latter, he‘suggested was the pr1nc1pal spurce of

motivation for the French speaking Fathers of Confederat10n-

M&8me si les Pé&res de la Conégﬁgratlon n'aeft T \
pas tréskbqén compris ce qu'aurait dfi &tre ’

le véritable f&déralisme, méme s'ils furent |

. plutdt favorables & un régime fortement cen-
tralisé, ils offt eu vraiment 1l'intention
d'assurer la survivance des Canadiens frangais-
et ils ont adopté les moyens qui’, & 1l'&poque, 66
leur sembl&rent les meilleurs pour la réaliser,

He also accepted, -however, the 'secular’ notion that the Fathers of
'Confederatio had wanted .to set up a strong central govetnment in -
-+ ’ »

186). :Po;nting to the right of disallowance, the financial struc-

tufe and the federal appointment of lieuteﬁant;goéernors, he

nciluded: "les Pares de la Confédérat;on tentérent d'dtablir

~ le"ré&gime le plus centrallsé p0551ble...67“.
' ) -

Bonenfant's analysis of the importance of Confederation was,

. ’ - ‘ - . " ‘/(‘ . . © o,
. . ‘ ‘ . i b- - , ) ( . ot . .
. . L ' P ‘ ‘ g L .
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for the most part, a reactlon against his contemporarles Who

were turning to the Fathers dfﬁi:n?ederatlon and the constitution.
of 1867 in order to settlé iss ‘of the 1960s. For those opponents

and proponents of bilingualism who attempted to use the history of

‘the 1860s to support their arguments, he countered: "Il ne faut

7
]amals juger les événements 3 la lumidre des faits posté&rieurs

68 .
avec une vision que ne pouvalent posséder les contempqralns .

as for Bonenfant, his wish was to present an “objectlve" view of

=

Confederatlon.‘ In other words, hlS aim was to put forth an 1nter—

. Y
pretation unaffected by present-day discussions of 'bilingualism
[ 2

69 gt 70

and biculturalism'"", 'special statu and ‘separatisﬁ‘7l; an

interpretation that related the true spirit of 1867. He argued that

the union‘o{‘lBGJ did not guarantee francophones the right to deal
with the federal government 1n thelr mother- tongue. "L'article

133 de l'Acte de BR Amérique du Nord ne prévoit que le bilinguisme
législatif. ét judiciaire et ... oublle celui de 1! admlnlstrat10n72...
Slmllarly, he contended that blllnguallsm in Canada's relatlons with
the fest of't&e wdrld was not an issue in 1867: “Aujourd'hui,_noqg//
pouvons.noﬁs scandaliser que l'activité intennationale du Canada

ne traduise pas toujours sa duelité} nais en 1867 ..., le probl&me

ne pouvait méme pas se poser73." Bonenfaft alsc argued that the

British North America Act guaranteed minority educational rights;

but not for French Catholics outside of the province of QuébeC.'

Only the anglo-Protestant minority of Quebec recelued thesé privi-

.legesj4g He concluded that the resolutlon of 1§sues of 196;ld1d

-
-

7

-
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not lie in the spirit of 1867. Modern problems required modern

solutions75.

The centennial of Confederation did not have the same sym-
bolic rmportance for French Canadian hietorians as it did for 7
their English Canadian comparriots. The latter produced a plebhora
of Confederation histories’® which celebrated the "triumph of o
Canadian nationality over the _attractions continenta ism77."
French Canadlan wrlters, llke other Quebec01s, were>more concerned
with the process of secularlzatron which Quebec was undergoing in
the 1950s and 1960s. As such, only the ‘fede;él{ authors, Maurice
Lamontagne and Jean Hamelin, who had been influenced by English
Canadian historiography,‘saw 1867 as a startin;.point cf a new
nation, gcr members cf the Tremblay Commission, 7 meant
provincial autonomy and an agreement between the provinces. For
Michel Brune€, 1867 symbolized the birth.df "1'Etat contemporain

du Québec78" and another victory for the Engllsh-speaklng majority.

For Jean-Charles Bonenfant Confederation was "la seule s50lution.
79,

réaliste

was annexation to the United States. He concluded that the'French

and the E glash came together.ln 1867, not because they "d&siraient

intensémefit v1vre ensemble", but because they "ne pouvaient [pas]’

80 $

vivre éparément

K-
L}

hich French Canadlans accepted because the alternative-

A




- 8conomiques”et politiques was established at Laval. 1In 1943, it
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Consider,‘*or example, Maurice Lamontagne and Alfred Dubuc.
Lamontagne was trained as an economist at Laval and Harvard. He
served as a professor and chairman with the Department.of Economics
(Faculté des sciences sociales) at Laval. In 1959, Dubuc completed the
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québé&coise, 1947-1972", pp. 79-80.

16 In the 1950s the history of Lionel Groulx was "de moins@fn
moiAs celle des historiens de la gé&nération montante." pP. Savard,
"Un quart de si&cle d'historiographie-québécoise,'1947—1 72", p. 85.
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They singled out three works: J.M.S. Careless' Brown of the Giobe
(Toronto, Macmillan, 1959-1963): D.G. Creighton's John A. Macdonald
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CONCLUSION

. s

Confederation, as an event in French Canadian historio-

%

graphy in the period from 1867 to 1967, was overshadowed by the
Conglest of 1760; it was not, however, ignored. Some of French
Canada's most infiuential historians endeavoured to explain the
union of the four British North American colonies. For example,

=T
in the early part of his historical career, Lionel Groulx delivered

a series.of lectures on Confederation; these lectures formed the

basis of a book-length documented étudy on Confeﬁeration. Thomas
Chapais devoted a substantial portion of his final volume of

Cours d'histoire du Canada to the history of Confederation. Richard

Args dedicated much of his historical career responding to one
guestion - 'Was Confqgeration a pact between the provinces?' Jean-
. [N

Chirles Bonenfaht specialized in the history of Confederation and

produced a number of essays dealing exclusively with the Union ‘of

" 1867. Thus, while it did hot attract the center-stage spotlight,

Confederation was. thé centre of some important historical study.

93 : w R\
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French Cenadians who examined Confederation in the period
from 1867 to 1967 put forth three basic 1nterpretatlons. From
1867 to 1915, hrzgcrlans used the United Canadian polltlcal
crigis of the 18605 to -explain the union of 1867 and they centred

their discussions of the significance of Confederation around the

theme of la survivance. From 1916 to 1953, historians continued

. to focus on French canadian survival, but they expanded their

explanations of the advent of Confederatlon to include the ﬁi ‘
the

of an American invasion. From 1954 to 1967, historians adde

" economic factor to their list of causes. As for the significance

of Confederatlon, they shifted the focus away from la survivance -

and related the history of the 18605 to economlc development.

Coincidental to the changes in the interpretations of
Confederation were changes in: the econcmxc and sacial structure

of French Canadian society; the issues that society deemed 51g—

\

T~

\r

nifigant; the historians' perspective; and the type of historiang

who wrote about Confederation. Specifically, French canadian society,

of which~French Canadian historians of Confederation were a part,

went through tremendous social and economic change over the course

of the ‘huitdred year perlod Historians writinig in the first period

agricultural and catholic. The social and economic changes which

began fa bhe evident after 1900, intensified with the First World

faced a relativel stable society which was characteristically rural
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Waf and.the invasion of Ameri;ép'cagital:':Thﬁg, historians
writing in the pericd from 1916 to 1953 were confronted with an
ever-changing society whiéh was becoming increasing;y moxé ufbaniéed,
industrialized and secularized. For those historians writing in
the period from 1953ﬁfte\1967, the rural, agriculsural Catho}ic

Quebec had become a thing of the past. With la révolution tranqﬁille

modern secular Quebec emerged.

These changes in society coincided withmchanges in the
interprefations. For example, in the firgt period (1867-19;5),
the interpretations were basically political. 1In the second perﬂgd,
the politiéal historians gave way to a group of writers who wit- )
nessed tremendous social and economic changes. The traditional,
rural, agricultural, Catholic Quebec with which they identified was
changing and many associated change with the destruction of French
canada. These anxieties coincided with interpretations-which
revolved arcund the theme of'gg survivance. The historiané of the

-

period after 1953 differed greatly from their predecessors. .These
wfiters had come to accept the urbanizatign and industrialization
of Quebec and acknowledged the role that economics played in modern
society. This acknowledgement distinguished the historians writiné
in the third period from those writing in the first and second

\ . . .
periods :and coincided with an important change in the writing of

£ .

*E‘S- . .

the histor< of |confederation: causal status for economic considera-
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-As society changed, the issues thatfgominated'society
changed too. "In the ten decades following 1867, iésues sugﬁ-qs
pr0v1n01al rights (1880s), mlnorlty rights (1890s), Cahadian ~
partlclpatlon in the Brltlsh Emplre {1890s and 19003), the economic
question (1920s and 1930s), prov1nc1al autonomy {19405 and 19505)

and separatism (1960s) gave rise to debate among members of the

French Canadian ;ntelllgentSLa. The issues themselves were

trigger by évents. For example, both the proposal by the gbvernment

of Manitoba to abglish that province's system of separate -schools
(1890s) and Regulat.ioh 17 of Ontario (1912) fuelled the issuw
Ffench Catholic rights outside qf Quebec, whereas theéséﬁth African
ﬁar (1899-1902) and the Naval Services Bill (1910) led to debate

-

over Canadas's role in thé British Empire.
).
The differenp§§ssues inspired different questions, some
of whose answers lay in the past and, in particular, in the British
North America Act and.the history'of‘the 1860s. For example, while
the Dépression.inspired the question ~ 'What level of government ié
held responsible by fﬁe BNA Act for providing funds for the unem-

ployed?’' - Regklation 17 of Ontario gave rise to the question -

'Was the issue pf bilingual schools in Ontario settled by law prior

Ay .
to 1867 and as a result are the French Catholic educational rights

‘of Ontario guaranteed by Article 93 of the BNA Act?'
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As members of French Canadian society, Confederation
historians addressed themselves toc the issues which were important
at the time they wrote their histories. Thus, as new events took.

pléce and different issues arose, the interpretations of the his-

' torians changed irn terms of general framework, focus and emphasis.

For example, after 1900, with events such as the Squth African War,

?Regulation 17 of Ontario and the conscription crisis of 1917, the

‘antagonism between the French and the English increased. This

atmosphere of ethnic tension was reflected in the interpretations

-of Confederation. Before 1900, historians explaiﬁed the United

Canadian political cri§is by referring to the political parties
and their inability to sustain control of the Legislative Assembly.
After 1900, the political explanation gave way to an ethnic cne,

as the histbrians laid the blamé of the pqlitiéql crisis -on the

Anglo-Protestants of Ontario. " In the same way, .the flow of American

‘capital into Quebec during .World War I and in the 1920s gave rise

\\\\‘ to the economic question. The social and economic changes caused
B \\\\by the influx of American products, technology and money left
Ebﬁqentators wondering what type of society would emerge. The‘r
‘\\_/»m«_,/””Eﬁﬁéehenéion ovér the American econemic\:invasion' coincided with

the general acceptance, by the historian;»'of the fear of an American

invasion as an important cause of Confederation.

Concurrent with the changes in the interpretations were
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changes in those who wrote about Corifederation. In terms of

their occupational and educational background, historians differed
from one period to the next. The typical historian of the first
period was either aTI%wyer or a journalist. In the second pericd,
the historian was eithér a priest, a lawyer or a civil servant.

In the third period, the part-time historian gave way to the
university proféssional. These changes in'the higtorians were

reflected in the interpretatilons. 'As the historian evolved from

the simple, untrained commentator of the 1860s into the career

R :
‘social scientist of the 1960s, the historiography of Confederation

developed from the simple bleu versus rouge mpno-causal inter-
bretations of the firs£ periqd inteo the 'f;defal' versus 'provin-
cial' multi-causal interpretations of t'e_second period, which in
turn deﬁélopéd into the more sophisticated 'federal' vegsus
'provincial' economic interpretations of the third period.

Our analysis of the French Canadian histories indicates
that the histbrians differed in another way: their concept of
history. In the first two periods, historians saw history as an
iﬁportant device to guide French Canadians. Specifically, during
the first period, the emphasis was on political guidance. The
historians endeavoured to justify their ¥espective parties' past-

political policies and to applaud the actions of their former

leaders. In the second period, historians viewed histdry as an
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important aid in the struggle for la sufvivance;- they used
history to identiff.the sociéty they wished to preserve, to
indicate those wﬂo threatened é;aditional French Canada, to

éoint out the distinctions between French Canadia;s and English
'Canadians and to reveal how éhe FrencﬂvCanadian natign could best

be protected.

/

With variations in conceptions of history came corresponding
changes in the interpretationé. For example, in the first period,
the interpretations qemdined essentially political because the
historién§'§aw history as a legitimate means to rationalize political
beliefs and behaviour. 1In the second period, the bleu versus
rouge political interpretations gave way té the 'fede%al' versus
'provincial' interprétations. . This reflected the belief that
history was important in demonstfating how the French Canadian
nation coyld best be protected. Specifically, 'provincial' his-
torians believed that the only way to preserve French Canada.was
a strong autonomous government ip Quebéc City.-. ﬁiﬁhout the strong

provincial government, English Canadians would overrun French
C;nadian defences just as they had in the 18603 when thef brought
the political life of the United Canadas to a standétill. 'Federal'
historians, on tﬁé other hénd, defended federalism. They argued
that French Canadian3| in the 1868s, like those in the 1930s and

1940s, benefited from lthe existence of a federal system of

dvernment. A
Cp o N
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"Th'e social science revolution and the professionalization

of history altered the historians' concept of history ‘dramatically.

]

After 1953, historians regarded historical knowledge ‘as important

" for its own sake. Most writers gave priority to producing

scholarly works for fellow historians. The aim of the modern

historian. was to convince other specialists of the valldlty of

\ his or her historlcal argument.

¥ - .

One of the results of the social science revolution was
increased contact between franc09hone and anglophone academlcs.
ThlS brought about an 1mportant change in the 1nterpretat10ns of
Confederation. Influenced by English Canadian historians like
J.M.S. Careless, Donald Creighton and G.P. de T. Glazebrook, o

~

French Canadian historians like Jean-Charles Bonenfant, dean

f:;feipn\and Maurlce Lamontagne elevated the economic factor to
e

same level as, if not hlgher than, . that of the politiical crisis

A

™
and the fear of an Americanm 1nvasion in explaining‘Confederation.

The social science revolution also brought with it new
theories of.history. These corresponded with changes in the inter-
rd . . . . .

pretation of Confederation. For example, Alfred Dubuc, an

economic determinist, believed everything in the past was deter-

“mined by -economic factors. Not surprisingly, his explanation of

Confederation was exclusively economic., Jean Hamelin assumed that
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historians had to“look to political;'Qegial/gn;)economic-factbrs -"
to explain their subjects~adequately.—uconcbgltant to that theqﬂg

of hlstory, was Hamelin' s explanatlon of l867\\1n:wh1ch he

+

underllned the ‘connection between economic matte&s and the other

—

causes. ' .

Our analysis of French Canadianlhistories of Confederation
N

indicates that over the course of a giveﬁ period, the historf of
a given event changes. Sometimes-the alterations to the history
of thgt given event are simplelshifts in emphasis, gt other éimes
a totally new interpretation appears. This study indicates that
_changes-in interpretations, whatever their magnitude, are related
%0 chan;és in the factors that affect the writing of history.
What are ‘the factors that influence the piétorian? Oﬁr study
suggeéts the foliowing:‘ the economic” and social structure of, P
society, the predominant issues in society, thé historian's
perspective in light of events that transpired,after the given event,
the occupational and educationél background of the historian, and
the historian's concept of history. These factors do not work
'indépendently from one another; they are igéer—related._ Chanées
in the economic structuré may cause the issues that dominate society
to vary. They may also affect the background of those writing the

history. The work of .an historian may, in itself, become an event




different questions and therefore produce qi;f
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affecting the work of historians who follow. Issues may affect

the historfians, but éﬁep'historiané may help to determine the
issues. Ultimately, different generations ofjﬁistoriane ask

erent interpretations;

but more than that, historians £rom the same generdtion, can ask

.—‘,""-._
the same oOr similar ﬁuestions and produce different interpretations
depending upon the historian's background and concept of history.

S
._)A"\ . 4

r

A

The relationship between an historian's interpretation end
his or her environment is not a simple'qnestion of causé-and-effect.
Specifically, society does not dictete the exact nature of an
interpretation. -Societal factors, however, influence-the .
history in terms of subject selection, framework and focus Thus,

even though he or she may recognize the’ need to minimize contemporary

influences, an historian cannot\totally escape the restraints of

the present.
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103

histqriographical;stuéies. The fourth part of the bibliography

>

[ A P

- .
B e ———



-

104
+
T French Cahaqiéﬁ Histories of Confederation l
Q ‘ ey i
Arés, Richard. onfédération: pacte ou loi?. Montréal:
Actio Natldnale, 1949. - )

’D0551er sur - le pacte fédératif de 1867; La Confé&dé&ration

"pacte ou 1oi?, (Nouv. &d. enti&rement refondue et mise a

jour) . Montréal: Bellarmln, 1967.
———

Bonenfant, Yean-Charles. "Le Canada et les hommes politigues de

1867". Revue d'histoire de l'Amérique francgaise, vol. 21,
no 3a, 1967,. pp. 573-596.

"Les Canadiens frangais et la naiSsance de la Confé&dé-
ration". Canadian Historical Association Report, 1952,
pPp. 39-45.

. Les Canadiens francais et-la naissance de la Confé&dé-

ration. Ottawa: Socié&té hiStoriZPe du Canada, 1966. )

"L'esprit de 1867". Revue ‘@rhistoire de 1'Amérique
frangaise, vol. 17, no 1, Jjuin 1963, pp. 19-38. -

. "La gen&se de la loi 16”1867 concernant 1'Amérique du
Nord britannique". Culture, vol. 9, mars 1948, pp. 3-17.

. "L'id&e que les Canadiens frangais de 1840 pouvaient !
avoir du fé&déralisme". Culture, vol. 25, no 4, déc. 1964, .
PP. 307-322. ' —_—

Bruché&si, Jean. Canada, réalités d'hier et d' aujourd'hu1. Montréal:

Variétés, 1948,

" Brunet,

Brunet,

. .Histoire du Canada pour tous, vol II. Montréal: Albert
Lévesque, 1935. :

Ludovic. 7La'pfovince du Canada; histoire politique, de 1840
A 1867. Québec: La flamme et Proulx, 1908.

Michel. Canadians et Canadiens; &tudes Sur l'histoire et
la pensée des deux Canadas. Montréal: Fides, 1954.

. La présence anglaise et les Canadiens; é&tudes sur

1'histoire et la pensée des deux Canadas, (2e éd.).
Montréal: Beauchemin, 1964. .

. Québec, Canada anglais; deux itihéréires, un affrontment.

-

Montr&al: Editions HMH, 1968,




- 105

. Letellier de Saint-Just et son tenps:
. Québec: C. Darveau, 1885.

Casgrain, Philippe Bab
étude historiqu

Chapais, Thomas. "Cartiar et la Confédé&ration”. 1la Revue cana-s
dienne, vol. 14, 1914, pp. 236-244. -

. Cours d'histoirég du Canada, vol., VIII, (1l861-1867).
Montréal: Boréal E&iress, 1972. Reprint, 1934

e

La Confédération,\c'est le salut ‘du Bas-Canada: il faut
se défier des ennemis\de la Confédfration. Montréal: E.

Sénécal, 1867. -
David, Laurent Olivier. Histoike du Canada depuis la Confédération:
1867 a 1887. Montréal:\\gzauchemin, 1909,

- . - Souvenirs et_bioaraphi , 1870-1910. Montré&al: Beau-

chemin, 1911.

. L'union des deux Canadas.

l: E. Sénécal, 1898.

De Celles, Alfred Duclos. "lLa carfiadre de Cartier". la Revue cana--
dienne, vol. 14, 1914, pp. 212-224.

. Cartier et son temps. Montréal:;’Beauchemin, 1907.
N / .
Les constitutions du Canada. Moﬁggéal: Beauchemin, 1918.

. The Province of Quebec, vol. 15 of A. Shortt and A.G.
Doughty (ed.) Canada and its Provinces. ' Torcnto: Glasgow,
Brock & Co., 1914,

Dubuc, Alfred. ."Une interprétation &conomique de la constitution".
Socialisme, no 7, jan. 1966, pp. 3-21. .

Duhamel, Roger. "Vers la fédération". Action universitaire, vol.
15, juillet 1949, pp. 16-30.

Fauteux, Aegidius., "Cartier et les minorités". la Revue‘canadienhe,
vol. 14, 1914, pp. 245-255,

Gérin, Elz8ar. "Sir George-Etienne Cartier" in Arthur Dansereau,
Benjamin Sulte, Elz&ar Gérin, Antoine Racine, George-Etienne
Cartier. Montréal: Beauchemin, 1914, pp. 66-84.

Groulx, Lionel. "Les Canadiens frangais et l'établissement de la
Confédération". 1l'Action frangaise, vol. 17, mai-juin 1927,
pp. 282-301.




106

. "Ce cinguantenaire". 1l'Action frangaise,.vol. 1, no 7, .
juillet 1917, pp. 193-203.

La Confédération canadienne: ses origines, Montré&al: ;///ﬁ
Le Devoir, 1918. ' Py

. L'enseignement francais ay Canada, vol I: Dans le Qué&bec.
Montréal: Action Canadienne-Frangalse, 1931.

. L'ehseignement frangais au Canada, vol. II: Les &coles
des minorités. MontrZal: Granger, 1933.

. Le frangais au Canada. Paris: Delagrave, 1932.

Histoire du Canada Frangais, depuis la d&couverte, vol.
II, (4e &d.). Montréal: Fides, 1960.

L'indépendance du Canada. , Montréal: Kﬁtion Nationale, 1949.°

hl

Hamelin, Jean, John Huot et Marcel Hamelin. Apercu de la pelitique
canadienne au XIXe sidcle. ;Québec, Culture, 1965.

Hamelin Jean. "Le Canada frangais: son &volution historique".
Annuaire du Québec, 1966-1967, Québec: Ministdre de
1'Industrie et du Commerce, 1967, pp. 2-49.

Lamontagne, Maurice. Le f&déralisme canadien: &volution et probl&mes.
Québec: Presses Unlversitalres Laval, 1954,

Lanctdt, Gustave. Le Canada d'hier et d'aujourd'hui.- Montréal:
Albert Lévesqgue, 1934.

. "Deux appréciations commaires de la Confédération”.
Canadian Historical Association Report, 1927, pp. 97-101.

Langelier, Charles. La Confé&dération, sa gendse, son &tablissement.
Québec: Le Soleil, 1916,

Lavergne, Charles-~Edouard. Geofges—Etienne Cartier, homme d'état
canadien: 1814-1873. Montréal: Langevin et l'Archevéque,
1914.

Loranger, Thomas Jean Jacques. Lettres sur l'interprétation de la
constitution fédérale dite 1'Acte de 1'Am&rigue britannigque
du Nord, 1867. Québec: A. CHt&, 1883.

de Montigny, Benjamin Antoine Testard. Caté&chisme politique.
Montré&al: Beauchemin et Valecis, 1878.

Morin, Wilfrid. Nos droits minoritaires, les minorit&s frangaises
au Canada., Montréal: .Fides, 1943. . ,
. i K




- . ) 107

Ollivier, Maurice. L'évenir constitutionnel du Canada. Montré&al:
Albert Lévesque, 1935, . ; .

. Problems of Canadian Sovereignty from the British North
America Act, 1867 to the Statute of Westminster, 1931.
Toronto: Canadian Law Book, 1945.

Pelland, Joseph Octave. Biographie, discours, conférences, etc. de
1'Hon. Honoré Mercier. Montréal: (no publisher), 1890.

Perrault, Joseph-Edouard. "La Confédération canadienne est-elle
née viable?". Revue de l'Université d'Ottawa, vol. 5,
1935, pp. B-25. . ‘

Québec. Rapport de la Commissign Royale d'enquéte sur les probl3mes
. constitutionnels, vol. I, II, Québec: Province de Québec,
1956. o \ .

Robitaille, Georges. "La Confé&dération canadienne". Canadian
Historical Association Report, 1927, pp. 62-66.

Royal, Joseph.. Histoire du Canada: 1861 3 1867. Montréal: Beau-
chemin, 1909,

Rumilly, Robert. L'autonomie provinciale. Montr&al: 1'Arbre, 1948.

. Histoire de la province de Québec, vol. I: Georges-
Etienne Cartier.  Montré&al: Fides, 1971. {Reprint, 1940.]

. Histoire du Canada. Paris: La Cl& d'or, 1951,

. Mercier. Montréal: Zodiaque, 1936.

Turcotte, Louis-Philippe. Biographies politiques: 1'Honarable
Sir G.E. Cartier, ministre de la milice. Québec: L.
Brousseau, 1873.

L]
- Le Canada sous l'union. Québec: Des Presses M&caniques
du Canadien, 1871.

I Background .

A. Specific Studies of Quebec since 1867

Beaulieu, André et Jean Hamelin. La presse québé&coise des origines
34 nos jours. Québiec: Presses de 1'Universite Laval, 1973.

Canada. Preliminary Report of the Royal Commission on Bilingualism
and Biculturalism. Ottawa: Government of Canada, 1965.

-

——




=)

108 ¢

‘Cﬁniéa. Report of the Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Bi-
. Culturalism: General Introductlon. Ottawa: Government
of Canada,~1967. . -

Chapais, Thomas. Discours et conférences. Québec: Garneau, 1943.

Désilets, André&e. "La succession de Cartier, 1873-1891".
Canadian Historical Association Papers,-1968,;pp. 49-64,

Dumoht, Fernand, Jean-Paul Montminy et Jean Hamelin. Idéologies au
Canada frangais, 1850-1900. Québec: Les Presses de
1'Université Laval, 1971.

Dumont, Fernand, Jean Hamelin et Jean-Paul Montminy. Idé&ologies
“au Canada frangais, 1900-1939., Québec: Les Presses de
1'Universite Laval, 1978. . .

Dumont, Fernand, Jean Hamelin, Fernand Harvey et Jean-Paul Montminy.
ITdéologies au Canada frangais, 1900-1929. Québec: Les
Presses de lUniversité Laval, 1974.

Falardeau, Jean—-Charles. L'essor des sciences sociales au Canada
frangais. Québec: Minist@res des Affaires culturelles,

1964.

Faucher, Albert. Histoire économique et unlté canadlenne. Montréal:
Fides, 1970.

Groulx, Lionel. "Le manuel unique est-il conciliable avec l'histoire
scientifique?". l'Action Nationale, vol. 35, no 5, mai 1950,
pp. 341-349. .

. Notre mission frangaise. Montr&al: Le Devoir, 1941.

-

. "Le probl&me nomique". 1'Action frangaise, vol. 4,
déc. 1920, pp. 5%8L565.

‘Hamelin, Jean et André& Beaulieu. "Apergu du journalisme québ&cois
d'expression frangaise". Recherches sociographiques, vol.
7, no 3, sept.-d&c. 1966, pp. 305-348.

Hughes, Everett Cherrington: French Canada .in Transition. Torontos:
W.J. Gage, 1944, ]

¢

Jones, Richard. 1'Idéologie de l'Action catholique. Québec: Les
Presses de l'Université& Laval, 1974.

Lamontagne, Maurice. "La Faculté des Sciences sociales de Laval:
prélude de la révolution tranguille". Histoire Sociale,
vol. 10, no 19, mai 1977, pp. 146-151.

)

- Levitt, Joseph. Henri Bourassa and the Golden Calf: the social

program of the nationalists of Quebec, 1900-1914. Ottawa:

\\Eﬁi29f51£§7d Ottawa, 1969. . o o

*




\ - 109
Minville,. Esdras, Victor Barbeau et Lionel Groulx. .L'avenir
sde. @otre bourgeoisie, Montré&al: Bernard Valiquette,

. g;//1:9"39. . R
Neatby, H. Blair and John T. Saywell. "Chapleau and the Conser-

vative Party in Quebec", Canadian Historical Review, vol.
37, no 1, March 1956, pp. 1I-22.

Quebec. Statistical Yearbook, 1953, 1966-1967. Quebecys Department
of Trde and Commerce, 1953, 1967. - .

Quinn, - Herbert F. The ﬁnion nationale: Quebec nationalism from
Duplessis to L&vesque, (2 enl. ed.). Torontoc: University
of Toronto Press, 1979,

Robert, Jean-Claude. Du. Canada frangais au Québec libre; histoire
d'un mouvement ind@pendante. Paris: Flammarion, 1975.

Roby, Yves. Les Québ&cois et les investissements américains {1918-
1929). Québec: Les Presses de 1'Université Laval, 1976.

Rumilly, Robert. Histoire de 1la province de Québec, vol. 1-41.
Montré&al: B. Valiquette/Montréaleditions/Chantecler/Fides,
1940~1969. - , i ' ‘

Maurice Duplessis et son temps. .Montré&al: Fides, 1973.

. Quinze années de r€alisations,- les faits parlent.
Montréal: (no publisher), 1956.

Ryan, William, F. The Clergy and Economic Growth in Quebec (1896-
1914). Québec: Les Presses de 1'Universitd Laval, 1966.

Smiley, Donald, V. The Canadian Political Nationélity. Toronto:
Methuen, 1967. .

Trofimenkoff, Susan Mann. Action frangaise: French Canadian

nationalism in the twenties. Toronto: University Sf/mggonto
Press, 1975. '

»
- Abb&é Groulx: Variations on a Nationalist Theme.. Toronto:
Copp Clark, 1973. . .

Wade, Magson. The French Canadians, 1760—1967,‘(rev. ed.). ‘'Poronto:
. Macmillan, 1975-197¢. . .




* T : < ¥

110

B. Biographical Aids

The Canadian Parliamentary Companion: 1887. - Ottawa: J. Durie and
Son, 1887. ' .

Dictionary of Canadian Biography, Vol. X (1871-1880). Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1972. (O

Hamel, Ré&ginald, John Hare et Paul Wycynski. Dictionnaire pratique
des auteurs québ&cois. - Montréal: Fides, 1976.

Le Jeune, Louis Marie. Dictionnaire gé&néral de biographie, histoire,
littérature, agriculture, ,commerce, industrie et des arts,
sclences, moeurs, coutumes, institutions politiques et
religieuses du Canada. Ottawa: Universitad d'Ottawa, 1931.

Manitoba Library Associz{ion. Pioneers .and Early Citizens of
* Manitoba: a dicfionary of Manitoba biography from the
earliest times to~1920. Winnipeq: Peguis Publishers, 1971.

Morgan, Henry James (ed.).  Bibliotheca Canadensis: or, A Manual of
Canadian Literature. Ottawa: G.E. Desbarats, 1867.

The Canadian Men and Women of the Time: A Handbook of
Canadian Biography of Living Characters, (2 ed.). Toronto:
William Briggs, 1912..

Mofice, Adrien Gabriel. Dictionnaire historique des Canadiens et
des Métis frangais de'1'Ouest. Québec: J.P. Garneau, 1908,

Roberts, Charles G.D. and Arthur L. Tunnel (ed.). A Standard Dic-
tionary of Canadian Biography: the Canadian who was who,
vol. I. Toronto: Trans-Canada Press, 1934, |

Rose, George Maclean (ed.). A Cyclopaedia of Canadian biography:
being chiefly men of the time: a collection of persons
distinguished in _professional and political life, leaders
in the commeXce. and ipdustry of Canada, and successful
Piloneers. , Tgronto: Rose, 1886-1888. ‘

Roy, Pierre Georges. Le3, juges de la province de Québec. Québec:

R. Patadis, 193;;)
Vedettes 1952; le fait angais au Canada: who's who en francais.
Montréal: Socci&té nouvelle de publicité, 1953.

Vedettes: Who's who en frangais),1958, 1960, 1962. Montréal:
Société& nouvelle de publicitd, 1958-1962.




i

Creighton, Donald G. British North America at Confederation; A

111

Wallace, W. Stewart (ed.). The Dictionary of_Cahadian Biography.
¢ Toronto: Macmillan, 1945, :

. The Macmillan dictionary of'Canadian biography, (3rd
ed. rev. and enl.). Toronto: Macmillan, 1963.

The Macmillan dictionary.of Canadian biography. (4th
ed., rev., enl., and updated, ed. W.A. McKay). Toronto:
Macmillan, 1978. ' '

Wilson, J.G. and J. Fiske. Appleton's cyclbpaedia of American -
biography, vol. 4. WNew York: D. Appleton & Co., 1887-1900.

C. English Canadian Studies of Confederation

Boyd, John. Sir George Etienne Cartier, bart.; his life and times;
a political history of Canada from 1814 until 1B73." Toronto:
Macmillan, 1914.

-

Careless, J.M.S. Brown of the Globe. Toronto: Macmillan, 1959-1963.

Confederation; essays by D.G. Creighton et al., Introd. by Ramséy
. Cook. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1967.

Study Prepared for the Royal Commission on Dominion-Provincial
Relations, Appendix 2. Ottawa: Government of Canada, 1939.

Jdohn A, Macdonald. Toronto: Macmillan, 1952-1955.

- The Road to Confederation; the emergence of Canada, 1863~
1867. Torontoc: Macmillan, 1964. .

Glazebréok, George Parkin de Twenebroker. Canadian External Relations;
an historical study to 1914. Toronto: Oxford University
Press, 1942,

. A History of Transportation in Canada. Tordnto: Ryerson
Press, 1938.

Morton, William L.  The Critical Yedrs: the union of British North
America, 1857-1873. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1964.

Pdpe, Joseph (ed.). Confederation: being a series of hitherto
unpublished documents bLearing on the British North America
Act. Toronto: Carswell, 1895, -




-

112
\—4-—\

Trotter, Reginald George. Canadian federation, its origin and
achievement; a study in nation building. Toronto: J.M. k
Dent, 1924. B

Thomson, Dale C. Alexander Mackenzie, Clear Grit, Toronto:
Macmillan, -1960. e

Waite, Peter B. The Life and iﬁmes of Confederation, 1864-1B67;
politics, newspapers, and the union of British North America.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1962.

[y
Do

Whitelaw, W. Menzies. "Reconstructing the Quebec Conference".
Canadian Historical Review, vol. 19, no 2, June 1938,
pp. 123-137.
- -

=N IIT+ Historiography

Action nationgle, vol. 48, no 8, avril.1959, pp. 329-342.

! - E
Blain, Jean. "“Les trois ou quatre derniers Rumilly", Action .
nationale. vol. 45, ne 10, juin 1956, pp. 941-950. 3

Brunet, Michel. "M. Maurice Lamontagne et sa conception gu f&d&<
ralisme canadien". Revue d'histoire de 1'Amériqﬁ3\f'angaise~

vol. 8, no 2, sept. 1954, pp. 262-278. ~ |
Chartier, E. "Jean Bruché&si". [Lectures, nouv. sér., vq}. 4, no 3,
ler oct. 1957, pp. 35-36. ( N

|

|

Cook, Ramsay. "L'historien e '1 nationalisme, le cas Michel Brunet".
Cit& Libre, l1l5e année, no. jan. 1965, pp. 5-14, -

Daviéult, Pierre. "Présentation de #. Maurice Lamontagqgﬂ// Société
Royale du Canada, no 12, 1957-1958, pp. 37-44.

Deshais, Bruno. "Québec Canada anglais. Deux inté&raires, un affronte-
ment". Revue d'histoire de 1'Amérique francgaise, vol. 22,
no 4, mars 1969, pp. 625-633, )

Dion, L. "Le nationalisme pessimiste: sa source, sa signification,
sa validité". Cité Libre, no 18, nov. 1957, pp. 3-18,

Dugas, G. . "L'Hon. M. Joseph Royal". la Revue canadienne, vol. 42,
oct. 1902, pp. 2837293. . .




g 113

Groulx, Lionel. "Canadians et Canadiens. Etude sur l'histoire
) et la pensée des deux Canadas”". Reuve d'histoite de
- 1'Amérique francaise, vol. 9, no 1, juin-1955, pp. 120-129.

Kwavnick, David (ed.). The Tremblay Report, Report of the Royal

Commission of Inquiry on Constitutional Problems. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart, 1973.

L&ger, Jean-Marc. "Nos &crivains: Robert Rumilly”. Notre temps,
24 jap. 1948, pp. 1-4.

Levitt, Josephd) ™"Robert Rumilly, historien des relations franco-
phones et anglophones depuis 1867 jusqu'a l'industriali-

sation du Qudbec". Recherches sociographiques, vol. 15,.
no 1, 1974, pp. 57-76.

Mauriault, Olivier. "ARegidius Fauteux”. Proceedings and Trans-

actions of the Royal Society of Canada, 3 ser., vol. 35,
1941, pp. 103-111.

' .
. Lid .
L i i e i bt SR e e T e ———l

Ouellet, Fernand. "M. Michel Brunet et le probléme de la Conguéte".
Bulletin des recherches historiques, vol. 62, no 2, avril-
mai-juin 1956, pp. 92-101,

"présentation de M. Jean Hamelin". Sociét& Royale du
Canada, no 28, 1972-1973, pp. 29-31.

[

Prudhomme, L.A. "L'honorable Joseph Royal - Sa vie -~ Ses oeuvres".

Proceedings and Transactions of the Royal Society of Canada,
2 ser,, vol. 10, 1904, pp. 3-24.

Saint-Maurice, Faucher de. "Louis Turcotte”. Proceedings and

Transactions of the Royal Society of Canada, vol. 1, 1882-
1883, pp. 111-118.

Vaugeois, Denis. "Les Canadiens aprés la conquéte, 1759-1775, de
la révolution canadienne & la ré&volution américaine". Revue
d'histoire de 1'Amérique frangaise, vol. 24, no 3, déc. 1970,
pp. 420-427.

B. Geggral

Berger, Carl. The Writing of Canadian Historv: aspects of English-
Canadian historical writing, 1900-1970. Toronto: Oxfoxd
University Press, 1976.

)

Cook, Ramsay. "French Canadian Interpretations of Canadian History".

Journal of Canadian Studies, vol, 2, no 2, May 1967, pp.
3-17. ,

~




114

"Introduction" in Confederation essays by D.G. Creighton
et al., Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1967,
PP. vii-xiii. -

ome French Canadian Interpretations of the British
Congu i un Quatri@me Dominante de la Pensée Canadienne-
Frangaise"\ Canadian Historical Association Report, 1966,

. Pp. 70-83. N

Fautqux, Aegidiug. "Cingquante ans d'histoire au Canada franqais".
' Fifty Years of Retrospect, Ottawa: Royal Society of Canada,
1932, pp. 37-45. — :

Gagnon, Serge. “"HistB®iographie canadienne ou les fondements de la
conscience nationale" in André Beaulieu, Jean Hamelin et
Benoit Bernier, Guide d'histoire du Canada. Québec: Les
Presses de l'Universit€& Laval, 1969, pp. 3-61.

"La nggjre et ‘le rBle de 1l'historiographie - Postulats pour

une sociodlogie de la connaissance historigue". Revue
d'histoirede 1l'Amérique francaise, vol. 26, no 4, mars
1973, pp. 4%9-531.

. "Pour une constdience ﬁistorique de la ré&volution
québécoise". Cité LT + lbe année, no 83, jan. 1966,

Pp. 4-19. .

- Le Québec et ses historiens de 1840 & 1920, la Nouvelle-
France de -Garneau & Groulx. Québec: Presses de l'Université

Laval, 1978.\ -

Mandrou, Robert. "L' istofiographie canadienne frangaise: bilan
et perspective". Canadian Historical Review, vol. 51, no 1,
March, 1970, pp. 5-20.

McConica, J.K. “"Kingsford and Whiggery in Canadian History".
Canadian Historical Review, vol. 40, no 2, June 1959, pp.
108-120.

Ouellet, Fernand. "Historiographie canadienne et nationalisme".
MEmoires de la Soci&té Royale du Canada, 4 ser., vol. 13,
1975, pp. 25-30.

savard, Pierre. "Un gquart de si3cle d'historiographie qué&bécoise,
1947-1972". Recherches sociographiques, vol. 15, no 1,
1974, pp. 77-96. - :

. "Sept ans de production historique au Canada frangais
1961-1968". Livres et auteurs canadiens, 1968, pp. 158-
166.




_Allen, Patrick. "Confé&dération canadienne: bibliographie sommaire".

, | - T 115

Windsor, K.W. "Historical Writing in Canada to 1920", in Carl
Frederick Klinck (gen. ed.), Literary History of Canada:
Canadian Literature in English (2 ed.), vol. I. Teronto:'
University of Toronto Press, 1977, Pp. 222-264.

Winks, Robin William. "Canada" in Robin W. Winks (ed.), Hlstorlo—
graphy of the British Empire ~ Commonwealth; trends,
interpretations and resources. Durham, N.C.: Duke
University Press, 1966, pp. 69-136.

-

IV General Reference

& ﬂ

" Revue d'histoire de l'Amér;qﬁe frangaise, vol. 21, no 3a,
1967, pp. 697-719. I

Beard, Charles Ahbstin. An Egonomlc Interpretation of the Constitution !
of the United States;\with new introduction. New York: |
Macmillan, 1960. ’

British North America Acts: 1867-1915. Ottawa: Tach&, 1917..

Choquette, Robert. Language and Religion: a Hlstory of English-
French Conflict in Ontario. Ottawa: University of Ottawa
Press, 1975.

Dray, William Herbert. Philosophy of History. Englewood Cliffs,
N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1964. ‘

Innis, Harold Adams, The Fur Trade in Canada: an introduction to
Canadian economic history, (rev. ed.). Toronto: University
of Toronto Press, 1956.

Internatlonal Encyclopedia of the Soc1aL,501ences, 1972 ed., New
York: Macmillan, 1972. :

Keynes, John Maynard.  The General Theory of Employment, Interest
and Money. New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, 1936 .

Skelton, Oscar D. The Railway Builders, vol. 32, of George M. Wrong

and H.H. Langton {(ed.), Chronicles of Canada. Toronto:
Glasgow, Brook, 1916.

Walsh, William Henry. Philosophy of History, an introduction. (3rd
rev. ed.). ' New York: Harper & Row, 1967. \






