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PREFACE 

This study sets forth some of the information available 

on the "Development of Agriculture in Canada during the XVIth and 

XVIITH centuries" and attempts to analyse the various causes which 

prevented Agriculture from occupying, from the very first, the place 

which it deserved in the Canadian community. 

Many historians, most of them truly great historians, 

have traced step by step the early beginnings of our country and 

of our people. Very few of them, if any, have ever attempted to 

make a more or less systematic study of the development of the 

agricultural industry which has become the foundation of our 

Canadian economy. The reason for this apparent neglect on the 

part of historians is simply the fact that those, in whose hands 

rested the destinies of the young country, gave their whole atten­

tion to other things and agriculture always occupied the unenviable 

position of poor relative. It can truly be said that aside from a 

few sporadic efforts on the part of three or four men of vision, 

agriculture in Canada has been subject to more hostility than en­

couragement and has grown in spite of those whose duty it was to 

give it the attention it deserved. 

In this essay will be found a conscientious effort to 

bring together all the information available on the subject. This 

information was gathered largely from the various documents kept 

in the National Archives at Ottawa, and also, from the early 
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censuses of New France which, so far as agriculture is concerned, 

have remained an almost totally unexplored territory. 

The correspondence between the king, the French Minis­

ters and the Governors and Intendants, supplies a certain amount 

of information which makes it possible to form a fairly good 

opinion of the attitude of these people towards the building up 

of a strong agricultural industry. Through the course of this 

work, no attempt has been made to give a litteral translation 

of these documents which are all written in old French, but the 

writer has been very careful to translate the exact meaning of 

the documents into modern English. 

This study is neither a History of France nor a His­

tory of Canada, yet the reader will find, in two separate chap­

ters, a brief resume of the principal events which took place 

in the two countries during the period under review. This may 

appear odd to the casual reader, but there is such an intimate 

relation between these events and the development of agricul­

ture in Canada, or rather its lack of development, that it be­

comes essential for the proper appreciation of the subject. 

While our study covers only the XVIth and XVIIth centuries, we 

have extended these two chapters to cover the whole of the 

French Regime,, because it presents a more complete picture and 

makes it possible to follow the attitude of France to the end. 

The writer has the very pleasant duty of acknowledgingt 

at this time, the most valuable services rendered by his wife 

in the preparation of many tables and compilations, but £bove 
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all for her never failing encouragement during the many months 

of research through several hundred volumes of manuscripts. To 

Mr. Lucien Brault, M.A., of the staff of the National Archives, 

sincere appreciation is due for many valuable discussions and 

suggestions which have been of great value in bringing this 

work together. 

Finally, thanks are due to the Misses R. St.Jean and 

F. Lafontaine who have devoted many hours to the typing of these 

pages. 

If this study, in spite of its incompleteness and many 

other faults, can in some way contribute to create in our young 

people a certain desire to study all the phases of the History 

of their beautiful country, then the many hours of research in 

old, dusty manuscripts will not have been in vain. 

Omer A. Lemieux. 

Ottawa, March 7, 1940. 
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PART 1 

CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

A g r i c u l t u r e p l a y s an impor tant p a r t in t h e l i f e of t h e 

Canadian community. According to the 1931 c e n s u s , 31.74 per cen t 

of t he t o t a l popu l a t i on of the coun t ry was l i v i n g on farms (1) 

and ano the r l a r g e p r o p o r t i o n was d e r i v i n g i t s l i v e l i h o o d from 

i n d u s t r i e s which a r e d i r e c t l y dependent on a g r i c u l t u r e . I t c o n s ­

t i t u t e s the l a r g e s t s i n g l e employer of men, 32.82 per c e n t of t h e 

t o t a l number of g a i n f u l l y occupied pe r sons being found in t h i s 

i n d u s t r y . ( 2 ) In 1933, the a g r i c u l t u r a l wea l th of Canada was 

$ 5 ,563 ,790 ,000 whioh r e p r e s e n t e d 21.59 per cen t of t he t o t a l 

w e a l t h of the c o u n t r y . (3) I t was exceeded only by urban r e a l 

p r o p e r t y . The n e t va lue of a g r i c u l t u r a l p roduc t i on in 1936 (4) 

was $ 690,379,000 or 25.90 per cen t of t he t o t a l n e t p r o d u c t i o n . 

I t s tood f i r s t in the l i s t of pr imary i n d u s t r i e s , and was s u r ­

passed only by the manufac tur ing i n d u s t r y in secondary p r o d u c t i o n 

In 1937, over 40 per c e n t of the t o t a l e x p o r t s of Canada were made 

up of a g r i c u l t u r a l p r o d u c t s . (5) 

The s tudy of the e a r l y developments of an i n d u s t r y which 

ho lds such an impor tan t p l ace in the economy of a coun t ry and in 

the l i f e of i t s people i s s u r e l y worthy of some a t t e n t i o n , no mat ­

t e r how humble t h e s e developments might have been. This w i l l be 

the s u b j e c t m a t t e r of t h i s s t u d y . 
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The majority of historians who have followed the 

development of Canada under the French Regime have given but little 

attention to the early beginnings of agriculture. In fact, most of 

them have been content with saying that France did not encourage 

agriculture in Canada as much as she should have. We must admit 

that the truth of this statement becomes very evident when one 

peruses the formidable list of documents on the French period held 

in the National Archives at Ottawa. It is possible, however, to 

find in the correspondence of the various Governors and Intendants 

with the King of France and His Ministers and in the replies of 

the latter, sufficient information to form a very good opinion of 

the policy, or rather the lack of policy, of the French Govern­

ment with regard to agriculture in New France. 

A great deal of extremely valuable information may also 

be gathered from the censuses of New France. It is not sufficient 

K̂ly known by Canadians that to Canada must come the honour of 

taking the first census as it is known in modern times. It was 

during the winter of 1665-1666 thit Talon took the first census 

of the colony of New France. The population of the country was 

then only 3,215 whites not including 1,000 to 1,200 soldiers 

and30 ecclesiastics and nuns. In 1667, the census was repeated 

and this time included the first agricultural census of any 

country of the world. These enumerations were repeated from time 

to time and constitute a most valuable source of information to 

show the actual growth of agriculture in the country.(6) Through­

out this study many references will be made to these censuses in 

order to show the geographical distribution of farms and of far­

ming areas. 
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The fertility of the Canadian soil was recognized from 

the very first, yet as one reads through the various documents 

which have come to us, it is impossible not to be astonished at 

the number of times that the colony was brought face to face with 

starvation. Those interested in the welfare of the colony were 

in constant fear lest something should happen to the vessels which 

came from France bringing food which could very well have been 

produced within the country. The writer will endeavour during 

the course of this study to analyse the various causes which were 

responsible for this state of affairs. 

The development of agriculture in a new country demands 

two very essential conditions; firstly a sufficient number of 

labourers to cut down the virgin forest and to clear the land 

to make it ready to receive the crops, and secondly, the farmers 

must have a reasonable assurance that they will be able to dis­

pose of a certain proportion of their production at a price suffi­

cient to enable them to buy the commodities which cannot be grown 

on the farm and to lay aside a certain amount that will enable 

them in the course of years to establish their families and to 

provide for themselves a certain guarantee against poverty in their 

old age. These two conditions were always lacking in Canada 

during the French Regime. The Governors and Intendants who really 

had at heart the welfare of the colony were consistently asking 

the Ministers to send more labourers and to provide markets where 
of 

the farmers might dispose^their surplus production. This they 

never received. In order to analyse the causes of this very ob­

vious disregard on the pert of Frence, it is necessary to look 

into the events which were taking place in France at the time. 
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For this reason, one chapter is devoted to a brief 

summary of conditions in France between 1534 and 1760. 

The constant state of war with the Iroquois and the 

English within the colony must also be regarded as an important 

factor in the slowness of agricultural development. While this 

essay does not pretend to pose as a History of Canada, it is 

necessary to mention these facts so as to enable us to see more 

clearly into our subject. One chapter will, therefore, be de­

voted to a summary of the principal events which took place with­

in the colony during the period under review. 

After showing the developments which took place, it 

will be necessary to devote a good deal of space to their ana­

lysis. The study of a period so far removed from our carries a 

certain element of danger. One is apt to use the present as a 

yardstick; to measure the past. Judged in the light of present 

day development, the agricultural growth of Canada must be re­

garded as extremely small, but when one keeps in mind the extre­

me difficulties under which the early colonists were working it 

takes a new physiognomy and fills us with admiration for those 

pioneers who have written a golden page in the history of our 

country. The writer will be extremely careful not to let pre­

sent conditions influence his views when discussing the deve­

lopments which should have taken place during the period. 

The following will be the plan followed in this study: 

Part 1. Principal events which occurred in France and 

in New France during the French Regime and agricultural condition 
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of New France at the time of its discovery. 

Part II. Agricultural developments, covering the early 

experiments and the development proper with a special attempt to 

show the geographical distribution of farms. 

Part III. In this section, we will deal with the va­

rious factors and events which were instrumental in retarding 

the growth of Agriculture. 

REFERENCES 

(1) Seventh Census of Canada, 1931,Dominion Bureau cf Statis­

tics. Volume VIII, page 4. 

(2) Seventh Census of Canada, 1931,Volume VI, page 10. 

(3) See Table 1, Appendix. 

(4) See Table 2, Appendix. 

(5) Canada Year Book, 1938, French edition, pp.541-2. 

(6) It might be of interest to state here that in Europe the 

first censuses, notably those of Prussia (1719) and Sweden 

(1748), date only from the eighteenth century. In France 

and England the first censuses were taken in 1801. As late 

as 1753 the taking of a census was condemned on religious 

grounds in the British House of Commons; a member opposing 

it said: "I did not belive that there was any set of men, 

or indeed any individual of the human species, so presumptuous 

or so abandoned as to make the proposal we have just heard." 

Another stated that his constituents "looked on the proposal 

as ominous, and feared lest some public misfortune or an 
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epidemical distemper should follow the numbering." (See Edge-

worth, a r t i c l e "Census" in the Dictionary of P o l i t i c a l Economy). 

In the United S t a t e s , no census was talcen before 1790. The 

achievement of New Erance in i n s t i t u t i n g what i s to-day one of 

the p r inc ipa l instruments of government in every c i v i l i z e d com­

munity may c a l l for more than passing apprec ia t ion . 
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CHAPTER II 

Summary of the principal events which took place in France 

between 1492 and 1763. (1) 

In order to appreciate fully the conditions under which France 

attempted to settle her American colonies, it is necessary to 

devote some time to the study of the principal events which 

occurred within the country during the period under review. To 

attempt to cover the History of France for a period of over 

270 years in a few pages is a next to impossible task. It is 

not, however, our intention to analyse these events, but simply 

to enumerate them briefly so as to enable us to appreciate more 

thoroughly the conditions under which those interested in the 

destinies of New France were forced to labour. The establish­

ment of colonies requires^ some attention and interest from the 

Government of the Mother Country and a certain amount of financial 

assistance. During the 271 yearr which elapsed between 1492 and 

1763, 154 were devoted to actual warfare, and during the remai­

ning 127 peaceful years, economic situations had to be met which 

brought France to the brink of bankruptcy at least three or four 

times. Table 3 (appendix) gives a chronological list of the impor­

tant events which took place during the period. 

Before 1492 (2). For over a century and a half before the 

discovery of America, France had known many days of anxiety and 

even agony; Crecy 1346; Calais 1347; Poitiers 1356; the treaty of 

Bretigny 1360. To this must be added the desolation of civil war 

and anarchy-- the Kingdom of France was divided between Armagnacs 
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and Burgundians who devastated the whole country while Charles VI 

and Isabeau squandered the moneys extracted from the destitute 

people. Under Charles VII, France knew sojjie successes in the 

exploits of Joan of Arc which ended with her martyrdom in 1431. 

Louis XI carried on the war with the Feudal Lords and succeeded 

in grouping several provinces under the authority of monarchy. 

Wars . While the attentions of Spain, Portugal and England 

were turned towards the Atlantic, France undertook the conquest 

of Italy. While Christopher Columbus discovered America, Vasco 

de Gama took vessels around the Cape and established colonies 

for Portugal, and Cabot sailing for England discovered North 

America, Charles VII and his future successor Louis XII took 

armies into Italy engaging their countries, into a war which 

lasted for over twenty-five years and ended in 1518 under 

Francis I, leaving no appreciable results besides depleting 

the national treasury. 

With scarcely a breathing spell, Francis I, whose ambiti­

on made him covet the Imperial throne of Charlemagne, became 

involved in a war with Charles V which continued almost without 

interruption for the last twenty-six years of his reign. His 

successor continued it for another seven years. No sooner was 

this external war ended than started in France the religious 

wars which lasted for thirty years through tie reigns of Francis 

Charles 12, Henry III, and Henry IV, leaving the country devas­

tated, the people in most abject destitution and the national 

treasury empty. 
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Under Louis XIII and Richelieu, for thirteen years, 

France played on important part in the Thirty Years War. After 

this immediately followed a war with Spain which lasted for over 

ten years and was complicated by four years of civil war ( the 

Fronde). In 1661, Louis XIV took over the government of the 

country and of the fifty-four remaining years of his reign 

twenty-nine were devoted to wars. Between 1715 and 1763 France, 

tinder Louis XV, took part in the wars of the Successions of 

Poland and Austria and ended up the period with the Seven Years 

War. 

This simple enumeration of the wars of France during the 

period, aside from the necessities of financial and industrial 

reconstruction periods which followed, showed what little time 

was left for anything else either within the country or in the 

colonies. As we have previously stated, it is not our intention 

to judge the wisdom of France's policies in Europe, but it is 

not without interest to quote a few words of a French author 

who deals with the colonial policies of France during the period 

under study. " Our colonies were constantly more exposed than 

those of any other country, because of this military spirit which 

forever kept ust for thejflimsiest of reasons and often without 

any reason at all, mixed in all the quarrels of Europe.""the 

French government, which for the most futile reasons of vanity, 

could find armies and treasures to carry on wars in Europe, sup­

plied the colonies with most inadequate garrisons. " (3) 

One hundred and fifty-four years of war out of a period 

of two hundred and seventy years coupled with the incapacity and 
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extr^vagance of Kings and Ministers cannot but have left very 

definite impressions on the economic life of the country. 

It is now our intention briefly to review the economic situatioB 

of France during the period under study. 

Financial situation under Louis XII, Francis I, and 

Henry II. 

In the midst of the Italian war, Louis XII was in dire 

need of money. At first some financial help was obtained from 

Milan, but as the war became general, new sources of revenues 

had to be found. Ordinances of 1513 and 1514 show the extent 

to which the national treasury had been depleted. Taxes and 

borrowings brought all that could be obtained from them and the 

King had to sell parts of the Royal Domain to the extent of 

600,000 livres. (4) To the expenditures caused by the war, 

Francis I added a most Incredible prodigality which made him 

literally throw money away. During his reign the expenses of 

the King's household and of the Court reached 12,000,000 

franc s. (5) 

Every year, the government had to face important 

deficits which were made good by various operations. Thus 

taxes were constantly increasing. In 1517 and 1519, the 

poll-tax amounted to 2,400,000 livres, in 1529 it was 3,260,000 

livres and by 1543 it had reached 4,600,000 livres. Special 

taxes were also levied on various cities and on the clergy. 

Between 1519 and 1544, sales of parts of the Royal Domain 
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amounted to 2,565,000 livres.(6) To the above many other expedients 

were added to either to produce the necessary funds to carry on 

the wars or" for the King's prodigalities. 

Another important factor which exercised great influence 

on the economic situation of European countries at that period 

must also be mentionned here. Imports of silver and gold since the 

discovery of the New World each year increased the amount of 

currency and thereby reduced the power of money/. Between 1493 and 

1520, an average of 30 millions in gold or silver were imported 

into Europe annually. Between 1521 and 1544 the average was 45 

millions, and this figure increased further in succeeding years.(7) 

These imports caused the value of the livre to decrease while tie 

value of commodities rose. 

Taking advantage of a momentary peace, Francis I wished 

to enter into competition with Portugal and Spain for the securing 

of American gold. In 1523, he sent Verazzano to America. In 

1524 and in 1526 two other expeditions were made. Francis I fell 

prisoner of Charles V and was forced, in order to regain his liber­

ty, to make heavy sacrifices. In 1529, the treaty of Cambrai 

gave Francis another breathing spell and by 1534, he sent Jacques 

Cartier to explore those countries where goldjcould be obtained 

so easily. In 1535 and again in 1541 Jacques Cartier visited , 

Canada, but unfortunately for btoth Canada and France no gold 

was found and for sixty years the only interest shown in the new 

country was by fishermen and traders who carried on expeditions at 

their own expense. 
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It is of interest, before leaving this period to compare 

the value of currencies with present day values. (8) The livre 

equalled 4 francs, one sou 20 centimes and one denier one centi­

me 66. Daily wages paid for a mason were four sous and for an 

agricultural labourer two sous. InJcfomparison, prices were as 

follows: one "setier" (156 litres) of wheat was one and a half li­

vre but often sold for as high as 6 or 7 livres; one cask (203 

litres) of wine varied from one livre five sous to four and one 

half livre, depending on quality; a horse was paid from five to 

fourteen livrgs; a pair of oxen from eleven to nineteen livres; 

a cow from five to eight livres; a hog three livres; and a sheep 

one livre. 

France exported wheat to Spain, Portugal, England, 

Switzerland and Genoa when prices were satisfactory and the 

Royal Edicts permitted. She exported wines to England, Scotland 

Flanders and Switzerland. Linens were exported to England, Spain 

and Italy, while salt was exported to England. On the other hand, 

from Germany she imported metals, arms, leathers, wools, furs, 

linens, woollen goods, spices, fish, meats, cheese, horses etc., 

from Italy and the Orient silks, luxuries and arms were imported ; 

from England gold, silver, lead, zinc, leather, wool and fish; 

and from Spain and Portugal currency. It appears that at that 

period ( around 1546 ) France's imports were much greater than 

her exports. 

The new territorial discoveries of Spain and Portu­

gal gave a great expansion to trade but Francis I having no 

navy of his own and never having sufficient funds to build one 
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was forced to abandon trade into the hands of private individuals 

The first efforts were for the purpose of fishing off the Ameri­

can coast and for the purpose of discovering a route to India 

through the Atlantic Ocean. 

After Francis I, Henry II (1547) continued the struggle 

against Charles V and Philippe II for another twelve years to 

end with the treaty of Cateau-Cambresis (1559). For many years 

after this date, the main interest of France was in the religious 

war which brought the kingdom nearer to ruin. Before passing on 

to this period, it is not without interest to sum up in a few 

words the conclusions of Lavisse (9) on the preceding period. All 

the efforts of France and the blood shed in Italy were sterile. 

She eventually lost all the territory that she had been fighting 

for. The Kings of France were mediocre in politics and in war. 

They were unable to find the right men either for the administra­

tion of the government or for the conduct of military operations. 

Apart from a few successes in the northern part of France, all 

this period brought to France was the exhaustion of the national 

treasury and the increase of poverty by the tax levies which 

had reached formidable proportions. 

Situation under Henry II, Charles IX, Henry III, 

and Henry IV. 

We have now shown the situation of France, as she entered 

into a period of civil war which » iasted f o r nearly forty years. 

When Henry III acceded to the throne (1574) tEte national debt 

was more than 100 million livres, part of the Royal Domain was 

alienated, the annual deficit was increasing amd there was no 

money available for the payment of the army. He borrowed from 

private individuals and from cities,he sold letters of nobility 
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levied special takes on the clergy and sold ecclesiastical pro­

perties. (10) 

The municipality of Paris complained in 1575 that the 

civil wars cost the Capital 36 million and the clergy 60 million 

livres. The charges against the population increased daily. The 

psoll-tax which in 1543 amounted to 4,600,000 livres, had reached 

7,120,000 livres in 1576 and 18 millions in 1588. Thils direct 

taxation increased four and one half times in forty-five years. 

0t3her taxes were increased in similar proportions. As direct 

taxation increased, public wealth decreased; lowered consumption 

caused the higher levies to bring less revenue. Very heavy duties 

were collected on botim imports and exports. The rates charged 

were not based on the real value of the commodities but on a 

value fixed by the government. In 1581, the table of values was 

raised to double what it was in 1542 (see previous list) under 

Francis I. To increase revenues, the necessities of life were 

taxed at a much higher rate than luxuries. In spite of all these 

increases in taxes, revenues decreased, a sure sign of the decrea­

se in national wealth. 

Commerce and Manufacture (11) 

Commerce was destroyed by the insecurity of the sea and by 

high taxes. Manufactures ceased operating under the exorbitant 

taxes and the trained labourers emigrated to England and Spain 

where they could continue their trade. Industries once flourishing 

in France lad disappeared altogether and the country was dependent 

on foreign sources of supply. It was proposed to raise the duties 

on Imported.rgoods and to lower taxes on manufactures to provide 
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work for the people and it was hoped that increased production 

would bring more revenues. The abuses committed by tax collec­

tors rendered the whole system of tax collection still more 

odious. Such was the situation when Henry IV acceded to the 

throne (1589). A war with Spain added to the last years of 

the civil war further taxed the already empty coffers of the 

State. New taxes were levied and new loans obtained. For 

l,200,OOo"ecus" Henry IV sold impunity to dishonest financiers 

who were liable to prosecutions for theft. The treaty of 

Vervins (1598) finally brought peace to the harassed country 
TI 

and Henry IV fully described the situation when he said: France 

and I need a breathing spell." 

After the religious wars.(12) 

The religious wars had been general. Bourgeois, 

labourers and peasants had taken part in it and the loss in 

human capital had been great. Sieges, armies, pillages and 

fires had multiplied ruins. Farms and villages were uninha-
and desErted; 

bitedA and nearly every where, land cultivation had ceased. 

All private and public sources of revenues were ruined. Roads 

were in a disastrous condition, bridges were crumbling, and 

the sea where the King had not one vessel left,was infested 

with pirates of all nations. On land and sea, the merchants 

ran the same risks. The clergy had lost three quarters of its 

revenues. The nobility whose lands brought fixed revenues was 

empoverished by the decrease in the value of currency. Henry IV 

resorted to moratoria (1595-1600) to prevent the ruin of many 

noble families. After the civil war, half of the lands of the 



Kingdom changed hands. From the nobility they passed into 

the hands of those who had been able to benefit by the common 

disaster. The peasants were pressed by the Seigneurs to such 

an extent that they began to revolt (1580-1595). The bour­

geoisie was living on its savings, but even these were decreas­

ing because the payments on the public debt were very irregular 

and in 1605 were some 60 millions in arrears. Cities were affect­

ed by the cessation of labour and the misery of the people. All 

manufactures had ceased operations. The wools of Languedoc, Dau-
and 

phine and Provence were exported to Milan<* Florence whence they 

were returned as manufactured goods. France was forced to buy 

from foreign countries woollen goods, linens, shoes, hats, etc. 

Labourer suffered from the closing of shops, unemployment and 

decreases in wages. Unemployed labourers and peasants forced 

to leave the country because of insecurity and misery filled 

the cities with starving mobs. Deaths from hunger numbered 

thousands each year. Under these conditions, epidemics caused 

the death of thousands more. After the war, thousands of troops 

were disbanded without receiving their pay and allowed to swell 

the number of unemployed; they assembled in bands of highwaymen 

who preyed on the population. 

To add to the above, venality was rampant in the va­

rious offices of the administration. From the top to the bottom 

of the financial administration it was nothing but theft and 

disorder so that from the excessive taxes collected the State 

received but very small sums. The Royal Domain was almost 

entirely alienated. 

The administrative disorder as well as the scarcity 

of finances were hard to repair. With mediocre resources Henry IV 
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had to pay immense debts contracted bdith in France and in foreign 

countries at exorbitant rates of interest. The revenues were 

barely sufficient to satisfy the most pressing creditors. 

Another difficulty resided in the fact that the much needed 

reforms had to be operated by those who benefited by the disorders. 

Such was the cnndition of France after the civil war and 

it must be remembered that this was the time when the Marquis de 

la Roche, de Monts, Poutrincourt and Champlain were attempting 

to establish permanent settlements in Acadia and Canada. When 

the mother country was in such a plight what chances had colonies 

which had the misfortune of not possessing readily available gold 

of receiving coherent attention? 

Reconstruction 

The reorganization of government, finances, trade and 

industry required a great deal of a&ility. In this Henry IV 

was greatly assisted by Sully. He it was who pulled the country 

out of financial distress and furnished the governemnt with the 

means of establishing its authority. He entered the Council 

of finance in 1596 and became superintendant in 1600. His task 

was not an easy one. In 1599, Sully estimated the debt of the 

State at 296,620,252 livres of which over 67 millions were due 

in foreign countries. Expenditures amounted to 48,900,000 livres 

and revenues to 30,900,000. therefore an annual deficit of 

18,000,000. In 1604, he undertook to pay in full the monies 

borrowed from foreign powers but at the same time he undertook 

to write down the debt payable in France, an operation which met 

with a great deal of opposition. These reforms were carried 

out at a tremendous sacrifice to the people, but he was able to 

lower the taxes which were so heavy on the peasants, to meet 
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his obligations and to have a surplus. 

Agriculture 

Henry IV took advantage of twelve years (1598-1610) 

of peace to return security to agricultural areas. He strove 

to remove abuses from tax collection and encouraged the produc­

tion of all lines of agricultural goods. 

Commerce 

To encourage the building up of new industries, Henry IV 

repaired the roads and bridges which the civil war had left in 

ruins. If with Sully he did not do more, it was because of lack 

of funds rather than of good will. External commerce was cariied 

on mostly by sea. Of all foreign countries, Spain was the one 

where France exported the most. To Spain she sold wheat to the 

value of nine to twelve millions annually and linens amounting 

tdmore than twelve millions. To England she sold far more thai 

she bought. 

Colonization 

To all attempts of colonization at this time the gover­

nment gave only moral support. It was left to private individuals 

to do it at their own risks. Colonial policies were not'popular 

in France. Sully on this question represented the opinion of 

his day and he felt that great riches could not be found north 

of the 40th degree. The great objection to the colonial esta­

blishments was that no mines had been found. Sully was opposed 

to everything which might cost anything to the treasury. It 

must be said however, that the financial situation did not 
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permit large expenditures. Furthermore, Henry IV had more than 

he could do to establish peace and order within France herself. 

At the death of Henry IV, Louis XIII was only nine 

years of age and the regency went to Marie de Medicis. Concini 

succeeded to Sully and in a very short time squandered the reser­

ves built up by Henry IV and Sully. 

Richelieu Prime Minister (13). Richelieu came to 

power (1624) with the ambition of making the State powerful and 

wealthy. His dream was of lightening the burden of the people, of 

building a marine and of establishing trade. He was first inte­

rested in external trade which if well managed, would make money 

flow into France. His theory was that of protectionism; sell 

as much as possible to foreign countries and buy as little as 

possible from them. " France producing too much for herself has 

need of no one, but everyone needs her." The fact that in this 

kingdom so plentiful in all things the people was poor and unem­

ployed was attributed to the ease with which goods of foreign 

manufacture could enter into the Kingdom. Exports of raw mate­

rials and imports of manufactured goods were forbidden to deve­

lop maritime trade, he proposed to build a navy to protect the 

merchant marine (ordinance of 1629 ). To bring back skilled 

workers into France he ordered that all those employed in foreign 

countries must return or see their properties confiscated. 

Foreign ships were forbidden to enter French ports. Prohibitive 

measures protected the industries. 

To encourage trade Richelieu fostered ĥe formation 
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of companies, who could better afford to take the necessary 

risks than private individuals. The lack of success of these 

companies is the characteristic fact of colonial and commer­

cial history under Henry IV and Louis XIII. Richelieu could not 

be blamed for their failure because he had sacrificed to them 

the freedom of trade. He had given them many privileges, and 

in return had expected great things from them. The aims of 

the companies, however, were not very lofty. They promised 

much more than they could afford to obtain monopolies and 

other favours. These companies never had sufficient capital 

to permit solid establishments, to pass through unproductive 

years, to maintain armies and ships and to establish colonists 

and support them until the day when they could provide their 

own subsistence. 

Financial projects of Richelieu - Richelieu empoverished the 

country, made capital harder to get and, consequently, must be 

held partly responsible for the commercial and colonial fai­

lure. His failure came from the great lack of proportion bet­

ween the object he had in mind and the means at his disposal. 

In 1626, the superintendent of finances D'Effiat stated that 

the State coffers were empty when he took over his duties, that 

part of the 1627 revenues had been spent in advance, that many 

debts had been contracted and that the annual deficit was over 

10 millions. In 1639» the gross revenue was 116 millions and 

the expenditures 172 millions, a deficit of one third of the 

total budget. All sorts of expedients were resorted to 
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to balance the budget. Richelieu was forced to borrow money 

at rates which exceeded 14 per cent. The poll-tax was in­

creased from 17 millions in 1610 to 44 millions in 1642. His 

financial policies provoked riots and insurrections all through 

the reign of Louis XIII. Conditions were such that the pea­

sants, the country over, were in the most extreme poverty. 

In spite of the general poverty of the people, and 

of his constant borrowings to balance the budget, Richelieu 

who in 1617 had very little personal revenue (25,000 livres), 

had by 1634 an annual revenue of over 500,000 livres which 

increased continuously until it exceeded 3,000,000 livres. 

He had also spent millions on castles and properties. Simi­

larly, the expenses of the King's household were excessive, 

Richelieu died in 1642 and Louis XIII a few months 

later. Anne of Austria became Regent during the minority of 

Louis XIV. Mazarin became Prime Minister. 

ghe Government of Mazarin ll 'The financial situation of the 

country was worse than at any previous time. Taxes were fur­

ther increased, money was borrowed at exorbitant rates of in­

terest and poverty was extreme. 

The civil war (The Fronde 1649-1653) added to an 

external war which had been going on for eighteen years, put 

the public treasury on the verge of ruin. There was no money 

to pay the army and the soldiers pillaged the country in order 

to subsist. The poor people were foreed to flee the country, 

and starvation and sickness killed them by thousands. In the 
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midst of all these miseries and heartaches of the people, 

Mazarin multiplied his manifestations of magnificence. Ruin­

ed by the civil war, in the seven years which elapsed between 

the end of the war and his death, he had been able to amass a 

fortune of over fifty millions. 

Louis XIV (15). At the death of Mazarin (1661), Louis XIV 

took over the affairs of his Kingdom. Fouquet became super-

intendant of finances, but was soon replaced by Colbert. 

Colbert proposed that France and the King earn money. 

In order to earn money, there must be trade. He first proceed­

ed to put order into the finances of the Kingdom. It does not 

enter into the field of this study to pass judgment on the 

methods used, but he was able, at first, to decrease the public 

debt. 

Colbert and Agriculture. He undertook the reorganization of 

agriculture. He tried to teach the peasants how to cultivate 

their lands, and proceeded to teach them what they could grow 

best. He imported animals from Spain and England to improve 

the breeds, he distributed seed grains, lowered taxes, etc. 

He encouraged trade in agricultural goods and exports of wheat 

were sometimes responsible for near famines in the country-

Between 1675 and 1683, the Council passed over thirty ordinan­

ces encouraging or regulating trade in cereal grains. 

Manufactures, He encouraged manufactures which in 1663 were 

in a ruinous state. He wished with his manufactures to place 
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France in a position where she could do away with all imports. 

Minerals to the value of one million livres were imported into 

France; he must, therefore, develop the mines. Wars and di­

seases had weighed heavily on the population. Knowing that in 

order to achieve his aims with regard to agriculture and manu­

factures he must first have population, he encouraged early 

marriages, subsidized large families, encouraged immigration 

and forbade emigration. He tried to change every beggar into 

a worker. In 1661, Holland brought yearly into France goods 

to the value of about 25 millions and England 15 millions. 

France had no ship builders. Timber, iron, tar, hemp which 

were imported were very expensive. A ship cost twice as much 

in France as in Holland and henoe shipping rates were higher. 

He adopted a policy of protection for national industry. Ever 

trying to make France self-supporting, he turned his eyes to 

the colonies. Will New France be able to supply France with 

the commodities which she must now buy outside of the Kingdom? 

To this effect, he sent Talon to Canada and we will see later 

what results were obtained in that direction. 

With all his expedients, Colbert did not succeed in 

closing the door to foreign merchants, nor to monopolize the 

trade of the world, because the companies which he formed 

failed. All the same, his protection to shipping greatly 

encouraged the merchant marine which developed. In Canada, 

his efforts were short-lived. The war with Holland started 
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and in 1673 Colbert wrote: "His Majesty cannot send any help 

to Canada this year because of the heavy expenditures that He 

must make for the upkeep of an army of 200,000 men and over 

100 vessels;" and he added"my many occupations last winter pre­

vented me from studying as I would have liked to the affairs 

of this country." In 1674, he wrote to the Intendant: "His 

Majesty, having been abandoned by the King of England, and 

having to keep such a numerous army, cannot have the same 

power on the seas; disposing of only forty vessels Holland 

will soon have complete mastery of all the seas." 

By 1661, Louis XIV had put the affairs of his own 

kingdom in order and was ready to start other wars. He built 

his army and navy. In 1665, a large number of French sailors 

were employed in foreign navies. One great danger was the 

financial exhaustion of France. The kingdom could not suffice 

with its poor fiscal policies to the necessary expenditures of 

the navy, the permanent army, the other necessary expenditures 

of government and above all the extravagances of the King and 

His Court. Colbert by various means was able to increase the 

revenues of the country, but with them he had also increased 

the expenditures. In 1670, expenditures exceeded revenues by 

3,000,000 livres and Colbert realized that the point had been 

reached where the people could not further be taxed. Between 

1670 and 1679, expenditures increased from 77,209,879 livres 

to 128,235,300, Revenues decreased because of the war and 
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Colbert, like his predecessors, had to resort to expedients 

to secure the necessary monies. He again sold various em­

ployments and the Domains which he had been able to reunite 

to the Crown. New taxes were levied and he was reduced to 

the last expedient - mortgaging the future. In 1680, reve­

nues were 61,448,568 livres, expenditures 96,318,016 livres 

and with the unpaid debts of previous years the deficit was 

47,540,092 livres. In 1683, Colbert died and, in spite of 

all the miseries and deficits, he had amassed an immense for­

tune. 

After Colbert (16J. To pay for the King's pleasures, for His 

glory, for His victories and defeats, the government of Louis 

XIV developed the financial administration, multiplied the 

fiscal laws, and finally, tried great novelties without being 

able to escape bankruptcy. To Colbert succeeded Le Peletier 

(1683-1689), Pontchartrain (1689-1699), Chamillart (1699-1708) 

and Desmaretz (1708-1715). In 1683, net revenues were 93 

millions and net expenditures 109 millions as compared with 

74 and 119 millions in 1715. In 1697, at the end of the war 

with the League of Augsburg, expenditures reached 219 millions 

while revenues declined to 60 millions. In 1706, expenditures 

were 196 millions and revenues only 53 millions. To meet these 

deficits all the ordinary expedients were resorted to and in 

addition paper money made its first appearance, and in 1707 

the amount in circulation was 173 millions which in the 
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following years was to lose from 60 to 65 per cent of its face 

value. 

In spite of many new taxes, revenues in 1715 were on­

ly 74 millions and expenditures 119, treasury bills had lost 

half of their face value, the payment of government annuities 

was in arrears and the revenues of 1716 to 1718 had been anti­

cipated and spent, and the State owed more than 2 billion livres. 

This condition was the fatal consequence of the King's extrava­

gance. 

As a direct result of this calamitous economic situa­

tion of France, foreign countries ceased to trade with her, in­

creased taxes decreased consumption to the point where manufac­

tures suffered, the prices of raw materials increased, the mer­

chant marine withered, ship construction stopped and the inse­

curity of the sea caused the decline of fishing on the banks 

of Newfoundland. The repeal of the Edict of Nantes caused the 

emigration of large numbers of protestants. The decrease in 

consumption and consequently in production, unemployment, 

poverty and the necessity in which labourers were of finding 

employment elsewhere caused important emigration in the labour­

ing classes. Textile workers went to Holland, thousands went 

to England and others to Italy, Germany and Spain. This in­

cidentally is the period (1700-1709) when the governors and 

Intendants of Canada begged for labourers and could not even 

get the attention of the ministers. 
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Taxes against agricultural production were heavier 

than they ever had been. Land cultivation was not free, pro­

duction was controlled as also was trade in agricultural com­

modities and to a much greater extent. Exports and Imports 

were controlled so as to maintain low prices. Between 1693 

and 1709 wheat was imported in large quantities. At the end 

of the reign, agriculture had fallen very low. Production 

had decreased because of wars, of exorbitant taxes, of tariff 

reprisals on the part of foreign countries and everywhere the 

farmer was forced to live a miserable life. 

What has been said of agriculture is equally true 

of manufactures and trade which were hampered by similar 

taxes and controls. The condition of roads and bridges was 

such that internal and interprovincial trade was paralysed. 

In 1715, France imported from Spain cereals, wools, etc., to 

the value of 17 millions. From Italy, she imported raw silks, 

hemp, sulphur, etc., to the value of 11 millions. In Africa 

(Algiers)she fought wheat. From the Orient she imported 

cottons, silks, leathers, wheat and rice to the value of 

several millions. From Holland she bought woollen goods, 

linens, sugar and fish. From England and Ireland came butter, 

cheese, fish and meats. 

Louis XIV died in 1715. The general conclusion 

about the reign of Louis XIV is confirmed by the fact that 

monarchy outlived him only by seventy-four years. The 
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continuity of war, the extravagances, the errors of Colbert, 

the excessive taxes sufficient to discourage labour reduced 

this industrious country to abject misery and brought bank­

ruptcy. 

The Regency of the Duke of Orleans and Louis XV (17) 1715-1763. 

In order to apprecia te fu l ly the s i t u a t i o n of France 

a t the death of Louis XIV, the following statement shows the 

f i nanc i a l s i t u a t i o n in 1715. 

B i l l s of a l l kinds 596,696,959 l i v r e s 

Sums spent in an t i c ipa t i on 137,222,259 l i v r e s 

Sums due to c r e d i t o r s 185,000,000 l i v r e s 

Annuit ies 2,000,000,000 l i v r e s 

S a l a r i e s , etc 542,063,078 l i v r e s 

Total debt 3,460,982,296 l i v r e s 

This i s the equivalent of about 10 b i l l i o n s in terms 

of present day currency. 

To follow the many expedients resor ted to under the 

Regency in order to cope with the f inanc ia l s i t u a t i o n would 

be too long, and i t i s su f f i c i en t for us to say tha t they 

amounted to a dec la ra t ion of the insolvency of the govern­

ment. One fact worthy of mention, however, i s the e s t a b l i s h ­

ment of a Chamber of Ju s t i ce (1716) which made a l i s t of a l l 

those who, in the l a s t 25 yea r s , had had anything to do with 

the f i nanc i a l adminis t ra t ion of the country. This Chamber 

condemned 4,410 indiv iduals to refund 219,478,391 l i v r e s . 
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As usual, influences came into play and the amounts actually 

recovered were much less than the above figure. This fact is 

highly illuminative of the conditions which prevailed in the 

administration. 

The System of Law. To this country accustomed to so many 

financial expedients a new one was coming in, the system of 

John Law. A study of this system would be quite long and it 

is sufficient for our purpose to state that after raising 

high hopes, it brought dismal failure. Disastrous as this 

system was to France, however, it rendered valuable services 

to agriculture, industries and commerce, by favouring the 

movement of commodities and raising prices. In 1730, France 

had over 5,000 vessels trading all over the world. The sys­

tem also encouraged extravagances, luxury and speculation. 

The bankruptcy which followed was dishonest and weighed hea­

vily on some and more lightly on others. 

Louis XV and Fleury (18). The extravagances of the Regency 

are well known and need not be recounted here. In 1726, 

Fleury became head of the government. Under him two con­

trollers, Le Pelletier des Forts (1726-1730) and Orry 

(1730-1745), looked after the finances of the government. 

In 1726, des Forts fixed the value of money and this stab­

ility was the main cause of the French commercial prosperity 

in the XVIIIth century. 

Taxes were further increased and due to the econo­

mies of Fleury yearly expenditures, during peace-time, managed 

to remain slightly under revenues. During the period the 
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expenses of the King's household rose from 9 to 14 millions. 

The poverty of the people remained extreme; the money was in 

the hands of speculators, wages were low and prices high. Two 

bad crops in 1739 and 1740 brought scarcity and want to such a 

point that it was said that, between 1738 and 1740, more people 

died of starvation than were killed in all the wars of Louis 

XIV. Fleury died in 1742, and between this time and the end 

of the period under study, the same expedients were resorted to 

in order to finance the war and the extravagances of the King 

and his mistresses and the Government again faced bankruptcy 

after the Seven Years War. 

It seems that a study of the military events of the 

period that we have attempted to cover so rapidly is very often 

nothing more than an "expose" of the vanity and ambition of the 

Kings coupled with the incapacity of the men who directed the 

operations, A study of the economic and financial situation 

of France during the same period is, on the other hand, nothing 

but a long list of disorders, prodigalities and extravagances 

on the part of Kings and bad administration, dishonesty and lack 

of principles on the part of those connected with the adminis­

tration of finance. It was estimated by Senac de Meilhan that 

between 1726 and 1776, 1,719 millions collected through the 

various taxes were dishonestly appropriated by 1,400 employees 

conneoted with the financial administration of the country (19). 

The consideration of this ever so long list of abuses on the 
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part of the government makes one wonder why the Revolution 

took so long in coming. 

The writing of this summary of the principal events 

which occurred in France between 1492 and 1763, is not for 

the purpose of finding excuses for the attitude of France to­

wards his colonies. On the contrary, these various facts 

were related merely to show what a colony, located thousands 

of miles away, could expect from a King and Government who 

did so little to keep their own house in order. When study­

ing the situation in France and noticing the tremendous waste 

of time, money and human life, one cannot help but think of 

the wonders that a very small proportion of this waste would 

have worked in New France and regret the wonderful opportuni­

ties passed up by France in her colonies. However, we will 

have many occasions, during the course of this study, of 

analyzing the Canadian situation in relation to the facts 

mentioned in this chapter. 
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CHAPTER III 

Summary of the principal events which took place in 

Canada between 1534 and 1763. (1) 

We do not propose, in this chapter, to add anything 

to the History of Canada. Many historians whose reputations 

are above question have studied in detail the development of 

Canada under the French Regime with a mastery to which the 

writer does not pretend. It is necessary, however, in order 

to follow the development of agriculture in an intelligent 

way, to give an idea of the sequence of events in Canada 

during the period under study, as many of those have exerted 

a marked influence on the development of agriculture. Our 

purpose is not to analyze these events, but simply to list them 

so that later on we may be able to analyze the agricultural 

development of the country in relation to them. Table 4 

(appendix) gives a chronological summary of the events which 

occurred in Canada between 1534 and 1763 and Table 5 shows 

the growth of population during the period. 

The opening up of a new country to colonization and 

agriculture can be effected only under certain conditions. 

In the first place, the settlement of the new country must 

receive a great deal of attention and assistance from the 

mother-country if it is to meet with any degree of success. 

If the colonists are abandoned to their own resources without 

moral or financial help, it is a certainty that they will soon 

lose courage and the project will be doomed to failure. 
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Furthermore, if colonists are to accomplish successfully the 

arduous task of cutting down the forest and of preparing the 

soil for the production of crops, they must be assured of 

sufficient protection to allow them to do their job in peace 

and quietness. Finally, they must have some degree of assur­

ance that once the land is cleared and in crop, it will give 

them sufficient returns to bring up their families honourably 

and give them a certain protection against old age. Should 

a country reach some degree of development without the above 

conditions being fulfilled, it would be true to say that such 

development occurred in spite of the mother-country. 

Our purpose in this chapter is to relate briefly 

the succession of events to show whether or not the mother-

country did what she should have done in order to fulfil 

the above mentioned conditions. Did France show sufficient 

interest in New France? Did she supply the necessary man 

power and financial support that the new colonists had a 

right to expect? Did she attempt to render agriculture and 

industry sufficiently remunerative to encourage their de­

velopment? These are the main points which we will keep in 

mind in this summary. 

Jaoques-Cartier and Roberval. For centuries before the 

voyages of Cartier, the Basques, the Bretons and the Nor-

mands had carried the whale and cod fisheries along the 

coasts of Newfoundland and Canada. In 1518 or perhaps 1528, 
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(others say 1539) the Baron de Lery, no doubt following the 

example of the Spaniards, attempted the establishment of a 

colony in Acadia. He left for the New World with his colon­

ists, but contrary winds and other obstacles forced him to 

abandon the project after leaving some livestock on Sable 

Island. 

As we have previously said, while the Spaniards 

and the Portuguese were sailing the Atlantic in search of 

New Worlds, the attention of the French government was 

turned towards Italy. It is not until 1523 that, during 

a breathing spell in the midst of the war with Charles V, 

Francis I decided to enter into competition with Spain 

and Portugal to obtain his share of the New World where gold 

and other metals were so plentiful and were beginning to 

exert influence on the financial structure of Europe. To 

this effect, he equipped four vessels which he placed under 

the command of Verazzano. Verazzano left Dieppe in 1523, 

but a storm forced him to seek refuge in a port of Brittainy. 

The next year he undertook the trip with two vessels, one of 

which he left on the coast of Spain and continued with the 

other one which was equipped with fifty men. After months 

of sailing he saw land which he explored and described to 

Francis I. Unfortunately, Francis I fell into the hands of 

the Imperials and was unable to continue the explorations. 

After the peace of Cambrai (1529), the fantastic 

stories built around the discoveries of Spain and Portugal, 
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the need of gold to replenish the empty coffers of France and 

the heritage which Francis I had received from his mother (2) 

(Louise de Savoie) lead him during five years of relative 

peace to attempt the discovery of gold in America. The ex­

pedition was placed under the command of Jacques-Cartier. 

In 1534, Jacques-Cartier left St. Malo with two 

ships. There is no need in this study to recount the navi­

gations of this valiant and able captain. Upon his return, 

he reported to the King the stories he had heard from the 

natives of the country on the immense quantities of gold and 

precious stones to be found further inland. The next year 

he made a second voyage and this time he ascended the 

St. Lawrence as far as Hochelaga. The gold, however, was 

still further and in order to reach this fabulous country 

further navigation had to be made. Upon his return to France, 

Cartier found Francis I at war with Charles V and it was not 

till five years later (Truce of Nice 1538) that it was possible 

to continue the explorations. 

The fact that in two successive trips Cartier had had 

nothing but promises of gold and silver mines started in France 

a movement against naval explorations. Those who favoured 

colonization finally prevailed by bringing forth the advantages 

to be derived from the fur trade, and also that France should 

have her share in the division of the New World among european 

nations. In 1540, Cartier was authorized to organize a third 



-42-

expedition, but before he was able to leave, Roberval had 

obtained the vice -regal ship of the new country with permission 

to establish a permanent colony. Cartier was appointed his 

Lieutenant. Cartier left in 1541 but it was not till the spring 

of 1542 that Roberval was able to leave with 200 colonists of 

both sexes drawn largely from the jails of the Kingdom. In 

1542, Cartier who had spent the winter at Cap Rouge, having 

discovered what he thought was gold and precious metals,rushed 

back to France without waiting for Roberval. Roberval, after 

establishing his colonists went in search of gold, this time 

in the direction of the Saguenay. After a winter of discord, 

disease and starvation the survivors were repatriated. 

Thus ends the first French attempt at colonization 

in America. These expeditions are of interest to our study 

only in so far as they bring out the end which Francis I had 

in view in supporting them. If the purpose of Roberval had been 

the formation of an agricultural settlement or the preaching of 

the Gospel, he would not have selected his colonists from the 

jails of the Kingdom, when, as we have seen previously, French 

peasants and artisans were emigrating into Italy and Spain. He 

would rather have selected these peasants and artisans who 

would have been of assistance in the establishment of a colony. 

The sole purpose of the expeditions was the discovery of gold, 
for 

andAsuch an undertaking, prisoners under close guard are more 

apt to contribute to the rapid enrichment of the chiefs than 

are free peasants and artisans who would have their own fortunes 

in view. (2) The real cause of the failure ?;as that neither 
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Roberval nor Cartier discovered gold and for nearly sixty years 

after this experiment no one in France except the fishermen and 

traders who continually travelled back and forth gave Canada 

a single thought. 

The period between Roberval and the Marquis de la Roche 

(1542-1598) is marked only by the development of the cod and 

whale fishing and the fur trade. Also in 1555 and again in 

1662, Celigny wishing to remove his co-religionists from the 

persecutions which they were subjected to in France obtained 

the permission from Henry II and Charles IX to start settlements 

of French Protestants in America. The expeditions of Villegagnon, 

Ribaut and Laudonniere ended in failures. France preferred to 

kill hundreds of thousands of her own nationals rather than to 

allow them to emigrate and work in a foreign land to the advan­

cement of the French name. 

The Marquis de la Roche. We have seen that after the 

religious wars Henry IV turned his attention to the rebuilding 

of France. The increasing importance of the fiahiing 

industry and of the fur trade was not sufficient to awaken the 

interest of Sully, but not so of many private individuals of 

means. In 1588, Jacques Noel (Cartier's nephew) and La Jaunaye 

obtained a trading monopoly for twelve years. The merchants 

of St.Malo were, however, able to obtain the revocation of this 

privilege. In 1598, the year of the treaty of Vervlns, the 

Marquis de la Roche obtained fro# Henry IV the commission of 

Lieutenant-General of Acadia, Canada and other adjoining coun­

tries. The terms of his commission gave him the privilege of the 
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trade to the exclusion of everyone else. He was authorized to 

take in France the vessels and the men needed-at his own expense-

to build cities, make wars, etc. He left France in the spring of 

1598 with sixty men on two vessels. He landed his men on Sable 

Island where they remained for five years when the eleven survi­

ving members of the expedition were brought back to France. 

Whether de la Roche landed his men on Sable Island while he looked 

for a suitable place of settlement in Acadia and was carried back 

to France by a storm and abandoned his men for five years, or 

whether he brought them to Sable Island purposely to form a mili­

tary colony for the purpose of protecting his monopoly(3) and 

whether or not he supported them during these five years, does 

not matter to this study; the only point of interest is to show 

that de la Roche was ruined and thus ended the second French 

attempt at colonization in New France. 

Chauvin and Dupont-Grave. Wishing to acquire the mono­

poly of the fur trade in Canada and Acadia they obtained In 1599, 

for ten years, the privilege which had been previously granted 

to de la Roche. In the spring of 1600, they sailed with four 

vessels and landed at Tadoussac. There they left sixteen men 

who would all have died of starvation during the winter if they 

had not received help from the Indians. For two more years, 

they carried on the fur trade but made no attempt to establish 

a permanent settlement. 

In 1603, Chauvin died leaving his monopoly to de Chastes. 

To de Chastes, the fur trade was an object of secondary importance 
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but Dupont-Grave whose sole aim was the building up of a fortune, 

was able to convince him that the trade was essential to defray 

the original costs of colonization and prevailed upon him to 

form the " Company of New France " in which many rich merchants 

of St. Malo, Dieppe and Rouen took shares. 

In 1603. de Chastes sent Champlain and Dupont-Grave 

to explore New France. They made a map of the St.Lawrence which 

upon their return they showed to Henry IV who promised to help 

colonization. It is to be noticed that this promise constituted 

the first show of interest on the part of the King or of the 

government. De Chastes having died, Henry IV replaced him by 

the Sieur de Monts and confirmed his commission for ten years. 
took 

The companyAin several other rich merchants as shareholders and 

equipped five vessels, three for the fur trade at Tadoussac and 

for fishing and the other two to transport colonists. For the 

first time, agricultural labourers were brought to New France. 

In other words, this was the first expedition that had not the 

fur trade as its sole purpose. 

The expedition left Havre de Grace in 1604 and went 

to Acadia because de Monts thought that this country was more 

suitable for an agricultural settlement. They settled on 

Ste.Croix Island where during the winter thirty-five persons 

died of scurvy. In 1605, Dupont-Grave arrived with forty new 

colonists and provisions. During this year the settlement moved 

to Port Royal. In the fall, de Monts returned to France to 

secure new colonists and discovered upon his arrival that the 
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mercrhants who had been deprived of their trade by his monopoly 

had started a campaign against the new establishments. Fearing 

the loss of his monopoly he remained in France to look after his 

ihterests and sent de Poutrincourt to take charge of the colony . 

Upon his arrival at Port Royal in 1606 he discovered that the 

colonists fearing abandonment had decided to seek French fishing 

vessels tobring them back to France. 

Just as the settlement began to give some hope for the 

future, the Dutch seized all the furs traded in one year, on 

top of this the merchants of St.Malo, Dieppe and La Rochelle 

succeeded in obtaining the revocation of de Monts' privilege (1607) 

and all the colonists had to return to France. This marks the 

end of the third French attempt at colonization in New France. 

Unlike the preceding ones,this attempt had some chances of success. 

It will be noted that the K}.ng and the Government did not give 

even moral support. It is to be regretted that the King and 

Sully could not bring themselves to show sufficient interest 

to maintain de Monts1 monopoly, which would have assured the 

establishment of the country. 

Poutrincourt. In 1610, Poutrincourt was able to obtain support 

and returned to Acadia with choice artisans and colonists. Unfor­

tunately, the King was assassinated and the intrigues and violence 

which took place during the Regency of Marie de Medicis were felt 

even in the small Acadian colony. Using the influence of Concini, 

the Jesuits forced de Poutrincourt to receive them in the colony, 

and to support them from the returns of the fur trade. His 
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backers, being protestants, retired and Mme de Guercheville bought 

their interests. Rather than unite with Poutrincourt in order to 

further their mutual interests, Mme de Guercheville founded her 

own settlement on St.Sauveur Island and the settlers of Port-Royal 

receiving no- support were reduced to the point of starvation. 

In 1613, the English, using as a pretext the disputed 

boundaries of Acadia sent Argall to destroy the settlement of 
where 

St.Sauveur after which he destroyed Port-R©yal the settlers fled 

to the woods but remained in Acadia in spite of their abandonment 

by the mother-country- The fourth attempt was thus spoiled becau­

se of lack of interest on the part of the government which so far 

had given no material help whatsoever. Both de Monts and Poutrin­

court needed but very little assistance to carry their enterprise 

to success, but they did not receive it. 

Quebec. After the loss of his monopoly (1607) de Monts abandoned 

Acadia and turned his attentions to Canada where he obtained the 

privilege of the fur trade for one year. He equipped two ships, 

one under Dupont-Grave for the trade at Tadoussac, the other to 

carry Champlain and thirty colonists to start a settlement on the 

St.Lawrence. Champlain, landing at Quebec in 1608, immediately 

set out to establish a settlement. In the spring of 1609 he 

joined the Algonquins and the Hurons in an expedition against the 

Iroquois. According to many historians, by this participation in 

the war Champlain unwittingly became responsible for the Iroquois 

wars which lasted for almost a century. In the fall he returned 
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to France to find that de Monts was unable to obtain a renewal of 

his privilege but his Company in the hope of further profits 

sent him back in 1610 with two vessels. Again he took part in 

an expedition against the Iroquois and upon his return to Quebec, 

hearing of the assassination of the King he hastened his return 

to France in order to protect the interest of the colony which 

might suffer from the internal dissensions which were bound to 

follow the assassination. 

The new government established freedom of trade and 

forced de Monts to abandon his projects. Champlain then endea­

voured to assure to Canada the protection of some influential 

lord. He met the (Somte de Soissons who agfeed to become Lieute­

nant-General . His untimely death transferBa the position into 

tha hands of his nephew Conde. This commission gave Champlain 

a monopoly of the trade in the St.Lawrence and created formida­

ble opposition in all the ports of France. In order to forestall 

this opposition, to ensure the success of the colony and to 

regulate trade, Champlain proposed the formation of a Company 

of colonization and trade in which the merchants could join. (The 

Company of St.Malo and Rouen (1613-14). The merchants of La 

Rochelle refused to take part and continued their trade.) For 

a few years, Champlain continued his explorations and persistan-

tly pleaded for colonization which was opposed by the Company 

who thought of nothing but revenues. Finally, the Company 

finding that Champlain gave too much attention to colonization 

and not enough to the fur trade wished to replace him by 



-49-

Dupont-Grave at the head of the colony. The discussions on this 

subject gained so much importance that the matter was placed 

before the King's Council and as a result Champlain was confir­

med in his position. (1619). 

In 1615, the sedentary population of Cahada was 51 

persons all occupied, except the few missionaries, in the fur 

trade with the Indians at Tadoussao, Quebec, Three Rivers and 

Sault St.Louis. This is a definite proof of the lack of interest 

and even of the opposition of the Company to colonization. 

In 1617, Louis Hubert and his family landed at 

Quebec. He was the first white man to seek his livelihood from 

the soil*. In 1620, another company was formed by de Caen under 

the auspices of Montmorency recently appointed viceroy. From 

this moment the fur trade was the cause of continual dispute bet­

ween the two companies and hampered the growth of the colony to 
it 

such a point that the few inhabitants of Canada found necessary 

to send a delegate to place the whole matter before the King. 

In 1622, the two companies were united under the name of " Com-

pagnie de Montmorency ". In 1625, tired of all this quarelling, 

Montmorency sold his commission to the Duke of Ventadour, whose 

sole interest was the conversion of the Indians and totally dis­

regarded colonization. While all this wrangling was going on, 

Champlain kept an eye on the colony, and if he was unable to 

make it prosper as he would hage liked to, he at least prevented 

its utter downfall. Incensed with the indifference of the new 

company, he complained to Montmorency vividly portraying their 
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disregard for this colony which needed but little assistance to 

make it flourish. These complaints came to the ear of Richelieu 

who had just recently came to power and who decided to intervene. 

Strong colonies entered into his scheme for the power which he 

dreamt of giving to France. 

The government, however, being unable to do anything for 

the colony, it was necessary to give commercial privileges to 

companies who would undertake to look after colonization. Knowing 

through the complaints of Champlain, the sad state of affairs in 

Canada,he resolved to form an association which would have suffi­

cient capital to sustain the necessary expenditures of emigration 

and of inevitable wars. But trade is the main motive which 

attracts to such enterprises, the personal interest of the share­

holders being more important than any other. He tried to give 

this Association higher aims by giving it almost royal authority. 

To put an end to the rivalry which had caused so much damage in 

the past he wanted to establish unity of power. Having revoked 

the former company and obtained the resignation of Ventadour he 

created (1627) the "Company of New France" or"Hundred Associates" 

and to it he granted New France, Acadia and Florida. Thus the 

colony again passed into the hands of a commercial company which 

could govern the country according to its own wishes and had a 

complete monopoly of trade, whale and cod fishing excepted, for 

a period of fifteen years on condition that during this time they 

would transport at least four thousand colonists of both sexes 

and attend to their permanent establishment. 

In 1628, four vessels were equipped and some four hun­

dred persons embarked at Dieppe. Unfortunately the ships fell 
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into the hands of Kirke in the Gulf of St.Lawrence and the small 

Quebec colony (76 persons in 1628) was left facing starvation. 

The next year (1629) Champlain, all his supplies exhausted, deli­

vered Quebec into the hands of Kirke. All but five families, for­

ming about thirty persons, returned to France. 

Thus ends the first part of the History of Canada, and 

so far as the colony is concerned it can be summed up in very few 

words; total lack of interest on the part of the government in 

colonial policies (Sully) and the country at the mercy of commer­

cial companies whose shareholders were.farrmore,interested in get­

ting returns for their money than in building up a strong colony 

for France. During the whole period (1596-1629) all these compa­

nies had been able to do, was to bring a few colonists, not to 

build settlements but to trade for them. In 1629. all France 

could show in America was 85 people in Quebec, and in Acadia what 

was left of the few men who scattered in the bush in 1613 when 

the English destroyed Port-Royal. This does not constitute a 

record to be proud of, but it was all that could be expected con­

sidering the lack of interest in France, 

All these companies, regardless of who their shareholders 

were their rank or the obligations that they had accepted, had one 

point in common; that of doing absolutely nothing for the perma­

nent establishment of New France. Regarding the policy of the 

companies in regard to settlers Champlain wrote; " The companies 

having refused to give them the means of cultivating the land, 

have thus taken away all reason for them to become settlers. At 



-52-

the same time, these companies gave out that there were numerous 

families in the country; the truth is that, being entirely use­

less, they served only to count, and burdened the settlement more 

than they helped it. It was quite clear, indeed, that, if any 

condition of necessity or any change in affairs occurred, they 

would have to return to France, owing to having no land of their 

own cleared, though they had been brought too the country fifteen 

or twenty years before by the Old Company. The only family that 

had established and maintained itself was that of the late Hebert; 

but it was not without a struggle that he was able to hold his 

ground, for the Company constrained and compelled him to submit 

to many unlawful conditions in regard to the corn he raised each 

year, preventing him from selling it to anyone, or exchanging it 

with anyone, except the Company, and then at a price fixed by 

themselves. 

.The object in view in all this was to keep the 

country continually in a necessitous condition, and discourage 

people from going to settle in it, so as to have the entire control 

of it in their own hands, and not to allow anyone else to prosper 

in it. (4). 

1632-1663. Kirke took Quebec at a time when England 

and France were at peace. Part of the King's Council was of the 

opinion that very little had been lost and that no efforts should 

be made to obtain a restitution. The exponents of this idea used 

as arguments the rigorous climate, and also the fact that its settle­

ment would weaken the Kingdom. The remainder of the Council was 

of the opinion that something should be done, not because of the 
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intrinsic value of Canada, but because of the insult to France. 

This opinion finally prevailed and various actions were taken 

which culminated in the return of Canada to France by the 

treaty of St. Germain-en-Laye (1632). 

In 1632, Raymond de la Ralde, Du Plessis Bochart and 

Emery de Caen took possession of Canada while Isaac de RSzilly 

took possession of Acadia. The Company granted the privilege 

of the trade to de Caen for one year. In 1633, Champlain 

returned to Canada as governor accompanied by some 200 colonists 

and soldiers. The Company having lost heavily during the war, 

soon realized that she could not undertake the expense of bring­

ing the number of colonists called for by her agreement. She, 

therefore, decided to grant lands to individuals who were willing 

to bring people in fulfilment of her obligations. In 1634, 

Robert Giffard obtained a Seigniory and landed with his family 

and several agricultural labourers. Many families then came to 

New France to seek the peace and quietness which they could not 

get in France. Champlain died in 1635 and was replaced by 

Montmagny who landed at Quebec in 1636, just at the time when 

the Iroquois were putting an end to the peace which they had 

signed with the Hurons in 1624. Receiving no help from France 

and with only a handful of soldiers, Montmagny was forced to 

suffer the insults of the Iroquois. The Company continued her 

policy of granting large Seigniories in return for a promise 

from these individuals to bring colonists. In 1640, the Society 

of Montreal obtained the Island of that name and undertook to 

establish a model colony. In 1641, fifty colonists arrived 

under the command of Maisonneuve. Fearing for their safety -

Montreal being in the path of the Iroquois - Montmagny attempted 

to settle them on the Island of Orleans, but Maisonneuve 
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refused and left for Montreal in the spring of 1642. New colo­

nists came to strengthen this colony in 1643 and 1644. 

It is unfortunate that so small a number of colonists 

should have spread over such a wide area, rendering the problem 

of their protection next to impossible. In 1644, the population 

was only in the neighbourhood of 500 divided between Quebec, 

Montreal and Three Rivers. Seeing the incapacity of the French 

to defend themselves, the Iroquois became bolder and began to 

prowl under the very forttof Quebec and to harass the colony on 

all sides. Unable to punish this insolence nor to protect the 

colony and its allies, because of the lack of an adequate army, 

Montmagny was forced to seek a peace treaty which was signed in 

1645. The Company which had suffered severe losses (1,200,000 

livres ) during these struggles which ruined her trade, took 

advantage of the peace to transfer the fur trade to the "Compa-

gnie des Habitants" which undertook the fulfilment of her obli-
their 

gations. In 1646, the Iroquois resumed *depredations against the 

Hurons. allies of the French. During this Indian war, New England 

proposed a commercial treaty with New France (1647-8) to be in 

effect whether the mother countries were at peace or at war --

a similar treaty had just been signed with Acadia. New France was 

willing to accede providing New England would join in an offen­

sive against the Iroquois. The New Englanders. unwilling to face 

the risk of having the Iroquois against them refused the proposition 

In 1648 M. d'Ailleboust de Coulonges succeeded to Mont­

magny as governor. He in turn was succeeded by Lauzon in 1651. 
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Lauzon showed very little talent as governor, and the Iroquois 

emboldened 3̂T their successes in the Great Lakes region attacked 

the French settlements. Massacres were perpetrated at Three 

Rivers (1652) and the surrounding country was ruined. Save for 

a short interruption in 1653-4, the war continued until the 

victory of Tracy in 1667. The losses to the colony amounted to 

about 200 persons, but this number is very great when taken in 

relation to the total population. The fact that every colonist 

killed represented the head of one family and thus decreased 

the natural increase added a great deal of importance to the 

number of victims. 

In 1661, d'Avaugour was appointed to replace d'.Argenson 

as governor. Impressed by the beauty and by the possibilities 

of this new country he undertook to plead the oause of Canada. 

In a memorandum to the King he pointed out the sad state of the 

colony and its needs, Three thousand men were needed to invade 

the Iroquois countoy failing these six hundred colonists. 

Louis XIV impressed by this memorandum and by the representations 

of Pierre Boucher, (1661) sent by d'Avaugour to plead the cause 

of Canada, ordered that one hundred men be sent immediately and 

three hundred more the next year. 

As we have seen, during the last thirty years the colo­

nists had had to sustain a continual war against the Iroquois 

the very nature of which was sufficient to discourage immigration 

and development. Added to the abuses of the Company of New 

France and later of the "Compagnie des Habitants" and the dissen--
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sions between the governors and the Bishop and the Jesuits which 

culminated in the recall of d'Avaugour greatly impeded the deve­

lopment of the colony. 

In Acadia, this period was noted only for a series of 

struggles which reminded one of the Old French Feudal wars. The 

Company of New France, realizing its inability to fulfil the 

terms of its commission was sstisfied to grant the country to 

individuals who promised to bring in colonists. The men who had 

scattered through the forest when the English destcoyed Port 

Royal (1613) were still there, reinforced by traders and adven­

turers, under the command of Charles de la Tour who held a grant 

from Louis XIII. In 1632, the Company granted a concession to 

Isaac de Razilly who brought 300 men. He died in 1635, and the 

command fell into the hands of his lieutenant d'Aulnay de Charnisay. 

There is no need to mention here the feud between Charnisay and 

La Tour followed by Le Borgne. except to say that the English 

seized this opportunity to take the country which was not to be 

returned to France till after the treaty of Breda in 1667. 

Thus ends another chapter in the History of Canada 

marked by the continuous wars that the colonists had to sustain 

and by a total lack of interest on the part of France. The Com­

panies were more interested in the trade than in the welfare of 

the colony, and the government was too listless to see that their 

obligations were fulfilled or to give the small support asked by 

Champlain and later &'Avaugour and which would have assured the 

progress of the colony. It must however, be said that the 
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representations of d'Avaugour enentually lead to the dissolution 

of the Company of New France and to the establishment of a new 

form of government. 

Vioe-regal government.(1663-1713) To establish the new form of 

government, Louis XIV sent M. de Mezy who arrived in Canada in 1663 

with 100 families. The Sovereign Council was established the same 

year. The King wanting to smooth over the difficulties between 

the clergy and the governors had left the selection of this gover­

nor to the Bishop and the Jesuits. The truce, however, was going 

to be very short lived. As we have seen in the preceding chapter, 

Colbert had just succeeded to the ministry (1661). We have seen 
in 

the views which he held,regard to the reconstruction of France. 

Like Richelieu, he thought that strong colonies were necessary 

to France and in consequence he was interested in the coloniza-

of New France. He resolved to send 300 men each year for ten 

years, and to place them with farmers where they would learn 

their trade before they were given lands of their own. Convinced 

that the first thing to do was to bring the Iroquois into submis­

sion, he proposed in 1663, to send 2,000 soldiers, who would be 

allowed to settle in New France after the war, Instead of the 

soldiers, only 300 colonists were sent, 75 of whom stayed at 

Plaisance and 159 landed at Quebec, the others having died on the 

way. In 1664, the country was conceded to the West Indies Com­

pany, and Canada again found itself under a trade monopoly. 

In the early years, the Companies brought to Canada 

all the food and other commodities needed by the settlers ant for 
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the fur trade. Currency was not known, and there was really 

no great need for it. With the development of the country, 

such as it was, a new problem arose. A few farmers began to 

produce more goods than they needed for their own subsistence, 

and in order to enoourage the development of agriculture it would 

have been advisable for the government to buy the surpluses. In 

1664, the Sovereign Council begged Colbert to send men and money 

instead of goods, as trade was impeded because of the scarcity 

of currency particularly since the price of beaver had been lower­

ed in France. 

Troubles again flared up between the governor and the 

clergy and in 1665, Louis XIV sent M. de Courcelle to replace 

Mezy and with him he sent Talon as Intendant. The Court finally 

convinced of the necessity of reducing the Iroquois sent Tracy 

with a regiment. In 1665, Talon and Courcelle arrived with a 

large number of families, artisans, labourers, etc., and Tracy 

with about 1,300 soldiers. Tracy immediately turned his atten­

tion to the Iroquois and after a series of expeditions in which 

the Canadian militia took part, brought about, in 1667, a peace 

treaty which lasted for eighteen years. 

While Tracy was occupied with the Iroquois, Talon took 

in hand the organization of the internal administration. Trained 

by Colbert; he immediately dreamt of a vast French Empire in 

America. He reported to the King that trade should be made free 

to all colonists, and brought out the failings of the Company. 

He proposed the conquest of New England and of New Holland to 

consolidate the colony. He asked for more colonists (5), to which 
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Colbert answered that it would not be wise to depopulate France 

in favor of Canada and immigration must be slow and gradual. He 

turned his attention to agriculture and industry and opened up 

trade with the West Indies. With the exception of one year in 

France (1668) he stayed in the colony until 1672. During his 

administration the population of the colony more than doubled. 

Having received definite instructions from the King, and from 

Colbert regarding the temporal authority of the Jesuits,he got 

into difficulties which made him ask for his recall. It can be 

truly said that after Champlain he was the only representative of 

France who had at heart the welfare of the colony, but even he 

could not find in the French Government the co-operation which 

would have placed New France on a solid foundation. 

In sending into the colony an Intendant whose duties 

were close to those of the Governors, Louis XIV and Colbert, had 

created a situation which was bound to cause difficulties. Talon 

suffered from the jealousy of Courcelle and fearing that he and 

Frontenac, who replaced Courcelle in 1672. would not be able to 

get along he asked for his recall. These difficulties between 

Governors and Intendants were to recur consistently throughout 

the remainder of the French Regime. 

Frontenac worked to establish good government in the 

colony, but in so doing made many enemies. He got into difficul­

ty with everybody. He encouraged explorations and trade and 

built forts in the western country. Difficulties with Duehesneau 

and the Bishop over the liquor trade brought about his and Duehes­

neau' s recall in 1682. 
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La Barre (1682) and Denonville (1685) who followed Frontenac as 

Governors were noted partirularly for their incapacity to cope 

with the situation. The Iroquois, now encouraged by the New 

Englandersv who wanted their share of the fur trade, again de­

clared war. Louis XIV now occupied with the war against the 

protestants could not give the necessary assistance and de la 

Barre signed a dishonourable peace treaty which was responsible 

for his recall, Denonville was also unable to stop the Iroquois 

who spread destruction in the colony. 

Frontenac was sent for a second time (1689) and found 

the Iroquois situation complicated by a european war which was 

to have its repercussions in America. Besides the Iroquois, he 

had to fight the English. In vain he asked for support from 

France and while the English attacked Quebec, the Iroquois con­

tinued their depredations. Frontenac was able in 1696 to give 

the Irowuois the fatal blow which brought them to terms, even 

though the peace treaty was not signed till two years after his 

death (1701). His temperament and his interest in both the fur 

and the liquol trades had made him many enemies. 

The treaty of Ryswick (1698) brought peace to the 

harassed colony, but it was to be of short duration and the 

war of the Spanish Succession also had its repercussion in 

America. Between 1702 and 1713, Canadians were constantly on 

the alert. The treaty of Utrecht was finally signed (1713) 

ceding Newfoundland, the Hudson Bay and Acadia to England, but 

brought Canadianis a much needed rest. This period had but very 

little peace for the Canadians and as in previous periods their 
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abandonment to their own resources was almost complete, except 

for the period from 1663 to 1672. 

It is now necessary to go back a number of years in 

order to follow the development of trade. We have seen how the 

Company of New France after heavy losses had passed its privilege 

over to the "Compagnie des Habitants" (1645). This Company in 

turn got into such difficulties that in 1662 it faced bankruptcy. 

In 1664, the monopoly was granted to the West Indies Company. 

This monopoly received a great deal of opposition. The Sovereign 

Council intervened to fix prices but to no avail Tintil in 1666, 

the King forced the Company to reestablish the freedom of trade. 

In 1674, the debts of the Company amounted to 3,523,000 francs 

and Louis XIV, on the advice of Colbert, reimbursed the sharehol­

ders, took over the debt and reestablished the freedom of trade 

under certain conditions. The price of furs was fixed but payment 

was made in goods and Oudiette (he had bought the privilege for 

seven years) who was the sole buyer indirectly lowered the price 

by raising the price of goods. As a result, the Indians began to 

take their furs to the English who paid much more for them. This 

situation lasted till 1700 when Canadians made representation 

to the King to stop these abuses. 

We have also seen that in 1664, the Council had asked 

that money be sent for part of the subsistence of the troops so 

as to bring currency into the colony. In 1671, Talon in a memo­

randum to the King (6) asked for the creation of a special currency 

for Canada in order to encourage trade. By 1690, agricultural 
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production had increased, the lumber trade had also gained some 

importance and the colony suffered from the lack of currency. The 

moneys sent for the payment of the army and of public expenditures 

did not come till July or August. In order to obviate this 

difficulty,in 1691, Frontenac and Champigny thought of the idea 

of creating a card money to serve as currency until the arrival 

be 

of the vessels when these cards would redeemed with bills of ex­

change on the Franch treasury. 

In 1700. after the representations of the inhabitants 

Louis XIV and Pontchartrain thought that the formation of a society 

in which all the inhabitants would be shareholders, would stop the 

abuses. Thus the "Compagnie du Canada" was formed. By 1706, the 

debt of the Company was 1,813,000 francs and it was forced to 

abandon its privilege to Aubert. Neyret and Gayot who for twelve 

years repeated the procedure formerly followed by Oudiette. 

In 1714, the inhabitants held card money and bills of 

exchange to the value of 2,000,000 francs. The French treasury 

was unable to honour these and rather than lose everything, the 

inhabitants had to accept a loss of 50 per oent of their face value. 

The payments were not completed until 1720 and by that time the 

loss amounted to five eights of the face value. 

In 1717, the use of card money was prohibited and the 

Company reverted to the use of French currency at par value. Since 

the value of currency was the same in the colony as in France, no­

body took the risk of transporting it and as a result the scarcity 
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was such that by 1729 ,it was necessary to return to card money 

which then continued in use till the end of the Regime and also 

continued to oause heavy losses to the inhabitants. 

In 1715 and in 1719, Ruette d'Auteuil sent two memo­

randa to the Regent on the abuses of the system and on the faults 

of the government. The governors and intendanty. he charged, 

were creatures of the ministers who tried to turn everything in 

the tfcblony to their own personal advantage. Their personal 

interest in the fur trade was responsible for the abuses of the 

"conges" (permissions to individuals to go into the Indian country 

for the trade) which deprived the colony of the flower of its 

manhood. The French Government ignored these memoranda and the 

system continued. 

1713-1763. After a war of a quarter of a century 

interrupted by only four or five years of peace, Canadians were 

able to put away their fire-arms and to return to their fields. 

Many men had died at the war and a still larger number had been 

sent to the forts on the Great Lakes and the Mississipi whence 

they never returned. In spite of these losses and of the small 

French immigration which amounted to a few soldiers and a few 

merchants, the population increased.Vaudreuil who had been gover­

nor since 1705, seemed to wish the reparation of the damages of 

the past but was greatly impeded by the financial disorder of 

both Canada and France. He pleaded in vain for assistance from 

France. He tried to make the Regent see the precarious position 

of the colony^ which had only 4,484 men able to bear armsx and 
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the 28 companies contained only 628 men to oppose to the 60,000 

of New England, but the Regent was too busy with his pleasures 

to pay attention to his voice. The immigration from France bet­

ween 1728 to 1749 would barely reach 1,000. In 1716, he had to 

send an expedition against the Outagamis (800 Canadians and 

Indians). 

Beauharnois who succeeded to Vaudreuil as governor 

(1725) also sent an expedition against them (400 Canadians and 

1,200 Indians). He continued the western explorations started 

before. While the country was at peace, it was visited by seve­

ral calamities. In 1729-30, scarcity was so great that many fam­

ilies were reduced to eat roots and buds in order to subsist. 

In 1732, floods and earthquakes caused great damage and in 1733 

small pox caused the death of a large number of persons. 

Cape Breton (1713-1763). After the cession of Newfoundland and 

Acadia to England, France decided to settle Cape Breton Island 

(lie Royale) to provide a place for the inhabitants of Plaisance 

(Nfld) and of Acadia and also to give protection to her fishing 

industry. Louisbourg was selected as the capital and fortified 

at the cost of 30,000,000 livres. Between 1713 and 1754, the 

population of the Island reached a maximum of about 4,000 per­

sons. This colony received no more help than Canada and was 

always on the verge of starvation. The situation of Cape Breton 

Island cannot better be described than by the following state­

ment: "The first thing that strikes one on reading the corres­

pondence of the Governors and officials of lie Royale, is the 

neglect invariably manifested by France towards the new colony, 
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from its foundation in 1713 down to the fall of Louisbouig in 

1758; then the indolence of the settlers is another point 

which soon becomes evident. In place of seeking their support 

from the soil, we find the people trying to live almost wholly 

by fishing, while the upper class strove to live at the King's 

expense. Fishing with its prompt profits and easy returns -

at that period particularly - first attracted the attention 

and absorbed all the energies of the first settlers on the 

island, for we find M. de St. Ovide de Brouillon, the Govern­

or, complaining to the Minister, as early as 1717, that the 

inhabitants paid but little attention to the cultivation of 

the soil. This improvidence increased with the lapse of time, 

and later on we find the authorities of Louisbourg making 

constant appeals to the Court of France and to the Intendants 

of Canada for help in grain at times when the latter colony was 

in the throes of famine, resulting from successive bad harvests 

and the exigencies of war. It is quite true that maritime 

people have at all times despised agriculture, enticed as they 

are by the easily attained and often abundant yield of the pro­

ducts of the sea, and attracted also, no doubt, by the soothing 

or exciting emotions inspired by the great enchantress. 

After 1722, it is true, when Prince Edward Island had 

been opened up for settlement, we find the population attempt­

ing agricultural pursuits. But the little assistance sent from 

France to the new settlements, together with bad crops and the 
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immigration of Acadians who after 1750 were cast upon the shores 

of the island on one occasion to the number of 1,500 to 2,000 at 

one time, in a state of utter destitution, rendered it impossible 

for the residents even to provide for their own subsistence and 

utterly so to send help to lie Royale. Hence the correspondence 

of the authorities of these two fertile islands, during the pe­

riod from 1714 to 1758, is but one long cry of famine." (7) 

Of the oeriod from 1745 to 1763, there is no need to 

say anything in this chapter beyond the fact that the latter 

date marked the end of the French Regime. As usual the Canadians 

had to face their enemies without the assistance of the mother 

country. 

We have seen in this chapter the conditions under which 

the handful of French emigrants laboured in America. Of the one 

hundred and fifty years which elapsed between the establishment 

of Quebec and the cessation of the French Regime nearly ninety 

were spent at «ar either with the Indians or with european powers. 

We have seen the lack of interest on the part of Kings and govern­

ments who refused to send a few men to build a strong colony. A 

very small proportion of the money wasted at Court would have been 

sufficient to equip and settle a sufficient number of persons to 

build a strong colony which would have been capable of defending 

itself against all its enemies. Had France shown more interest 

in the colony, she would have forced the companies to fulfil their 

obligations, and in so doing, would probably have saved the com­

panies themselves from bankruptcy where they all ended. 
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Internally, the colony was no better off, the governors 

and Intendants, with only few exceptions, either through incapacity 

or through the substitution of their own private interests to 

those of the colony were the very image of the government of France. 

Quarrels between the clergy and the government kept the colony in 

a state of unrest which greatly impeded its growth and development. 

The financial disorders which twice brought the colony to bank­

ruptcy were also an impediment to its development. Last but not 

least, the abuses of the fur trade which took by thousands the 

flower of Canadian manhood to send it to the western posts and to 

the Mississipi greatly slowed up the normal development of the 

country. 

We can now say very definitely that at no time during 

the French Regime did the colony receive the financial assistance, 

the necessary peace nor the moral support which are absolutely 

essential to the development of a new country. We will have other 

opportunities, in succeeding chapters, of enlarging on these 

various matters. 
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CHAPTER IV 

Agricultural state of North America at the time of its discovery. 

The early european explorers upon landing on American 

soil, found the country inhabited by peoples who lived in a most 
a 

primitive state. They were of nomadic habits and lived hand to 

mouth existence. They obtained their subsistence largely from 

their fishing and hunting expeditions, but were also dependent on 

the production of the earth for part of their livelihood.. The 

products which they used commonly grew wild and they cultivated 

only those which nature did not supply in sufficient quantities 

to meet their requirements. These early explorers discovered that 

the new continent was covered with vegetation, some of which was 

similar to the plants they were familiar with, and some of which 

were entirely new to them. 

It is of interest to note that many of the plants 

which are now among the most important food necessities were 

unknown in Europe until after the discovery of America. A 

recent article published by Donald R. Brand (1) of the Departmeat 

of Anthropology, University of New Mexico, gives the results of 

studies made on the origin and distribution of New World culti­

vated plants. In this study the author states: " The archaeolo­

gist, with the help of the botanist, is uncovering and identi­

fying an increasing number of plant remains and reproductions of 

plants in modeled clay, figures painted on pottery, textiles etc., 

Vegetable remains, such as seeds, rinds, leaves, and ejen whole 
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desiccated fruits and root systems, have been recovered in 

greatest number from the arid coastlands of Peru and Chile; and 

from the caves of the American Southwest. These include maize 

kernels, leaves of coca and pacay; cotton lint 

and textiles; rinds, seeds and peduncles of pumpkins and squa­

shes; kidney and lima beans; peanuts, potato,canna, 

Sweet potato, chile pepper Dendrochronology in 

the Southwest and dated inscriptions in the Maya area have 

enabled the archaeologist to postulate an antiquity of more 

than 1,500 years and 2,000 years, respectively, for agricul­

tural cultures in these two areas. As is also the case in 

Egypt and Mesopotamia the beginnings of agriculture in the 

New World apparently antedate by untold centuries or millenia 

the earliest dates that the archaeologist can reasonably 

determine? 

The author continues:"The American Indians made 

use of several thousand species of plants in some form or other. 

Of these, probably not more than two hundsed were cultivated 

to any considerable extent . The Indians seldom cultivated 

other than for edible roots, seeds and greens, since fruit 

trees and shrubs, nuts, berries, dye plants, fiber plants, 

ornamental plants, and medicinal plants were in such wild 

abundance that there was little need for cultivation 

Many of the plants that the Indians found wild in sufficient 

abundance have been introduced into cultivation during the 
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past four hundred years. These have been principally fruits, 

berries and nuts (such as pawpaw, persimmons, crabapples, plums 
raspberry 

strawberry, blackberry,Kcranberry, grapes, pecans, walnuts 

and chestnuts), spices flavorings and drugs ( for example: 

allspice, smilax, vanilla, sarsaparilla, tonkabean and cinchona), 

ornamentals (such as zennias, poinsettias,,many orchids, cosmos 

dahlias and tuberose), and plants of various other uses (e.g. 

sugar maple )". 

"If sedentary agriculture, continues the author, is 

considered a criterion of civilization, then the New World pro­

bably was "civilized" before the Old World, since there is much 

reason for considering maize, kidney beans, pumpkins, manioc 

and potatoes older than any cultivated plants of the Old World. 

The climatic range for maize, beans, and pumpkins is wider 

than for any comparable Old World plant excepting possibly 

barley. The great variety of pumpkins, maize, kidney beans, 

manioc and potatoes cannot be matched by comparable Old World 

plants. There is no Old World plant so dependent on man as 

is maize........" 

"Forty-seven crops (not specified as to species) of 

Mew World origin are listed in the 1937-1938 International 

Yearbook of Agricultural Statistics. In approximate order, 

according to acreage, value and distribution, the most im­

portant are: maize, New World cottons, potato, tobaccos, 

New World beans, peanuts, sweet potatoes, manioc, cacao, 

tomatoes, pumpkins and squashes, chili peppers, sunflower, 
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pineapple, New World grapes, berries and nuts are not 

considered in making the list." 

The above sufficiently shows the importance of the 

plants, cultivated or wild which the Europeans discovered in 

North America. The distribution and the use made by the Indians 

of the above mentioned plants may be ascertained by the reports 

of the early explorers and historians who have given descriptions 

of the country and of the customs of the natives. 

In the reports of the voyages of Jacques Cartier (2) 

we find that on the fifteenth day of June 1534, he landed on 

Brion Island of which he said:"This island is the best land 

we have seen; for two acres of it are worth more than the whole 

of Newfoundland. We found it to be covered with fine trees and 

meadows, fields of wild oats, and of pease in flower,- as thick 

and as fine as ever I saw in Brittainy, which might have been 

sown by husbandmen. There are numerous gooseberry bushes, straw­

berry vines, herbs, etc.," 

Later Cartier said of Prince Edward Island (Cape 

Kildare and North Point ): "The soil where there are no trees is 

also very rich and is covered with pease, white and red, goose­

berry bushes, strawberries, raspberries " (2). On Tuesday 

July 7, 1534, Cartier entered Chaleur Bay of which he said: "There 

is not the smallest plot of ground bare of wood, and even on 

sandy soil, but is full of wild wheat, that has an ear like barley 

and the grain like oats as well as of pease, as thick as if they 

had been sown and hoed; of white and red currant bushes, of 
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strawberries, of raspberries, of red and white roses and of 

other plants of a strong pleasant odour Here likewise 

grows Indian corn like pease, the same as in Brazil, which 

they (the Indians) eat in place of bread, and of this they 

had a large quantity with them. Furthermore they have plums 

which they dry far the winter as we do; also figs, nuts, pears, 

apples and other fruits and beans Of the things they have, 

they showed us by signs the way they grow and prepare them. "(2) 

On his second voyage (1535), Cartier, as we know, 

ascended the St. Lawrence. On September 6, he passed lie aux 

Coudres where "the soil is rich and fertile and the island is 

covered with several species of fine large trees Amongst 

others we found many hazel-bushes, loaded with hazel-nuts as 

large as ours and better tasting though a little more bitter." 

On September 7, they landed on the Island of Orleans where they 

saw some natives "and when they knew who it was they began to 

welcome them, dancing and going through many ceremonies. And 

some of the headmen came to our long-boats, bringing us many 

eels and other fish, with two or three measures of Indian corn, 

which is their bread in that oountry and many large melons 

(muskmelons).n On September 8, they placed their ships in the 

Ste Croix River (St. Charles): "This region is as fine land 

as it is possible to see, being very fertile and covered with 

magnificent trees of the same varieties as in France, such as 

oaks, Beneath these grows as good hemp as that of 
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France, which comes up without sowing or tilling it." 

On September 9, he left with some of his men for 

Hochelaga where they arrived on October 3. They gave pres­

ents to the headmen. "When this was done we marched on, and 

about half a league thence, found that the land began to be 

cultivated. It was fine land with large fields covered with 

the corn of the country, which resembles Brazil millet, and 

is about as large or larger than a pea. They live on this 

as we do on wheat." Cartier then went on to explain how 

they bake their bread and how "they make also many kinds of 

soup with this corn, as well as with beans and with pease, 

of which they have a considerable supply, and again with 

large cucumbers and other fruits." He added, however, "this 

whole tribe gives itself to manual labour and to fishing, 

merely to obtain the necessities of life " Describing 

the people whom he found Cartier added: "They are by no 

means a laborious people and work the soil with short bits 

of wood half a sword in length. With these they hoe their 

corn which they call ozisy, in size as large as a pea. Corn 

of a similar kind grows in large quantity in Brazil. They 

have also a considerable quantity of melons, cucumbers, pump­

kins, pease and beans of various colours and unlike our own. 

Furthermore they have a plant, of which a large supply is 

collected in summer for the winter consumption (tobacco)."(2) 
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In 1606, when de Poutrincourt came to Acadia, he was 

aocompanied by Marc Lescarbot (3). In 1612, the latter publish­

ed a history of New France in which he gave descriptions of the 

country and of the habits of the Indians. On July 23rd, 1606, 

the vessel which transported them to Acadia cast anchor at 

Port Mouton (N.S.) and Lescarbot wrote: "We carried off to 

our ship store of wild peas, which we found excellent." (4) 

Once in Port Royal they explored the surrounding country "and 

as for meadows of which we have not yet spoken, Port Royal is 

almost wholly surrounded by them." 

As we already know, de Monts had left with de 

Poutrincourt orders to explore the oountry to the south in 

order to find a place where the climate would be milder and 

which would be more suitable for settlement. From Port Royal 

he went to Pemptegoet (Penobscot, Maine) and thence to the 

Kennebec where he saw vines for the first time on Richmond 

Island. "Here they were found in great abundance with a stem 

three or four feet in height, as thick at the root as a man's 

fist, bearing fine grapes, some as large as plums, others 

smaller, and so black that where their juice was spilt they 

left a stain." (5) Lescarbot also tells that in 1609, when 

Champlain went on his first expedition against the Iroquois 

he arrived at the lake which now bears his name and there 

found that "at the foot of these (mountains) are fair valleys 

abounding in people, in grain, and in fruit, but this grain is 



- 76 -

that called sometimes Saracen grain, or maize, and not our 

European wheat." 

In his discussion of the customs and manners of the 

peoples of New France, (7) Lescarbot again spoke of the agri­

cultural pursuits of these nations, "The Armouchiquois and 

other tribes more remote, besides hunting and fishing, have 

wheat called maize and beans, which is a great comfort unto 

them in time of necessity. For fishing they make fishing lines 

out of hemp which they have, but our Indians, who do not till 

the ground, barter for them with the French. Our Sourlquois, 

formerly tilled the landj but since the French bring them 

kettles, beans, peas, biscuits, and other food, they are 

become slothful, and make no more use of those exercises." 

In a later chapter (7), Lescarbot wrote as 

follows: "The people of Canada and Hochelaga, in the time of 

Jacques-Cartier, also tilled the soil in the same manner and 

the land brought forth for them corn, beans, peas, melons, 

squashes and cucumbers; but since their furs have been in 

request, and that in return for these they have had victuals 

without any further trouble, they have become lazy, as have 

also the souriquois who at the same time practised tillage. 

Both these nations still have much excellent hemp which their 

land produces of itselfo It is higher, finer, whiter and 

stronger than ours in these parts. Vines grow profusely. 

Our savages also plant great store of tobacco, a thing most 
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precious with them, and universally among all those nations.,,.. 

There is also in this country a certain kind of root (the 

Indian potato) as big as turnips or truffles, most excellent 

to eat, tasting like chards, but more pleasant, which when 

planted, multiplies as if it were out of spite,...They are 

good roasted under the embers or eaten raw with pepper or with 

oil and salt..,.,,...of fruit trees there are few besides wal­

nuts, plum, cherry and hazel-nut trees.......There are store 

of strawberries, raspberries, also in the woods small blue 

and red fruits - dwarf bilberries - small pears, gooseberries, 

etc ..and peas in <*reat quantities alon-j the seashores, the 

leaves of which vie took in spring-time and put among our old 

peas and so it seemed we were eating green peas." 

Champlain published in 1613 and again in 1632 (8) 

detailed accounts of his voyages and explorations. In these 

volumes, on several occasions, he mentioned the various plants 

which he found and also the agricultural practices of the 

Indians. On June 23rd 1603, Champlain left Quebec and anchor­

ed in the River Ste-Croix where he found that "the country is 

fine and level and the soil better than in any place I had 

seen, with extensive woods, but very few fir-trees and cypresses. 

In these parts are found quantities of grapes, pears (probably 

shadbush), hazel-nuts, cherries, red and green currants (goose­

berries) and certain small roots (the ground nut or Indian po­

tato) the size of a small nut, tasting like truffles, which 

are very good roasted or boiled." (9). 
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In 1605, De L̂ onts and C.:anpla".n v/ent on an expedition 

to discover a place more suitable for a settlement. To this 

effect, they explored the coast of the Almouchiquois and "the 

Sieur de Monts went on shore (at Saco River, Maine) to view 

their fields (the Indians) upon the bank of the river, and I 

with him. We saw their grain, which is Indian corn. This 

they grow in gardens, sowing three or four grains in one spot, 

after which with the shells of the aforesaid signoc, they heap 

about it a quantity of earth. Then three feet away they sow as 

much again, and so on in order. Amongst this corn they plant 

in each hillock three or four Brazilian beans, which come up 

of different colours. When fully grown these plants twine 

around the aforementioned corn, which grows to a height of 

five to six feet; and they keep the ground very free from weeds. 

We sftw there many squashes, pumpkins, and tobacco, which they 

likewise cultivate. The Indian corn we flaw was then two feet 

in height, and there was also some three feet high. As for the 

beans, they were beginning to burst into flower, as were like­

wise pumpkins and squashes. They plant their corn in may and 

harvest it in September." (10) Previously Champlain had said: 

"They till and cultivate the land, a practice we had not seen 

previously. In place of ploughs they use an instrument of 

very hard wood made in the shape of a spade." 

The next year (1606) with de Poutrincourt he again 

visited the Atlantic coast where (Gloucester Harbour) " we 

saw some very fine grapes which were ripe, Brazilian beans 
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(peas), pumpkins, squashes, and some good roots with a flavour 

like that of chards, which the Indians cultivate. Some of 

the land is cleared, and they were constantly clearing more 

in the following fashions. They cut down the trees at a height 

of three feet from the ground; then they burn the branches up_ 

on the trunk, and sow their corn between the fallen timber; and 

in course of time they take out the roots, there are also fine 

meadows for supporting numbers of cattle," (11) 

In 1611, Champlain ascended the St. Lawrence as far 

as Montreal and there, "a league from Mount Royal, there is a 

small river (St. Pierre), which leads some distance into the 

interior alongside which are more than sixty "arpents" of land 

which have been cleared and now are like meadows, where one might 

sow grain and do gardening. Formerly Indians cultivated these 

lands, but they have abandoned them on account of the frequent 

wars which they carried on there. And there are many other 

fine meadows which would feed as many cattle as one could wish 

and there are all the varieties of wood which we have in our 

forests in France, with many vines, butternuts, plums, cherries, 

strawberries and other kinds of fruits which are very good 

to eat." (12). 

In 1613, Nicolas de Vignau, a guide, told Champlain 

that he had seen the northern sea. Champlain immediately set 

out and went up the Ottawa River, by way of which, according 

to de Vignau, the northern sea was to be reached. At Muskrat 
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lake he found "a settlement of Indians who till the land and 

reap the maize They showed me their jardens and fields 

where maize was growing. Their soil is sandy, and on that 

account they are more given to hunting than to tilling the 

soil ...When they wish to make a piece of ground fit for 

tillage, they burn the trees, and this very easily, since they 

are only pines full of resin. When the trees have been burned, 

they turn up the ground a little, and plant their maize grain 

by grain as do those of Florida." (13) 

In 1615, another exploration trip was undertaken 

on the Ottawa River. Champlain reached Lake Nipissing'where 

very little tillage is done but where there are fair meadows 

along the lake which could be used for pasturing cattle. Near 

Lake Huron (by way of the French River) he found Indian corn, 

but in small quantity; "and here our savages went and gathered 

squashes, which seemed to us good There was no lack of 

blueberries and raspberries." From there he traveled to the 

Georgian Bay and " here we found a great change in the country, 

this part being very fine, mostly cleared I went to look 

at their Indian corn which at that time was far advanced for 

the season." The country around Lek<" Simcoe "is very fine and 

a well cleared country where they plant much Indian corn which 

comes up very well, as do also squashes and sunflowers, from 

the seeds of which they make oil wherewith they anoint their 

heads. There is abundance of vines, plums, which are very 
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good, raspberries, and strawberries, small wild apples, walnuts 

(butternuts) and a kind of fruit of the shape and colour of 

small lemons and with something of the taste of them, but the 

inner part is very good almost like that of figs (the May-

apple ) •" 

Champlain spent the winter in this country and had 

plenty of time to study the methods followed in clearing and 

cultivating the land. "They clear their land with great diffi­

culty on account of not having proper tools for this purpose. 

A party of them will strip the trees of their branches which 

they burn at the foot of the said tree to kill it. They clear 

up their ground thoroughly between the trees and then sow their 

corn a pace apart, putting in each spot about ten grains, and 

then continuing until they have enough for three or four years» 

provision, for fear lest they should have a bad year." (14) 

Years later, the discoverers of Detroit and the 

Mississipi also found the Indians carrying on some agricul­

tural operations. Near Niagara, "there is a village of 

Senontouans of about ten huts, they grow corn, beans, peas, 

watermelons and pumpkins which do very well," In the entrance 

of the Detroit River there are four islands "where the soil 

is of excellent quality and where there is an extraordinary 

number of apple trees. Those who have seen the apples on the 

ground say that it is covered half a foot deep, and the trees 

are in rows as though they had been planted by hand, on both 
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sides of the river the soil is the best that one can see, and 

covered with beautiful meadows. The Indian women work the land, 

where they cultivate corn, beans, peas, pumpkins and melons 

which grow beautifully. The Hurons who are close to the fort 

cultivate corn which reaches ten and twelve feet in height. 

They keep their fields very clean, one could not see the least 

little weed in them. They also have great varieties of fruit 

trees." (15) 

The above testimonies show that all over the country, 

nature provided a variety of wild fruits which the Indiana used. 

They also indicate that the distribution of the few cultivated 

plants followed the distribution of the population. The 

Indians were of an indolent nature, and cultivated the soil 

only to obtain a few articles of food which nature did not 

supply In sufficient quantities. Their only incentive in 

cultivating was to provide themselves with the necessities of 

life when nature failed to provide them of its own accord. 

They nearly fulfilled in their life the words of the Evan­

gelist: "Behold the birds of the air, for they neither sow 

nor do they reap nor gather into barns and your Heavenly Father 

feedeth them......••(16). 

We have thus seen in this chapter that at the time of 

the discovery of America by the Europeans, many plants which 

since have acquired a very wide usage as human food were either 

used in the wild state or cultivated by the natives. YJlthin 
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America, the natives had transported the plants which they 

were cultivating long distances away from their place of 

origin. Brand in his already mentioned study (1) gives the 

place of origin of the plants cultivated by the Indians. 

Corn (maize), on which the Canadian Indians depended so much 

for their livelihood originated in the Chiapas-Guatemala 

highlands and at the time of the discovery of America it was 

grown from the St. Lawrence to Chile and Argentina. Tobacco 

probably originated in northwestern South America and in 

1534, it was cultivated from Canada to Peru. Beans and pump­

kins originated in Mexico and were cultivated from Canada to 

Chile. The sunflower and the Jerusalem artichoke are native 

to eastern United States and were cultivated from Canada 

to Texas. 

The white man who started to cut down the forest 

and to plant crops did not, therefore, do anything which was 

unknown to the Indians. The cultural methods employed by 

the natives v/ere very crude indeed. The only innovations of 

the Europeans, as far as crop production was concerned, were, 

therefore, limited to the introduction of new plants and to 

the methods of cultivation which remained crude for many 

years after the discovery. 

The Indians, nature's children, lived in America 

a happy go-lucky existence, without any ambition for the 

accumulation of earthly goods. This is so true, that after 
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the Europeans had started to bring them food and utensils in 

exchange for their furs, they stopped the cultivation of the 

few plants which had been their stand by before the coming of 

the white man, 
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PART II 

The Development of Agriculture, during the XVIth and XVIIth 
centuries. 

Chapter I 
Early Experiments (1541-1629); Jacques Cartier, the Marquis 

de la Roche, De Monts, de Poutrincourt, La Saussaye, Champlain. 

So far in this study, we have given a brief review of 

events in France and Canada during the period and also a des­

cription of the conditions under which the Europeans found 

America. We now come to the main purpose of our study namely, 

the development of Agriculture in Canada under the French 

Regime. In this chapter, we will attempt to cover the first 

experiments of the early explorers in cultivation and settlement. 

Jacques Cartier, 1541. 

We have already seen how Francis I, taking advantage 

of a momentary peace, had equipped vessels under the command of 

Jacques Cartier and sent them to America, that he might get His 

share of the New World's gold and silver which already began to 

exert considerable influence on the economic situation of Europe. 

We have also seen how in his first two voyages, Cartier recon­

noitred the country, always looking for the elusive precious 

metals and not in the least concerned with the agricultural 

possibilities of the new country even though he had recognized 

them. It will be remembered that upon his return from his 

second voyage, he found Francis I at war with Charles V and 
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religious persecutions raging in the Kingdom and that he had 

to wait for a more suitable moment to obtain the attention of 

the King. The Truce of Nice in 1538, seemed to bring the 

moment awaited by Cartier, but the sickness which had decimated 

his men during his last voyage and the total absence of gold 

and silver mines had created, within the Kingdom, opposition 

to new explorations. 

Cartier, it will be recalled, had been told by the 

natives that there were rich mines of gold and other precious 

metals further afield. He realized that in order to search 

systematically for them he must have a permanent base in the 

country to serve as a starting point for his expeditions. 

While waiting for the moment when he could lay his plans be­

fore the King, he wrote memoranda in which he put down the 

needs of such a settlement. In a memorandum presented to the 

King in 1538, on the men and provisions for the vessels that the 

King wanted to send to Canada (1), he wrote that "two hundred 

and seventy six men are needed among whom must be six vine­

dressers and six agricultural labourers." Furthermore, he 

continued "it is required to carry thither all kinds and species 

of domestic animals and fowls in the largest possible numbers: 

for the purpose of peopling the country as well as to carry on 

the work of cultivation, and also all kinds of seed grain." 

It is not till October 1540 that he finally was given 

authority to organize a new expedition. While Cartier was busy 

with the preparations for his third voyage, Roberval (January 1541) 
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obtained the viceregalship of the newly discovered country and 

Cartier was appointed his Lieutenant. We do not know what re­

ception the King gave to Cartier's above-mentioned memorandum, 

but we know that Roberval was authorized to obtain colonists in 

France and transport them to New France where he was empowered 

to grant lands. (2). 

Cartier's preparations must have been quite extensive 

as we know that they created a great deal of interest in Spain 

and Portugal. A Spanish spy made a secret report (3) on the 

armaments of Cartier, in which he stated: "They carry also 

twenty live cows, four bullocks, one hundred ewes and sheep, 

one hundred goats, and ten pigs to oause them to multiply in 

the country where they go, and with this twenty horses and mares 

to transport goods for building and fortifying. They carry also 

ready-made carts and the necessary equipment to plough the land 

and twenty agricultural labourers." There is no doubt that this 

report is exaggerated, but nevertheless it shows that mention 

was made of the establishment of an agricultural colony in New 

Franc e. 

Very little is known of the details of Cartier's third 

voyage beyond the few facts transmitted by Hakluyt (4). He told 

us that Cartier left with "five ships well furnished and vic­

tualled for two yeare." The expedition met stormy weather and 

the author wrote that "the lenght of time which we were in passing 

betweene Britayne and Newfoundland was the cause that we stood in 
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great neede of water, because of the cattell, as well as Goates, 

Hogges, as other beastes which we oar led for breede in the 

Countrey, which wee were constrained to water with Sider and 

other drinke. Now therefore because we were the space of three 

mon(e)ths in sayling on the sea, and staying in Newfoundland 

wayting for Monsieur Roberval, and taking in of fresh water 

and other things necessary, wee arrived not before the Haven 

of Saincte Croix (St.Charles River) in Canada until the 23 day 

of August." 

The above leaves no doubt that livestock was trans­

ported on this third expedition^ though the author does not 

tell us how many were still alive when they reached their 

destination. Undoubtedly, many other vessels going to New­

foundland for the fishing carried live animals to supply fresh 

meat, but in this case, the author leaves no doubt as to the 

fact that the animals are "for breede in the Countrey." 

The author further wrote that Cartier, leaving his 

ships at Ste. Croix "went with two of his boates up the river, 

to view a Haven and a small river, which is about four leagues 

higher (Cape Rouge River): which he found better and more 

commodious to ride in and lay his ships than the former." There 

they unloaded "the victuals and other furniture" and Cartier 

sent two ships back to France with letters for the King telling 

Him that Roberval had not yet arrived. He made a description 

of the river, summing it up as follows: To bee short, it is 
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as good a Countrey to plan and manure as a man should find and 

desire. We sowed seedes here of our Countrey, as Cabages, 

Naveaus (small turnips), Lettises and others, which grew and 

sprong out of the ground in eight dayes 

Moreover a man may behold a great extension of ground apt for 

tillage, straite and handsome and somewhat enclining toward 

the South as easie to be brought to tillage as I would desire, 

and very well replenished with faire Okes and other trees of 

great beauty, no thicker than the Forrests of France. Here we 

set twenty men to worke, which in one day had laboured about 

an acre (arpent) and a half of the said ground, and sowed it 

part with. Naveaus or small Turnips, which at the ende of eight 

dayes, as I said before, sprong out of the earth... " 

Thus, the first attempt of France to establish an agri­

cultural settlement in Canada, netted one and a half "arpents" 

of land cleared, which was sufficient to prove the suitability 

of the soil to grow crops. Jean Alfonse (5) in his Cosmogra-

phie completed in 1544x brought further corroboration to the 

above when he stated that "everything that is sown there (in 

New France) takes only two or three days to germinate. Wheat 

grows so well that I have counted in one head one hundred and 

twenty kernels, the same grain as that of France, which Jacques 

Quartier had caused to be sown. And the soil is so fertile 

that if you so it in March, it will be ripe by mid-August." 

We have seen how this first agricultural experiment 

was abruptly brought to an end when Cartier discovered what he 
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thought was gold and diamonds and rushed back to France without 

even waiting for Roberval. One point, however, remains unex­

plained by the reports of the voyages of Cartier and Roberval. 

What became of the livestock which Cartier had aboard his 

vessels? Did it all die from lack of fresh water, was it killed 

by Cartier for food, or was it brought back to France by him? 

One thing, however, is certain and that is that there were no 

domestic animals at Charlesbourg Royal when Roberval landed 

there. We are told that Roberval landed his provisions at Cape 

Rouge at the end of July 1542, and immediately sent two ships 

back to France with orders to return the next year with pro­

visions (5). "After the two Shippes were departed, says the 

author, consideration was had how they should doe, and how they 

might passe out the winter in this place. First they tooke a 

view of the victuals, and it was found that they fell out short; 

and they were scantled (broken up in small portions) so, that in 

eche messe they had but two loaves weighing a pound a piece, and 

halfe a pound of beefe, They ate Bacon at dinner with halfe a 

pound of butter; and Biefe at supper, and about two handsfuls of 

Beanes without butter........On the Wednesday, Friday and Saturday 

they did eate dry Cod, and sometimes they did eate it greene (un-

cured) at dinner with butter, and they ate of Porposes and beanes 

at supper." There is no doubt whatever that had any livestock 

been left there, it would have gone to supplement the above menu 

which certainly was meagre and unappetizing. 
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We know how the repatriation of Roberval and his colon­

ists put an end to the first experiment of France at colonization 

and agriculture in Canada, One can only surmise what the results 

would have been for France if it had succeeded. However, it did 

not succeed and for almost sixty years no one in France except 

the fur traders and fishermen thought of New France. 

The Marquis de la Roche, (1598) (6) 

France, occupied with the religious wars and with wars 

against Charles V, showed no further interest in New France after 

the return of Roberval in 1543. In 1598, immediately after the 

treaty of Vervins, the Marquis de la Roche asked of Henry IV the 

confirmation of a commission already granted him by His prede­

cessor. The terms of this commission granted him the right to 

take possession of the new lands and to grant concessions. They 

also gave him the monopoly of trade and forbade all others to 

undertake, voyages under the penalty of confiscation of their 

vessels. His purpose was to form a military and penal colony on 

Sable Island which was placed as a sentinel on the route followed 

by all the vessels going fishing or to trade in furs. From this 

post he would be able to patrol the seas. 

Whether such was the real purpose of de la Rochev or 

whether he left his colony there temporarily while he went in 

search of a suitable place for settlement and was taken back to 

France by contrary winds, does not matter to this study. The 

point with which we are concerned is that in 1598, he landed 
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sixty persons on Sable Island and that they remained there for 

five years, living on fish and on the milk of some cows which 

had been landed there along with some pigs by the Baron de Lery. 

There is also evidence that these colonists carried on agricul­

tural operations, as one section of the island has retained the 

name of "French Gardens." 

This marked the end of the second Frenoh experiment in 

New France, and if anything, the failure was more complete than 

the preceding one. Whether this attempt had been planned by the 

Marquis de la Roche or whether it was purely accidental is of 

no consequence to our study. "It is sufficient to say, that as 

victim of his efforts (he lost his fortune in this enterprise) to 

further the cause of colonization, he left a name which will al­

ways be respected in America." (8) 

De Monts (1604-7). 

After the failures of the Marquis de la Roche and of 

Chauvin and de Chastes, the Sieur de Monts obtained in 1603 a 

Commission which established him Lieutenant-General of the King, 

"to establish the authority of the King so that the subjects of 

His Majesty may traffic freely with the Indians." (9) The com­

mission gave him complete control of the fur trade and of all 

other trade for a period of ten years. Having formed a company 

with the merchants of Rouen and La Rochelle, he outfitted two 

ships which left France in the spring of 1604 and arrived in 

Aeadia where they decided to establish their settlement on Ste. 

Croix Island. During the winter of 1604-5, seventy-nine persons 

wintered on this Island and thirty-five died of scurvy. 
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De Monts had no sooner landed with his men and pro­

visions than he turned his attention to the cultivation of the 

soil. "He ordered a certain plot of ground to be tilled (on 

Ste. Croix Island) and sown with rye, but was unable to wait 

for its ripening and gather it. Nevertheless the grain fell to 

earth, and grew and increased so wonderfully that two years af­

terwards we gathered therefrom rye as good, as large, and as 

heavy as there is in all France, which the soil had brought forth 

without tillage; and it still continues to flourish lustily every 

year." (10) Champlain who accompanied deMonts on this expedition 

wrote in his History (11): "After the building was finished, an 

oven was also built and a handmill for grinding our wheat, which 

gave much trouble and labour to most of us, since it was a pain­

ful task. Afterwards some gardens were made both on the mainland 

and on the island itself, wherein many kinds of grain were sown 

which came up very well, except on the island where the soil was 

nothing but sand, in which everything was scorched when the sun 

shone, although great pains were taken to water the plants, 

.Winter came upon us sooner than we had expected and 

prevented us from doing the things we had intended. Nevertheless, 

the Sieur de Monts did not fail for all that to have gardens made 

upon the island. Many commenced to clear the ground, each doing 

his own, and I also did mine, which was fairly big, and in it I 

sowed a quantity of seeds as did others who had any. These came 

up pretty well, but as the island was nothing but sand, everything 
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was almost burnt when the sun shone, for we had no water with 

which to water them excepting from rain which did not fall very 

often. The Sieur de Monts also had clearings made on the main­

land, in order to form gardens there, and at the falls, three 

leagues from our settlement (at St. Stephen), he had the soil 

dug up and wheat sowed which came up very fine and ripened." 

In this first expedition, did de Monts and de Poutrin­

court bring livestock to Acadia? There is no direct mention of 

it. Lescarbot in his History of New France said, however, that 

Port Mouton, where one of the vessels waited for some time was 

so named because of a sheep which fell overboard and drowned. 

After describing the scurvy which ravaged the small colony on 

Ste. Croix Island, he wrote: "Meanwhile, the poor patients lay 

suffering, pining away little by little, without any such deli­

cacies as a diet of milk or soup to sustain stomacks which could 

not receive solid food " (12). It would, therefore, 

appear that if live animals were transported it was as a food 

supply rather than to promote the propagation of the species. 

In 1605, realizing the unsuitability of Ste. Croix 

Island, de Monts moved the settlement to Port Royal (August). 

The Sieur de Monts returned to France leaving the small colony 

under the command of Dupont-Grave\ No clearing of land was 

done at Port-Royal during this year. "And for tilling the ground, 

my opinion is that they had no time to spare for it, for the said 

Monsieur du Pont was not a man to sit still nor to allow his people 

to remain idle, if there had been a possibility of attending to 

it. " (12) 
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In 1606, de Poutrincourt, accompanied by Lescarbot and 

fifty men, returned to Port Royal. "On July 28th, de Poutrin­

court set part of his men to work at preparing the soil while 

others busied themselves at cleaning out the rooms The 

desire I entertained to discover what could be hoped from this 

land rendered me more eager tflian the rest in the said tillage.(13) 

Lescarbot reported that " as a protection against scurvy, the 

same folk advised our workmen not to work themselves ill, and ' 

the advice was not forgotten, for I can say with truth that I 

have never done so much work through the pleasure which I took 

in digging and tilling my gardens, fencing them in against the 

gluttony of the swine, making terraces, preparing straight alleys 

building store-houses, sowing wheat, rye, barley, oats, beans, 

peas, garden plants, and watering them so great a desire had I 

to know the soil by personal experience If we only had half 

a dozen cows, I believe that not one of us would have died....(12) 

Lescarbot continues: "we sowed our French grains both wheat and 

rye and also hemp, flax, turnips, radishes, cabbages and other 

crops and a week later he saw (Poutrincourt) that his labour was 

not in vain, but gave him good hope, by the production which the 

earth had already brought forth from the seeds which she had 

received." 

From the above statements, it appears that sheep and swine 

first made their appearance in the colony in 1606. In a later 

chapter (14) Lescarbot wrote:"yet it is well to say here, that our 
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French domestic animals prosper very Tire 11 in those parts. We 

had hogs which multiplied abundantly we had but one sheep 

which7enjoyed the best possible health, although he was not 

shut up at night, but was in the midst of our yard in winter 

time, M. de Poutrincourt had him twice shorn and the wool of 

the second year was recorded in France two sous a pound better 

than that of the first " There is, however, no mention of 

cattle as yet. 

The winter of 1606-7 was spent at Port Royal and towards 

the end of March work bBgan in the gardens. " The best disposed 

among us set themselves who should best till the soil, and make 

gardens wherein to sow seed and reap the first fruit thereof. 

This happened most seasonably, for during the winter we were much 

inconvenienced for lack of garden herbs. When each of us had 

finished his sowing it was a marvellous pleasure to see them 

grow and increase day by day, and a still greater oontentmea t to 

make the abundant use of them which we did " (15) 

Just as the work was well under way a vessel came from 

France (May 24, 1607) and Chevalier, the captain told the colony 

that de Monts had been unable to obtain a renewal of his commis­

sion and that everyone must return to France. Lescarbot (15 ) 

wrote that Chevalier was entrusted to deliver, among other things 

six sheep and twenty-four hens, but that all this was lost airing 

the journey. "Great, I repeat, says Lescarbot, was our grief thus 

to abandon a soil which had produced for us such goodly wheat and 

so many fairly adorned gardens. All that we had done up to that 
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tlme was to find a proper spot wherein to establish a settled 

colony and a soil of abundant yield. And when that had been done, 

to abandon the enterprise was in truth to lack courage; for at 

the close of one more year there would have been no further need 

to support the colony; the soil was ample to produce the necessa­

ries of life." 

The whole party returned to France " and as far M.de 

Poutrincourt, as soon as he saw his corn fit to pluck, he tore 

up the rye by the roots to show in France, its beauty, richness, 

and exceeding height. He made selections also from the other 

sorts of grain, wheat, barley, oats, hemp and others with the 

same purpose." 

Two small clearings at Ste.Croix, abandoned a year later, 

and a few home gardens and sufficient soil in which to grow 

samples of grain to bring to France, constituted the achieve­

ment of this third attempt of French agricultural colonization 

mn New France. While the results of this trial, were not much 

better, than those of the preceding ones, yet there were certain 

features about itx which made one feel that it was on the right 

track^ had de Monts been given the chance to continue his efforts. 

DE Poutrincourt. (1610-3) 

When de Poutrincourt left Port Royal in 1607, he fully 

intended coming back if he could get financial support. In 1610, 

Thomas Robin agreed to finance his establishment for five years. 

He arrived at Port Royal in 1610 and found the buildings still 

intact. " The first care of the said gentlemen was to have the land 
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tilled and made ready to receive the seeds of grain for the next 

year." (16) He sent his son (Biencourt) back to France with orders 

to return in four months' time with provisions. But upon his arri­

val in France he was beset with many difficulties oaused by Madame 

de Guercheville and the Jesuits and was unable to return." Mean­

while with the coming of winter, there was no means of sending 

fresh help to those who were in great misery across the sea, com­

pelled to live by picking up acorns." (16) 

Father Biard (17) writing to his Superior said: "The 

Sieur de Poutrincourt employed his people to provide the necessi­

ties of life, each according to his trade as soon as they arrived.. 

......he grew radishes, parsnips, carrots, turnips, peas, beans, 

and all kinds of good productive culinary herbs During the 

winter food was scarce and they had to dig for roots, and in so 

doing they cleared four "arpents" in which rye and vegetables were 

planted." The author continues: "They have now (I suppose) reaped 

a harvest thereof, except that of the trees they planted which are 

not so prompt in bearing." 

There is evidence that de Poutrincourt, wanting to esta­

blish an agricultural settlement, had planted fruit trees and 

brought livestock of all kinds. The difficulties which he found 

in his path made it almost impossible for him to do very much for 

the young colony. We find, however, that in 1613 when Argall 

arrived before Port Royal, "he found no one there, for M. De 

Biencourt, suspecting no enemy, had put to sea and part of his 
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men were engaged in ploughing two leagues from the fort. They 

thus had a good opportunity to steal everything there, wherein 

they did not fail, but carried off the cattle which were in the 

fields, horses, cows and pigs, then they burned the buldings... 

....(16)". As further corroboration, Champlain (18) wrote: 

"And now they killed all the horses that had been taken at Port 

Royal and ate them for lack of provision." 

We have already seen how de Poutrincourt's men were 

forced to take to the woods where they lived with the Indians 

under the direction of Biencourt and later on Charles de la 

Tour who wrote: "I (with eighteen to twenty men) was forced, 

due to the ill-treatment of the English, to live as the natives, 

to dress like them, and to hunt and fish for a living." (19). 

De Poutrincourt had, at least, tried to build a settlement as it 

should be built and had tried to protect it against famine by 

bringing livestock and by growing crops. The difficulties which 

he had to face prevented him from bringing a sufficient number 

of people to enable him to clear much land but we can at least 

feel, that this time a real start had been made. The experiment 

was sufficient to prove that all New France needed was a little 

encouragement and some people to become a colony. Lescarbot (20) 

summed up the efforts of de Monts and de Poutrincourt as follows: 

"It is well to say here, that our French domestic animals prosper 

very well in those parts God blessed our labours, and gave 

us fair wheat, rye, barley, oats, peas, beans, hemp, turnips and 
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garden herbs; and this so plentifully that the rye was as tall as 

the tallest men tfrat may be seen, and we feared that this height 

would hinder it bringing forth seed, but it had fructified so 

well, that one French grain sowed there yielded such ears of corn 

that, by the testimony of my lord the Chancellor, neither the is­

land of Sicily nor the country of Beauce yielded anything finer.. 

La Saussaye (1613). 

It will be remembered that La Saussaye commanded the 

vessel equipped by Madame de Guercheville. He had with him forty-

eight colonists whom he landed on St. Sauveur Island (in Maine), 

where they started a settlement which was destroyed by the English. 

We are told that he "took, from the beginning, so deep an interest 

in agriculture that he thought of that alone, and neglected every­

thing else; and through his excessive zeal for husbandry, called 

off a large portion of the colony from the work of building, and 

set them to farming." (21). 

Of this establishment, Father Biard (22) wrote: "At 

St. Sauveur in the middle of June we planted some grain, fruit 

seeds, peas, beans and all kinds of garden plants. Three months 

after, the wheat had not come up (it was not in season), the bar­

ley was tufted but not ripe, the peas and phasels perfectly good, 

but still green, the beans were only in blossoms, all the rest had 

oome up admirably, even the onions and scallions, the fruit seeds 

had shot up, some a whole foot." 
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Champlain, 1608-1629. 

In 1608, de Monts sent Champlain to Quebec where he landed 

on July 3. "Whilst the carpenters, sawyers and other workmen were 

busy at our quarters, I set all the rest to work clearing the land 

about our settlement in order to make gardens in which to sow grains 

and seed, for the purpose of seeing how the whole thing would succeed, 

particularly since the soil seemed to be very good. On the first of 

October (1608), I had wheat sown, and on the fifteenth some rye. On 

the twenty-fourth I had some native vines planted and they prospered 

extremely well, but after I left the settlement to come back to 

France, they were all ruined, for want of care, which distressed me 

very muoh. (23)" 

Before leaving for France, after his second voyage (1610) 

he stated that those who were to winter in the colony were well 

provided for. "As for the gardens, we left these well provided with 

kitchen vegetables of all sorts, as also with very fine Indian corn, 

with wheat, rye and barley, which had been sown, and with vines which 

I had planted there during my winter's stay. These they took no care 

to preserve for on my return I found them all broken down, and was 

much displeased at the small amount of care they had taken in the 

preservation of a good fine plot, out of which I had hoped to get 

something worth while. (24)". 

On his third voyage (1611), Champlain ascended the St. 

Lawrence as far as Montreal where "a league from Mount Royal" he 

fc-Bn* sixty "arpents" in meadow. "Now whilst waiting for the Indians 
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I had two gardens made, one in the meadows and the other in the 

woods which I caused to be cleared. And on the second day of 

June I sowed some seeds there whioh all came up quickly and in 

perfect condition, which shows the good quality of the soil.(25)" 

Before returning to France, he planted rose-bushes. 

On July 11, 1616, Champlain returned to Quebec after 

spending the winter in the Iroquois country- "After this,he wrote, 

and during my stay at the settlement I had some of the common corn 

cut, to wit, some French corn that had been sown there and had 

come up very well, in order to bring some of the grain to France 

and show that this soil is good and fertile. Also in another 

place was some very fine Indian corn and grafts and trees that 

the Sieur de Monts had given us in Normandy. In short all the 

gardens of the place were wonderfully beautiful, , some with peas, 

beans and other vegetables, squash, several kina of excellent roots 

cabbages, white beets(parsnips)and other necessary herbs.(26) 

In 1616, thirty-two colonists arrived in Q,uebec, among 

whom was the first French woman, Marguerite Venne, with her husband 

Michel Colin.{21) She and her husband died the same year. In 

1617, arrived the first agricultural colonist Louis Hebert with 

his wife, two daughters and one son. " He was the first one in this 

country to grow grain to feed his family " (28) In 1617, 

he built a house for his family and his livestock in the enclosure 

whioh he had cleared with the help of his domestics." (27) 

On the twenty-seventh of June, 1618, Then Champlain re­

turned to Quebec, he wrote:"I inspected everything, the cultivated 
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land which I found sown and filled with fine grain, the gardens 

full of all kinds of plants, such as cabbages, radishes, lettuce, 

purslain, sorrel, parsley, and other plants, squash, cucumbers, 

melons, peas, beans and other vegetables as fine and as well for­

ward as in France, together with the vines brought and planted 

here, already well advanced in short everything increasing and 

growing visibly; (29)". 

During the winter of 1622-3, fifty persons, men, women 

end children remained in the colony. Of the fall of 1622, Champlain 

wrote:"I spent the time in preparing gardens for autumn sowing, so 

as to see what would come of it in the Spring and took a singular 

pleasure in the work. This occupation was by no means useless, 

considering the benefit the whole settlement derived from it, yet 

it was one which no one else had tried; for most men would like to 

reap before sowing, which is not possible. It is impossible to 

say, how much, is to be obtained from gardening in these localities. 

The Fathers were sufficiently alive to this, their only care being 

to worship God and cultivate their gardens. On the twentieth of 

April, 1623, I sowed all sorts of seeds, behind the settlement, where 

the snow had melted more than elsewhere, the spot having a southern 

aspect and being sheltered from the north west wind, which is very 

dangerous. (30)" 

While Champlain made no definite statement as to what 

particular year:} the first live animals were brought into the colo­

ny he wrote (1623) ^Recognizing the inconvenience we had suffered 
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in past years through making hay so late for the cattle, I had 

two thousand bundles made up at Cap Tourmente as early as the 

month of August, and sent one of our pinnaces to bring them up. ( 

It seems fairly certain that Hebert was the first one to bring 

live animals into the colony. 

In 162 6, upon his return from France, Champlain wrote: 

"I could see that the labourers and the workmen had not employed 

themselves industriously as they might have done " 'After 

considering all this, I thought how much time the workman had 

wasted in the past, during the finest and longest days of the 

year, in keeping the cattle supplied with hay, which they had 

to go and bring from Cape Tourmente, eight leagues distant from 

our settlement, having to mow and dry the hay, and then bring 

it to Q,uebec in boats of small capacity. All this business took 

nearly two months and a half, and employed more than half our 

working population which did not exceed twenty-four out of the 

fifty-five persons who were in the settlement. This made me 

determine to put into effect a plan I had long before decided 

upon, and had communicated to the shareholders. I accordingly 

went to the meadows near Cape Tourmente to choose a place sui­

table for a building in which to lodge a few men to look after 

the cattle, and where I might construct a stable to house the 

animals.(32)" The stable which he built was sixty feet by twenty 

"constructed of wood and clay after the fashion of those that 

are built in the villages of Normandy." The cattle were trans­

ported to the new farm in the month of September, 1626. 
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In 1626, the Jesuits arrived at Quebe*. "Father Noyrot 

brought out twenty labourers whom were employed to building lod­

gings for them and in clearing the land" (33). In 1627, "they 

were beginning to be comfortably established, and had made great 

progress, both with their buildings and the clearing of their 

land", but in this year, they were so short of provisions that 

they had to send all their workmen back to France, with the excep­

tion of six. 

In 1627, "some heifers of a year old had been sent out 

in the vessel which came to Tadoussac for the whaling (September), 

and sixteen were brought up by pinnaces while seven or eight others 

died at sea "(34). 

All the tillage done to this date was done by means of 

the spade and the hoe. On the twenty-seventh of April, 1628, 

Couillard (Hebert's son-in-law) put "oxen under the yolk plowing 

the land" thus relieving the men who usually worked with their 

hands in cultivating the soil. 

Now as to the actual area of clearing done to this date. 

Father Lallemant wrote on the first of August 1626,(33) that the 

"land cultivated by the French in this place is of small area; 

only eighteen or twenty "arpents" at the most". In 1628,Chan plain 

wrote that "in the twenty-two years that have passed since the first 

attempt to settle and clear the land at Quebec, according to the 

intention of His Majesty, the companies had only managed to clear 

one "arpent" and a half of land." (35) 
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In 1628, the English ascended the St. Lawrence as far 

as Tadoussac and burnt all the cattle but one head. They also 

intercepted the vessels bringing provisions to the colony, and 

in the report of Champlain we find the extent of the agricul­

tural development of the colony. He wrote: "We were hoping that 

the land belonging to the widow Hubert and her son-in-law might, 

at the harvest yield us some grain, and they gave us reason to 

hope that it would; but when the time to gather it came, it turned 

out that all the help they could let us have was a small basinful 

a week of barley, peas and Indian corn, about nine ounces and a 

half in weight (35)." In May 1629 vegetables completely ran 

out. This Spring the Fathers' clearing was to be seeded and Cham­

plain patiently awaited the harvest and the widow Hebert's farm 

where she had "between six and seven "arpents" sown in peas and 

other grains, as for the Reverend Jesuit Fathers, they had only 

enough land in seed to serve for themselves and their serving men 

to the number of twelve and were therefore unable to aid us, as I 

am sure they would have been glad to do so. The Recollet Fathers 

had a good deal more land cleared and sown, and they were but four 

in number. They promised us that if they had more than they re­

quired from their four or five "arpents" of land sown with several 

sorts of grain, vegetables, roots and garden herbs, they would 

give us some. (34). 

On July 20, 1629, Champlain surrendered the colony to 

Kirke and all the French, excepting five families making a total 

of thirty persons, returned to France. Thus ended France's sixth 

experiment in Canada. 
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We have dwelt at some length upon these early beginnings 

of New France, because they are important to show the spirit which 

attended the efforts of France in establishing colonies. The above 

experiments covexeda period of ninety-five years, and all the agri­

cultural development that France could show in New France amounted 

to about twenty "arpents" (36) in New France and possibly half a 

dozen more in Acadia. The maximum population attained by the colo­

ny during the period was eighty-five persons in New France (Table 5, 

appendix) and twenty or twenty-five in Acadia. Five farms, four 

in New France and one in Acadia, and a few home gardens, constitu­

ted the results of almost a century of occupation. Nevertheless, 

these experiments had shown that the soil was fertile and would 

yield most of the products of France if given the neoessary atten­

tion. The results achieved by de Poutrincourt and Champlain par­

ticularly, make us realize how little assistance would have been 

necessary on the part of France to establish a permanent colony 

which would have rendered great services to the Mother Country and 

would have resisted the attacks of Kirke. In a later chapter, we 

will deal at some length with the causes of these repeated failures 

of France. 
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CHAPTER II 

1632-1667 

In 1632, Canada was returned to France by the treaty 

of St.Germain-en-Laye. In this chapter, we will study the agri­

cultural development of New France between 1632 and 1667. The 

latter year is selected only because it coincides with the first 

agricultural census of the colony, which makes it possible to 

show an exact picture of the distribution of population and 

agriculture. A complete copy of this census is available in the 

National Archives at Ottawa, and the writer has been able to re­

compile it in such a way as to show in some detail the actual 

growth of agriculture in the colony. In Acadia, howeter, the 

first census was not taken until 1671, so that in order to show 

its agricultural development it will be necessary to extend the 

period to that year. 

It will be remembered that in 1629, all the French 

excepting five families making a total of thirty persons, had 

returned to France. Of those remaining in the country, only the 

Hubert family tilled some land. These families had remained in 

the country because of the promise of the English that they would 

not be molested in any way. 

It will also be recalled that in 1626, Richelieu, 

having heard the complaints of Champlain against the old compa­

nies, which were not fulfilling their obligations toward the 
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eolony had decided to form the Company of New France or 

"Hundred Associates" which would have sufficient capital to 

support the necessary expenditures connected with the establish­

ment of a colony. To this Company, he had granted New Franoe 

with many privileges, but in return he had given them very defi­

nite obligations to fulfill. Among other conditions, the Company 

was under obligation to transport to New Franoe two or three 

hundred men at all trades every year starting in 1628, and bet­

ween 1628 and 1643, they were required to transport four thousand 

persons of both sexes and "to lodge and feed them and to keep 

them supplied with the necessities of life for the period of 

three years (1)." In 1628, the Company equipped seven vessels 

and sent three hundred colonists. These, as we have seen, fell 

into the hands of the English, which caused a loss to the Compa­

ny of over 1,000,000 livres. Again in 1629, their vessels were 

seized by the English causing another heavy loss.(2) 

The falling of Quebec into the hands of the English 

meant that upon the restitution of the country the French would 

have to start all over again her settlement in New France. In 

1632, Raymond de la Balde, Du Plessis-Bochard and Emery de Caen 

were sent to receive the country from Kirke. The Company of 

New France granted the monopoly^ of the trade for one year to 

Emery de Caen to permit him to recover some of the losses which 

he had suffered by the dissolution of his Company. At the same 

time, Isaac de R&zilly with three hundred men, was sent to take 
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possession of Acadia, De Caen, must have brought several persons 

with him as the population of New France reached a total of one 

hundred and one persons in that year, (Table 5,Appendix), He also 

had brought some cattle because, as we will see later, the Jesuits 

kept them when he returned to France the next year. 

Father Le Jeune (3) who accompanied de Caen wrote to his 

Superior, describing the conditions in which they found Quebec. 

They landed on the fifth of July 1632 and "they saw the fort held 

by the English and the poor settlement of Quebec in ashes." He 

related to his Superior that they celebrated mass in Mrs. Hubert's 

house." "Their cattle,' he added'are in fine condition, and their 

land produces good grain. This is the only family settled (on land) 

in Canada. They were seeking some way of returning to France, but 

having learned that the French were coming back to KSbec, they 

began to regain courage." The good father found their house in 

ruin. "Te found our cleared lands covered with peas; our Fathers 

had left them to the English covered with wheat, barley and Indian 

corn; and meantime this Captain Thomas Ker (Kirke) had sold the 

full crop of peas, refusing to give them to us for the harvest he 

had found upon our lands." 

No sooner had the JewuiAs arrived in the colony than 

they started the cultivation of the soil. The author of the 

Relation of 1632 further wrote(3)jj '} On the thirteenth of July 

we sowed purslane and turnips and lentils and everything grew well 

a very short time afterwards we gathered our salads." From the 
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very beginning, many difficulties were encountered by the oolo-

nists and had to be met. "The Savages drink, wrote Father Le 

Jeune, and then kill Mrs, Hebert's cattle and when they come to 

their senses they say: I* is not we who did that, but thou who 

gavest us this drink," 

In 1633, Champlain, again appointed Governor of the 

colony, left Dieppe with three vessels, carrying two hundred 

persons, colonists and soldiers, and arrived at Quebec on the 

twenty third day of May (4), "This year 1633, writes Suite (5) 

is the real starting point of colonization in New France," 

As Champlain had said before, the Jesuits were awake 

to the necessity of the cultivation of the soil of New France, 

in order to protect the colony from what would happen should the 

vessels from France fail to appear. They set to work to prove 

the fertility of the soil and to show that all New France needed 

was willing hands. In 1633, Father Le Jenne wrote to his Superior 

as follows (6):" As to the soil; I send you some of its fruits; 
of 

they are heads of wheat, of rye, andAbarley, that we planted near 

our little house. We gathered last year a few wisps of rye that 

we found here and there among the peas; I counted in some of them 

sixty kernels, in others eighty, in others one hundred and twelwe 

We threshed these gleanings and took from them a little rye, which 

will this year pay us very well for the trouble that we had in 

gleaning it last year. The little wheat which we sowed before 

the snows is very beautiful; that whioh was sown in the Spring 
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will not ripen, because it is winter wheat. We must have some 

Sfaroh wheat, and some that is beardless for these are said to be 

the best. The barley is finer than in France, and I have no doubt 

that, if this country were cleared very fertile valleys would be 

found." The above statements prove that the Jesuits realized that 

experimentation was necessary before embarking into vast projects. 

As in any new settlement^ the colonists must be prepared to face 

the many difficulties which they will encounter. "The woods are 

troublesome, continued the author of the Relation of 1633, they 

retain the cold, engender the slight frosts, and produoe great 

quantities of vermin such as grasshoppers, worms and insects, 

which are especially destructive in our garden " 

In 1634, the father wrote that they had trouble with 

their labourers, for several reasons whioh he enumerated at some 

length and which are rather indicative of the type of labourers 

which were sent to the colony and of the conditions under which 

they were forced to work. It is of the nature of working people 

he explained, to complain and grumble, "The difference in wages 

paid is a cause of complaint; a carpenter gets more money than a 

labourer yet works less. The greater part of them do not follow 

their trades except for a short time; a tailor, a shoemaker, a 

gardener are amazed when required to drag some wood over the snow; 

besides they complain that they will forget their trades. Their 

work is great in the beginnings; the men are the horses and oxen. 

They drag wood, trees or stones; they till the soil* they harrow 

it, and in addition to this, they are greatly annoyed by insects 

of all kinds.'11 They are arrogant and independent, and being forced 
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to live in the same room, they quarrel constantly."(6) We 

will have the opportunity, in a later chapter, of discussing 

the type of labourers which was sent to Canada, 

In 1634, continued the writer, they have cultivated, 

tilled and seeded their cleared land, "We have", he stated,"two 

fat sows which are each suckling four little pigs, which we have 

been obliged to feed in our open court. We have two cows, two 

little heifers, and one little bull. For lack of a building, they 

cost us more than they are worth. They have come three years too 

soon." The author then weat on to say that they took six cows 

from M. de Caen, three for themselves and three for the Hubert 

family and that each gave M. Giffard one. " As for grains some 

people are inclined to think that the land where they are is, too 

cold. These last two years all the vegetables which came up only 

too fast, have been eaten by insects. As to fruit, trees, I do 

not know how they will turn out. We have two double rows of them, 

one of a hundred feet or more, the other larger planted on either 

side with wild trees which are well rooted. We have eight or. ten 

rows of apple and pear trees, which are very well rooted. Former­

ly, some fine apples have been seen here Indian corn ripened 

nicely the past year, it is not so fine this year. As to peas, I 

have seen no good ones here, their growth is too rapid. They 

succeed very well with this family (Hebert) who live in a higher 

and more airy location. The rye has succeeded well for two years. 

Barley succeeds also. There remains the wheat, we sowed some in 
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the autumn, at different times; in some places it was lost under 

the snow, in others it was so well preserved that no finer wheat 

can be seen in France."(6) 

Considering that in 1634, the farm of the late Louis 

Hubert and that of the Jesuits were the only two in existence in 

the colony,the above descriptions taken from the Jesuits Relations 

give a complete picture of the agricultural development of the 

colony. It can be seen from the above, that agriculture would have 

developed rapidly if there had been a few more colonists showing 

as much seal and interest as the Jesuit missionaries. However, to 

date, only two farms;had been granted, the Sault-au-Matelot to 

Hebert in 1623 and to which was added in 1626, the fief of l'Espi-

nay on the St.Charles River and Notre Dame des Anges, which had 

been conce*«L*: to the Jesuits in 1626 by the Duke of Ventadour, 

and where the above-mentioned experiments had been carried on. 

We have seen the losses incurred by the Company of 

New France in 1628 and 1629. Realizing that it eould not fulfil 

the terms of its commission, the directors, formed the project of 

attracting into the colony a number of rich men who in return for 

some privileges would undertake to finance the transport and main­

tenance of a certain number of colonists in fulfilment of the 

Company's obligation. In 1632, they thus had concedadu to Isaac de 

Razilly, the Baye Ste.Croix and surrounding country in Acadia, 

over one million and a half "arpents", on condition that the men 

that the said Commander would transport would be counted as part 
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of the four thousand men and women that the Company was under 

obligation to transport in fifteen years.(7) In 1633,a fief of 

two hundred "arpents" was similarly conceded to Jacques Hertel 

who became the first citizen of Three Rivers. 

In 1634 (January 15) Robert Giffard obtained the 

grant of the Seigniory of Beauport under the same conditions. 

It oonsisted of;over tern thousand five hundred "arpents". He 

arrived in 1634 with his family and some colonists, between 

thirty and forty persons all told. The next year, he brought a 

new contingent and between 1634 and 1663, it is said that he 

brought at least fifty heads of families into NBW France.(8) 

In the same year, grants were made to the Jesuits at Three 

Rivers, and La Heve and Port Royal in Acadia were granted, about 

675,000 "arpents", to Claude de Razilly. 

Hoping that the distribution of Seigniories would bring 

the desired results, the Company continued this pftlicy in the 

following year. In 1635, the St.John River and Fort St. Louis were 

granted to Claude de St.Etienne La Tour, Cap Rouge to theSleurs 

des Chatelets and de Maur and La Citiere to Jean de Lauzon. Of 

Lauzon, Salone (8) writes: Unfortunately, the Company fell into 

the Hands of an ambitious and incompetent man. He undertook to 

stop the distribution of lands. He had the pretention of keeping 

for himself all the available lands in America In 1635 

he granted to his young son the Seigniory of La Citiere which 

extended from the River St. Francois to the Sault St. Louis and 

to the South into the United States. To this he added, the next 

year, the Seigniory of Lauzon and the Island of Montreal." 
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Details of the above grants will be found in Table 6 of the 

Appendix. 
i 

In 1636, six Seigniories were granted amounting to two 

and a half million "arpents" and extending from Gaspe1 to Three 

Rivers, During this period, the Jesuits continued their experi­

ments, and thoroughly convinced of the necessity of establishihg 

New France, they proceeded to advertise the country in France 

by means of their Relations. 

The author of the Relation of 1634-6, prooeeded to show 

the advantages to France of the settlement of New France (9)." 

"Would it not be better, he asked to empty Old France into New 

France by means of colonies which could be sent there, than to 

people Foreign Countries? Now there is no doubt that there can be 

found here employment for all sorts of artisans....... It seems 

necessary that a great extent of forest should be converted into 

tillable land, before introducing families, otherwise famine might 

consume them," Thus the Relation reminded the Company of its duty 

with regard to the colony. In the Relation of 1636 (10), the 

author surveyed the state of development of the colony: " As to 

the inhabitants of New Franoe they have multiplied far beyond our 

hopes. When we entered the Country, we found here only a single 

family, who were seeking a passage back to France in order to live 

there under the laws of the true Religion. And now we see a great 

number of very honourable persons land every year, who come to 

cast themselves into our great forests...... The courage of these 
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Gentlemen is going much farther; they are thinking about a number 

of homes or settlements as far up as the Great Sault Saint Louys, 

which will be perhaps some day as many cities." ̂ The population,* 

he stated/has greatly increased this year." 

In response to the advertisements of the Jesuits, the 

author of the Relation of 1636, answered some of the points raised 

by individuals in regard to which they wished to be enlightened, 

in order to decide whether or not they should cross into New 

France. (11) To the question of whether or not the land once 

cleared would produce enough to feed the inhabitants, the author 

answered in the affirmative. "This," "he stated", is the opinion 

of those who understand the subject. The Sieur Giffard who has 

been clearing the land for only two years, and still leaving a 

great many stumps, hopes to harvest enough this year, if his wheat 

yields in proportion to present indications, to maintain twenty 

persons. The last year's harvest was eight puncheons of wheat, two 

puncheons of peas, three puncheons of Indian corn; and all this was 

done by the labour of seven men, who were at the same time engaged 

in building, in making hay, and in other work." 

Another correspondent wished to know if there was hope 

of apple and other fruit trees producing fruit in Canada. Unwill­

ing to give information for which he could not vouch personally, 

the good Father stated that he could not "answer positively, having 

no ocular proof of it." He had been told, however, that the Sieur 

Hebert planted some apple trees during his life time which had borne 
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some very good fruit, but the cattle spoiled the trees. "We have 

grafted some wild trees this year and the scions have united very 

well. Time will show us what there is in it. One sees here pear, 

apple, plum, cherry and other trees bearing wild fruit; if they 

can stand the severity of the winter, I do not see why they should 

die for being grafted with good shoots," 

Interested parties wished to know how long it would take 

twenty men to clear an "arpent" of land and what it would cost to 

maintain them a year. The author answered that "twenty men will 

clear in one year thirty "arpents" of land, so clear that the plough 

can pass through it; if they had an interest in the matter, perhaps 

they would clear more........The usual task for each man is an 

"arpent" and a half a year, if he is not engaged in other work. 

As rations, each one is given two loaves of bread of about six 

or seven pounds a week - that is, a puncheon of flour a year; two 

pounds of lard, two ounces of butter, a little measure of oil and 

of vinegar; a little dried codfish, that is, about a pound; a bowl­

ful of peas, which is about a pint, - and all this for one week. 

As to their drinks, they are given a chopine of cider per day, or 

a quart of beer, and occasionally a drink of wine, as on great 

fSte-days. In the winter they are given a drop of brandy in the 

morning, if one has any. What they can get from the oountry in 

hunting and fishing is not included in this. By following this 

memorandum, one can see what it costs to keep a man, and the pro­

visions he must be supplied. I say nothing of the other edibles 
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which it is well to bring, prunes, rice, raisins and other things 

that oan be used for the sick. Neither do I speak of the clothes, 

blankets, mattresses, and other such things, that everyone can 

bring according to his condition and ability." (11) 

After reading these minute details on the cost of clear­

ing land in Canada, one cannot help but wonder why the French go­

vernment could not understand that with a trifling sum of money 

it could have built a colony which in a very few years would have 

been able to subdue the Indians and resist any attacks from other 

European powers. The cost of one day's entertainment at Court 

would have been sufficient to establish a whole village in Canada, 

yet even Richelieu could not see it. 

To other questions as to the fertility of the soil, the 

ease with which it could be tilled and the varieties of crops which 

could best be grown, the answer was that many of these things had 

yet to be found out by experiment. "As to wheat, experience has 

given us faith. Meadows can be made in a thousand places. March 

wheat sown in the spring succeeds better than wheat sown before 

winter. Not that I have not seen some very fine wheat that was 

sown in October^ Common barley and hulled barley succeed to per­

fection, and rye does very well; at least I can assert that I have 

seen all these grains grow here, as beautiful as they have in 

France. The peas are better and more tender than those they bring 

over in ships. Pot-herbs do very well, but the seeds must be 

brought over. It is true that the nearness of the forests, and 
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so much rotten wood, of which the land is, as it were, formed and 

nourished, engender, at times, insects which gnaw everything; and 

these animals die during the heat of the summer, everyting comes 

to perfection, but sometimes later than is desirable to secure the 

grain and seed. We have here oxen and cows, which we use to cul­

tivate the land;••••••.•horses could be used but there is no hurry 

about bringing them," 

The above statements provide a splendid illustration of 

the role played by the missionaries in the building up of the colo­

ny of New France, We can only regret that the Government was too 

listless to give encouragement to these propagandists who, as the 

above documents show, never attempted to paint a rosy picture which 

would disoourage the oolonists when they would come faoe to face 

with the realities. 

The author of the Relation of 1636 undertook to give 

some timely advice to those who might contemplate Immigration into 

the colony. He described the possibilities of this new country, 

but at the same time he pointed out the dangers which must be 

avoided. "A poor man burdened with a wife and children should not 

come over the first years with his family, otherwise he will suffer 

greatly and will not make any headway. The country is not yet in 

condition to care for the poor who cannot work. But if there 

happen to be some worthy young men or able-bodied married men, who 

can handle the axe, the hoe, the spade and the plough - such peo­

ple, if willing to work, could become rich in a little while in 

this country, to which they could finally bring their families. 
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This is the way they should proceed, four or five of them would 

have to join together, and engage themselves to some family for 

five or six years on the following conditions; that they should 

be boarded all this time without receiving any wages, but also 

that they should possess entirely and in their own right one-half 

of all the land they clear. And, as they will need something for 

their own support, the contract should provide that all they get 

every year, from the lands they have already cleared, should be 

shared by half, with the little profits they can make in the coun­

try, would be enough to keep them, and to pay after the first or 

second year for half the tools which they will use in clearing 

and in tilling the land. Now if four men could clear eight "ar­

pents" of land in one year, doing nothing else, winter or summer, 

in six years forty-eight "arpents" would be cleared, of which 

twenty-four would belong to them. With these twenty-four "arpents" 

they could support thirty-six persons, or even forty-eight if the 

land is good. Is not this a way of becoming rich In a little while? 

And all the more so, as the land here will one day become very pro­

fitable and will bear a great deal of grain. There is now brought 

from France so muoh flour, with its attendant risks upon the sea, 

that if some one had wheat here, these risks and the encumbrances 

of the vessels would be obviated, and he would derive profit there­

from. There are so many strong and robust peasants in France who 

have no bread to put in their months; is it possible they are so 
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afraid of losing sight of the village steeple, as they say, that 

they would rather languish in their misery and poverty, than to 

place themselves some day at their ease among the inhabitants of 

Hew France, where with the blessings of earth they will far more 

easily find those of heaven and of the soul?" 

What a pity that such enthusiasm and sound reasoning 

should go unheeded by those who had it in their power to make these 

dreams come trueJ The author realized the futility of his preach­

ings and exclaimed: "But to whom do I speak? To people who cannot 

know that I am writing, unless more capable ones than they tell it 

to them. These I beg to do so, in the name of God and of the King; 

for the interests of both are involved in peopling this country." 

The above remarks were directed at the poor who had not 

the means at their disposal for the acquisition of a home. For the 

rich, the author of the Relation also had many wise words of advice 

which will bear repeating here. "As to people of wealth and rank, 

I would advise them before coming here to obtain from the Gentle­

men of the Company a place to build a house in the town which has 

been laid out* and also a few "arpents" of land near the town, 

oapable of sustaining their families. In addition to this, a grant 

of some fine locality whioh they will choose in the course of time. 

When this has been accomplished, they must bring over at least two 

Masons, two Carpenters, and some labourers; and if they desire more, 

some workmen to clear the land, provided with tools adapted to their 

trade. Above all, let them have some axes made expressly, sparing 
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no money on them, for the winter is harder than bad steel. There 

must be a man of authority and discretion to take care of all these 

people, to direct them, and to take charge of the provisions which 

are sent over. The more good flour that can be sent here the better 

and the more security these will be. M. de Repentigny has brought 

enough for two years, and in doing so acted wisely. It would be a 

good thing to bring a boat........When a building capable of acco­

modating them and their servants is finished, the whole family will 

come over, and will bring some cattle if they reoeive word that it 

is best to do so, for perhaps these can be found upon the ground; 

to have them on board prevents better things from being taken, and 

costs enormously unless they are placed with those which are at Cap 

Tourmente, by an understanding with the Gentlemen who have some 

there." It will be recalled that Champlain had established a farm 

there in 1626, and upon the return of the French in 1632 a few oo­

lonists had settled there. "If this order is followed, when the 

women and children reach here, they will be comforted at finding 

a dwelling ready for them, a garden for their refreshment and people 

at their service who will have a knowledge of the country. I will 

make two more suggestions: 1. that if they can have men who have 

interest at stake, to clear the land, it will be much better, the 

men who work for wages, for the most part, try to be like some of 

our neighbours, who, having scarcely passed the Equator, all begin 

to call themselves Gentlemen and no longer work; if theyfe.lt cons­

trained to do it for themselves, they would not sleep over it. 

2. I beg those who shall come, to come with a desire to do good." 

http://fe.lt
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We have devoted a great deal of space to the reports of 

the Jesuit missionaries, because they give a very faithful account 

of the conditions of the time and of the many difficulties whioh 

attended the early developments of the colony. They very definitely 

prove that the Jesuits were the real pioneers of this country, and 

with the possible exception of Champlain, they were the only ones 

so far to show interest in the permanent settlement of the colony. 

Whether it was due to the propaganda of the good Fathers 

or to other causes, the sedentary population of New France increased 

gradually and each year saw the arrival of a new contingent. In 

1637, seven new Seigniories amounting to over one hundred and seven­

ty thousand "arpents" were granted in New France. These were located 

on both sides of the St. Lawrence between Quebec and Three Rivers. 

In 1638 and 1639, five more grants were made. As may be noticed, 

these grants were quite extensive but, as we will see later, were 

not immediately settled. In 1639, the population of New France had 

reached a total of 274 persons divided as follows (13): 64 married 

men, 64 married women, 1 widower, 4 widows, 93 single males and 48 

single females. 

The few colonists continued to toil and, as may be expeoted, 

had reverses as well as sucoess. The Relation of 1640 reports(14): 

"Last year, the caterpillars, grasshoppers and other insects were 

eating all that came out of the earth, some processions and public 

prayers were made on this account; strange to say, the following day 

those little animals died, and disappeared so entirely, that a cer­

tain person reaped more than thirty puncheons of grain, though not 

expecting over ten bushels." 
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Three more Seigniories were granted in 1640, one in the 

county of Portneuf, one in Montcalm and the Island of Montreal 

granted to the "Society of Our Lady of Montreal" which had been 

founded in Paris the preceding year. In this year, the population 

of New France reached the total of 359 persons in 64 families com­

posed of 158 men, 116 women, 29 Jesuits and 53 soldiers. (15) 

In 1641, three vessels carrying forty-seven men, women 

and soldiers sent by the Society of Montreal, under the command of 

Pierre Chomedey de Maisonneuve arrived at Quebec. Because of the 

threats of the Iroquois, Governor de Montmagny advised de Maison­

neuve to establish his settlement on the Island of Orleans where 

it would be protected from the incursions of the Iroquois. De 

Maisonneuve refused this offer and in the spring of 1642, proceeded 

to Montreal. In 1643, more colonists arrived under the command of 

d'Ailleboust de Coulonges. In 1644, still another contingent 

arrived to reinforce the colonists located on Montreal Island. 

Of the state of the colony, the author of the Relation of 1642-3 

wrote (16): "The French colony is the chief means and only foun­

dation for the conversion of all these tribes The settlement 

increases little by little, and overcomes the great impediments it 

encounters, - as the remoteness of help from Europe, the scarcity 

of labourers, difficulties of trade........Notwithstanding all these 

hindrances, nearly every French household now provides its little 

store of wheat, rye, peas, barley, and other grains necessary to 

the life of man, - some more, some less, - some making provision 

for haply six months; others, for only a part of that time. Now 
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they begin to understand the nature of the place, and the right 

seasons for tilling the soil. The work is well started; it still 

has need of help, but it makes notable progress. The cereals have 

proved very successful; some residents now harvest more than they 

require for the food of their families and of their cattle which 

thrive very well in this country." 

In 1646, 1647 and 1649, fourteen other Seigniories were 

granted, and these were distributed on both sides of the St. Law­

rence all the way from Quebec to Montreal. In 1647, the "Compagnie 

des Habitants" imported a horse which was donated to M. de Montma­

gny who was then Governor. The author of the Relation of 1647 

devoted some pages to the description of the admiration of the 

Indians for this noble animal. It is also reported (17) that 

"on the fourteenth of January 1648, Father de Quen returned from 

his mission at Beauport, Cap Tourmente and the Island of Orleans; 

he found there more than two hundred souls and over one hundred 

and forty communicants." In the Relation of 1649 (18) it is re­

lated that famine was general in the whole colony. The Jesuits 

were able to provide relief for a certain number of persons, with 

the help of sixteen casks of wheat and several puncheons of peas 

and Indian corn which had been sent from Three Rivers, In 1650, 

the population was estimated at 675 persons. (19) 

It might not be amiss to pause for a momemt to consider 

the results achieved thus far. Not counting two huge grants to 

Lauzon and to the Abbe Madeleine, whioh even at this date had been 
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broken up, we find grants whioh were in excess of 600,000 

"arpents" and a population of 676 persons, a good proportion of 

whom resided in Quebec, Three Rivers and Montreal, and were not 

occupied at clearing land. It would appear that the dream of the 

Company of New France of transferring its obligations for the peo­

pling of the colony to the "Seigneurs" in return for grants of 

land and other privileges, far from meeting with the success which 

had been hoped for, was not much short of a dismal failure. The 

reason for this failure can only be explained by the fact that the 

French Government did not force the Company to fulfil its obliga­

tions, and the Company, in turn, showed the same weakness with 

regard to the "Seigneurs", 

In 1651, 1652 and 1653, eleven grants were made totalling 

somewhere in the neighbourhood of 1,200,000 "arpents". The Jesuits 

in their Relations continued to stress the necessity in which New 

France stood of receiving assistance from France, both of money 

and of man-power. The author of the Relation of 1652-3 (20) wrote 

as follows:"Some time ago, there was a request for soldiers, and 

for their pay or salary; their provisions were asked for, as well 

as their arms and their passage. But now, when the oountry is 

yielding grain for the feeding of the people, and this is being 

done every day, the only thing demanded for the maintenance of 

these vast regions is the payment of transportation for two or 

three hundred workmen each year; the inhabitants of the country 

will feid them and pay their wages. France, who is constantly 
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emptying herself into foreign countries, does not lack men to 

build up colonies. Dod grant that she may have charity enough 

to send them to a place where they will live holier and easier 

lives " The above passage gives an indication of the extent 

of the development of the colony at that time, and shows also to 

What extent the abandonment and neglect of France was felt in the 

colony which was struggling for its very existence. 

The development of the colony was therefore, progressing 

very slowly and the poor colonists were forever exposed to all 

sorts of difficulties. The Iroquois had been waging a cruel war 

almost without interruption for the past twenty years, and the fear 

of these savages had aocording to the Relation, caused the deser­

tion of several Frenchmen. In 1653, the Iroquois devastated the 

fields (at Three Rivers), " setting fire to the peas already torn 

up, and to the cut corn; and at the redout on the hillside they 

killed the cattle", among others, "eight horned beasts" belonging 

to the Jesuit Fathers. In spite of all these difficulties, the 

population of the colony had increased and in 1653 was placed at 

about 2,000 (21). There is, however, a very strong probability 

that this figure was exaggerated. 

In the years 1654, 1655, 1656, 1657, 1662 and 1664, 

thirteen Seigniories were granted (Table 6 Appendix). Each year 

a small number of colonists landed at Quebec. In 1659, Louis XIV 

decided to help Canada (22) and for the years 1659 to 1664, he sent, 

three hundred men each year, but the recruits were decimated by 
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siokness. In 1659, one third of the immigrants died of small pox 

in 1662, out of one hundred "engages" brought by Pierre Boucher, 

thirty-three died. In 1663, out of two hundred and twenty-five 

only one hundred and fifty-nine reaohed Quebec In spite of these 

acoidents the population of New France increased and was estimated 

at 2,500 (S3) in 1663. 

We have seen that in 1663, the King had established the 

Superior Council to look after the interests of the colonists. The 

incursions of the Iroquois had reached a point where the King 

realized that if nothing was done to subdue these marauders the 

colony would be completely destroyed. Louis XIV then decided to 

send M. de Tracy with twenty-eight companies of soldiers, about 

1,300 men, who after they had brought the Iroquois into submission, 

would be allowed to settle as colonists should they so desire. In 

this same year 1663, M. de Mezy arrived as Governor and with him 

came three hundred colonists. In the same year also, the Company 

of New France surrendered its privilege and the King decided to 

administer the colony himself. This good resolution did not last 

very long, as in the next year Canada was granted to the West Indies 

Company whieh had just recently been formed. Colbert had just came 

to power in Franoe and like Riohelieu, wished to establish strong 

colonies that would benefit France. He found in Talon, whom he 

selected as Intendant a man whom, he thought, could put the colony 

on a basis where it could render services to France. 

Talon arrived in Quebec in 1665^ with another contingent 

of colonists. He came provided with very definite instructions 



132 -

from Louis XIV and Colbert as to what his duties would be in 

order to carry out in the colony the views of the French govern­

ment. No sooner had he landed in Quebec than he was very strong­

ly impressed with the possibilities of the country and he imme­

diately dreamed of a vast French Empire in America whioh would 

stretch from the Hudson Bay to the Gulf of Mexico, A few days 

after his arrival in Canada, he wrote to Colbert in the follow­

ing terms (24); "The fertility (of the soil) for cereals is 

readily apparent in the abundant crops whioh the cleared lands 

yield each year, and it is such, that when receiving the seed 

between the first of April and the fifteenth of May, it produces 

the crops at the end of August or the beginning of September. 

Thus, with regard to the food essentials, they can be abundantly 

furnished in this country, if it is brought under cultivation, 

and.il will say further, that once domestic animals have been 

brought over, to the maintaining of which this country is par­

ticularly well suited, there will be in fifteen years a suffi­

cient surplus in wheat, vegetables and meats, that it will be 

possible to supply the needs of the French Indies (Antilles)•« 

••••••a bushel of wheat here, commonly yields fifteen, twenty 

and up to thirty bushels when grown in favourable locations." 

His first care upon arriving in the colony was to see 

to the preparation of the war that Traey was to carry on against 

the Iroquois. Then, at the first opportunity he began to study 

the affairs of the colony and was not long in discovering that 

http://and.il
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the companies had not been living up to their obligations and 

he wondered what were Louis XIV motives in granting the whole 

country to others rather than keeping the administration in 

his own hands (24). "If, "he wrote", the motive was to give 

the Company a chance to inorease its profits, so as to enable 

it to support the first expenditures in the country, and to 

enable it to carry on a vast trade, without having in mind the 

settlement of the country and the increase of the population, 

it is in my opinion, more useful to the King to leave the said 

Company in full unconditional possession. But, if on the other 

hand, His Majesty has looked up on the possibility of establish­

ing in this country a great Kingdom and a Monarchy or at least 

a considerable State, then I cannot possibly conceive that He 

will succeed, leaving in hands other than His own, the property 

of the lands, the establishment of parishes, and the trade which 

forms the very soul of this colony. What I have seen, since my 

coming into this country, has convinced me of what I say, parti­

cularly since the agents of the Company, have made it clear that 

they will forbid the freedom of trade, not only to the French 

who used to come to this country with French merchandise, but 

also to the inhabitants of Canada, to the point of refusing them 

the privilege of importing in their own names goods from the 

Kingdom, for their own subsistence and for the trade with the 

Indians, whioh is their only incentive for remaining here since 

they do not find sufficient inducement in the cultivation of lands; 
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lastly, I fully reoognize that if the Company carries its esta­

blishment as far as it hopes to, it will greatly benefit by 

milking the country dry, and not only will it remove from the 

country its means of sustenance, but it will also put obstacles 

in the way of its establishment and in ten years the population 

of the country will be less than it is to-day." It is evident 

that Talon had immediately seen the first great obstacle to the 

development of the country, the Company, the sole interest of 

whieh was the ohtairMg of the largest possible dividends for 

its shareholders." 

Colbert's answer to this report of Talon showed the 

attitude of the King and of the French Government on the colo­

nization of New France. "The King," wrote Colbert (25), "cannot 

agree with, your reasoning on the means to be employed to form a 

vast and powerful state in Canada, seeing many objections to the 

project,••••••.even if he had no other business on hand and if he 

could devote all His attentions and His power to this one, it 

would not be wise to depopulate his Kingdom to send people to 

Canada; there is also another consideration besides this one, 

and that is, that if His Majesty sent a greater population than 

the area now under cultivation oould support, it is certain that 

they would all perish or, at least, they would suffer greatly..... 

"Your reasoning on the session that the King made of the country 

to the West Indies Company, and the ill consequences which you 

fear can be refuted by one reasoning which can alone destroy all 
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the other reasons that you bring forth, and that is that we have 

seen by experience that this colony has fallen in the state where 

it now lies, only because the old Company was too weak, and be­

cause it abandoned the country into the hands of its own inha­

bitants, and if you study the question, you will find that this 

is the reason why many colonists have deserted and why many others 

did not go to settle in the country as they would have done if 

they had been supported by a Company as strong as the present one." 

It is very evident from the above that Colbert and Talon 

did not speak the same language and that Louis XIV preferred to 

stick his finger into the european pie and was quite content to 

leave the development of New France into other hands. One cannot 

help, however, at this point, to associate the findings of Talon 

with the remarks previously made by the authors of the Jesuits1 

Relations, 

In order to familiarize himself more thoroughly with the 

development achieved thus far by the colony,he proceeded during the 

winter of 1665-1666 to the taking of a population census of the 

colony. This census (26) is, incidentally, the first nominal cen­

sus of modern times. It provides the first means of measuring the 

results obtained from the polioy of the late Company of New France 

of transferring to others its obligations with regard to the 

settling of the country. We have seen already that at this date 

sixty-six Seigniories had been granted in New France. The census 

shows the presence in the colony of 538 families, 476 of whom 
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resided on farms looated on eight Seigniories. The total popula­

tion was 3,215 and of this number, 2,006 resided on farms. More 

than one-third of the population, therefore, was not interested 

in agriculture. Table 7 of the appendix shows the details of this 

census. This table reveals that in a certain number of Seignio­

ries a number of families were not residing on their farms. Occu­

pation figures whieh we will study in a later chapter show that a 

good many farmers followed other occupations besides farming. We 

have seen that of the population reported in this census, a fairly 

large proportion had arrived in the few years immediately preceding 

the date of the census. That only eight "Seigneurs" out of sixty-

six had actually settled persons on their holdings, does not argue 

very favourably far the system. 

Before coming to Canada, Talon had been instructed (27) 

to unite the various settlements into villages. It was felt that, 

the population distributed as it was all along both sides of the 

St. Lawrence between Quebec and Montreal, was the cause of a great 

deal of wasted effort and also the cause that the inhabitants were 

unable to protect themselves against the Iroquois, "It is very 

well known, wrote Talon, that the distanoe between settlements 

is very detrimental to the country, because they are thus exposed 

to the incursions of the Iroquois and because of the difficulties 

experienced by the parish priests and the judges .The evil, 

as far as the present settlements are concerned, is almost without 

remedy, but I find it easy enough not to repeat the same mistake 
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and to form villages or boroughs, and I have already begun the 

clearing to prepare a settlement where the new colonists whom we 

hope to receive next year will live in a community though eaoh one 

will have his own establishment." The King, in the same memoran­

dum, had instructed him to have prepared each year thirty or forty 

farms and to have them seeded at the expense of His Majesty to re­

ceive new families. "Since the day of my arrival, wrote Talon, I 

have worked to fulfill the wish of His Majesty with so much appli­

cation that next spring there will be, not forty, but perhaps se­

venty or eighty of those and all grouped in one village if possible." 

His interest in the development of the colony lead him 

to the study of the possibility of introducing new orops. In a 

letter to Colbert (November 13, 1666) (28) he wrote as follows: 

"hemp grows very well here, and I do not doubt that some day as 

much will be produced here as in Lower Brittainy, The newly cleared 

lands have appeared as the best for it; when I distributed the seed 

which I had brought with me last year, I asked that the same amount 

of seed be returned to me this year, and this has been done, so 

that I can give the seed whioh I receive under the same oondition 

to whoever needs it for next year. Some might be sent from France, 

but sinoe it cannot be sown the same year, it has a low germination. 

I have found that to foroe the inhabitants to grow hemp, it was ne­

cessary to place them in the need of thread; to this effect, I appro­

priated all the thread whioh I have found here, and I distribute it 

to those who undertake to pay it back with hemp, and I hope to con­

tinue this polioy next year." The above statements show that Talon 

had a real interest in the agricultural development of the colony. 
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It will be neoessary later to show the opposition with whioh he 

met. In the same letter to Colbert, he stated that two hundred 

and fifty colonists had established themselves during the year. 

In 1667, Talon took a second census of the colony and 

this time included agriculture. The only reason for ohoosing 

the year 1667 to terminate this chapter was that this census per­

mitted the statement of the exact agricultural development of the 

colony. A copy of this census may be found in the Canadian Ar­

chives (29) at Ottawa and through this copy, the writer has been 

able to make a complete study of each farm individually to see 

the actual development (See Table 8 appendix), as the total de­

velopment is nothing more than the sum of the development of 

each farm. This census shows the presence in the colony of 813 

families (30) with a population of 3,918 persons. Not counting 

Quebec and its suburbs, only thirteen Seigniories show the pre­

sence of population and farms. The census reported 713 farms 

with 11,559 "arpents" of land under cultivation. The increase 

during the period, 1632 to 1667, therefore, averages 109 persons 

per year, 20.3 farms and 329.5 "arpents" under cultivation. Fi­

gures already shown, indicate that the actual increase was some­

what higher in the last years of the period and considerably 

lower in the early part. 

Of the 713 farms reported, 169 showed between one and 

five "arpents" of land under cultivation, 235 between five and 

ten "arpents", 278 between eleven and fifty "arpents", 16 between 
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fifty-one and one hundred "arpents" and 15 showed one hundred 

and one "arpents" or more. The Seigniory of Beaupre headed the 

list with 127 farms and 1,711 "arpents" under cultivation, an 

average of 13.5 "arpents" per farm. In second place was the 

Island of Montreal with 119 farms and 1,875 "arpents" under 

cultivation, an average of 15.8 "arpents" per farm. The third 

place was held by the Island of Orleans with 108 farms, 1,236 

"arpents" under cultivation and an average of 15.7 "arpents" 

per farm. Notre Dame des Anges, the Seigniory of the Jesuits 

where all the experiments described in the Ralations had taken 

place, stood in fourth plaoe with 107 farms, 914 "arpents" un­

der cultivation and an average of 8.5 "arpents" per farm. In 

the reattining Seigniories, the number of farms ranged from 74 

to 7, the area under cultivation from 1,554 "arpents" to 112, 

the average area per farm from 36,5 to 10.2 "arpents" and while 

they showed a small number of farms, a certain number were of 

considerable importance. (See Table 7, Appendix). 

It is of importance to note here that the Seigniories 

which had thus far achieved the greatest development were those 

which were held by Societies. Beaupre and the Island of Orleans, 

it will be recalled, had been conceded to members of the old 

Company of New France, while the Society of Our Lady of Montreal 

held the Island of that name, and NotreDame des Anges was held 

by the Jesuits. Here are indicated the conditions which should 

have attended the granting of Seigniories. We will deal with 

this subject in a later chapter. 



- 140 -

Cattle were reported on 430 farms or 60,3 per cent of 

the total. The number reported averaged 6.2 animals per farm. 

Of these farms, 228 reported less than, five animals, 149 report-

ed between five and ten, 44reported from eleven to twenty-four 

animals and 9 reported twenty-five or more. The Seigniories of 

Beaupre, of the Island of Orleans, of Notre Dame des Anges and 

of Montreal reported 64*1 per cent of the total number of cattle. 

In addition, Notre Dame des Anges reported 85 sheep, the only 

ones to be reported in the whole colony. 

The above details concerning the farms of the colony 

show clearly that very few farms produced at that time any worth 

while surplus for the feeding of the non-farm population which 

amounted to 104 families plus the soldiers. Talon, however, 

realized that the time would soon come when it would be necessary 

to find a market for the surplus production. We will see in the 

next chapter the expedients which he proposed. The above census 

also shows that the farms were distributed over the whole colony 

from Quebec to Montreal on both sides of the St. Lawrence. It 

seems a pity, when the development of the colony appeared to be 

definitely under way, that the efforts should have been so di­

vided over a vast area rather than concentrated in one point 

where they would have added much strength to the colony. 

We have tried in this chaptet to follow in a more or 

less systematic way the agricultural development of the colony 

during the thirty-five years which followed the return of 
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Champlain to New Franoe. The main points to remember are the 

failure of the Company of New Franoe to live up to its obli­

gations, the failure of the Government to look after the welfare 

of the colony and the enthusiasm of Champlain, the Jesuits and 

Talon whioh certainly was deserving of more attention on the 

part of the King and His Ministers, Taken as absolute figures 

and as a measure of the success of France in establishing co­

lonies, the results so far achieved are tantamount to a dismal 

failure, but when considered as the achievement of a handful of 

people abandoned to their own resources, they are sufficient to 

fill us with admiration for the courage and energy of the pio­

neers who laid down the foundation of our country. 

Acadia. - It is not possible to close this chapter without say­

ing a few words of the agricultural development of Acadia during 

this period. We have seen how Richelieu was content with leaving 

the territory in the hands of the traders who travelled back and 

forth each year. A few men, under the direction of Bienoourt 

and later on of La Tour, had remained in Acadia after the des­

truction of Port Royal by Argall and had finally established 

themselves near Cape Sable in Nova Scotia. We have also seen 

how the Company of New France (Table 6, appendix) had granted 

large territories to the Razllly brothers and to La Tour on con­

dition that the colonists transported by them would be credited 

to the Company. The grants of land made by the Company of New 

France in Acadia between 1632 and 1635 amounted to over 3,700,000 

"arpents." 
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In 1632, Razilly transported "three hundred selected men". 

Among these were twelve or fifteen families and the remainder were 

single men who later married young girls brought from France (31), 

"For practical purposes, writes Mr. Gaudet, we may consider the 

arrival of the primitive families to date back to the expedition of 

Commander de Razilly to Acadie in 1632. It is not probable that 

any of the Acadians, with the exception of the La Tours, trace 

their descent from the colonists who arrived in the country with 

de Monts and Poutrinoourt." 

In 1635, the Commander de Razilly died, leaving his bro­

ther Claude as his sole heir, thus giving him oontrol of the Sei­

gniories of La Hevei, Port Royal and Baye Ste.Croix, in all over 

two and a quarter million "arpents" of land. In 1642, Razilly 

resigned all his privileges in favour of d'Aulnay de Charnisay. In 

1641, Charnisay had brought twenty families to Acadia and in 1644 

he had about four hundred persons under his command (32). 

There is no: need to relate here the phases of the civil 

war whioh followed between Charnisay and La Tour and later on 

Le Borgne de Coudray and which culminated in the taking of Acadia 

by the English in 1654, not to be returned to France until after 

the treaty of Breda in 1667. It is evident that during this period 

of turmoil agricultural developments remained in the background. 

A few vegetable gardens at Cape Sable, La Heve and Port Royal plus 

a few cattle and sheep constituted? the extent of agricultural 
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developments. We are told that when in 1644, La Giraudiere, 

lieutenant of Charnisay destroyed the establishment of Nicholas 

Denys at Chedabuctou, the latter employed one hundred and twenty 

men and that he had thirty "arpents" of land cleared. At fort 

St.Pierre (Cape Breton) he had cleared eighty "arpents" of land 

which he seeded every year.(33) 

After England had returned Acadia to Franoe, Louis XIV(34) 

sent the Chevalier de Grandfontaine as Governor, and in 1671 he 

took the first census of Acadia which provides the first definite 

statement of agricultural development in the country. A copy of 

this census may be found in the Canadian Archives (35) at Ottawa 

and a summary in the census report of 1871 (36). The details of 

this census will be found in table 9 of the appendix. 

The population of Acadia, as reported by this census 

was 436 persons, 363 of whom were in Port Royal. Of the 76 fami­

lies reported, 68 were in Port Royal. There were 53 farms repor­

ting 430 "arpents" of land under cultivation and 49 of those with 

417 "arpents" of cultivated land were located in Port Royal, 

Of these farms, 17 reported less than five "arpents" under culti­

vation, 20 reported between five and ten "arpents" and the remai-

ning 12 reported between eleven and fifty "arpents". Cattle 

were reported on 44 farms, 10 of which reported less than five 

heads, 15 between five and ten heads, 17 between eleven and 

twenty-four heads, and 3, twenty five heads or more. In addition 
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th e farmers owned 407 sheep, 36 goats and 55 hogs. Here as well 

as in New France, Franca had very little to show for forty years 

of attempts at colonization. Fifty-three farms in Acadia and seven 

hundred and thirteen in New France, such is the extent of agricul­

tural development of French colonies in America after more than one 

hundred and thirty years of occupation. This development however 

small as it was, marked the beginning of settlement in New France. 

From this time on, censuses were taken fairly regularly and it will 

be possible to follow more closely the development which took place 

from then on. 
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Chapter III 

New France, 1667-1681; Acadia 1671-1686. 

In this chapter we will study the development of the 

colony under the government of Courcelles, Talon, Frontenac and 

Duchesneau. The influence which Talon exercised on the develop­

ment of the colony is well known and in order to get a complete 

view of it, it will be necessary to go back a few years to the 

fall of 1665 when he first landed at Quebec. In a previous chap­

ter, we have enumerated the conditions which are essential to the 

development of any agricultural colony. If we wish to find out 

whether or not Louis XIV and Colbert fulfilled these conditions in 

regard to the development of New France, we will have to devote 

some time to the study of the work of Talon in the colony as he 

was the one in whom they had placed their confidence. We will also 

have to devote time to the study of the growth of population and 

of trade which, as we have said, were of primary importance in the 

development of agriculture. 

Of Talon, Rameau (l) wrote as follows; "He looked after 

all the details and did not fear to occupy himself with the settle­

ment of the colonists; it was he who originated the idea of the 

small villages located behind Quebec towards Charlesbourg. From 

the moment of his arrival, he oarefully supervised the establish­

ment of the families, of the colonists and "engages" who hadjoome 

with him and, each year, he had settlements prepared, lands cleared 

and buildings erected for the reception of immigrants; he then 
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forced the colonists thus established at the expense of the State, 

to do the same thing for those who would come after them." 

In order to explain the above statement, it will be ne­

cessary to give some attention to the instructions which he had 

received from Louis XIV and Colbert regarding what was to be done 

for the colony and to the various expedients which he practised 

in order to put them into execution. We already know that from 

the very beginning he had seen the possibilities of the country, 

and it will be of interest to note the various experiments whioh 

he tried in order to develop them and also the countless diffi­

culties with which he was confronted in the execution of his 

plans. We will have to cover much more than the agricultural de­

velopment of the country during the period, but this is essential 

to the proper understanding of our subject. 

We have seen in the preceding chapter that the Company 

of New France, hoping to retain her privileges, had made grants of 

land to a certain number of persons who would undertake to bring 

people into the colony in fulfilment of its obligations and that 

in 1667 only a few of these grantees had begun to establish settle­

ments. In 1663, when the Company surrendered its privileges and 

Louis XIV resolved to attend to the affairs of the colony himself, 

he realized that these grants were too extensive and detrimental 

to the orderly development of the colony. To obviate this diffi­

culty, he published an edict (2) which stated: "It has been re­

ported that one of the main reasons why the country has not de­

veloped as it should have and that many settlements have been 

destroyed by the Iroquois is that large grants have been made to 
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many inhabitants who have never been and are not now capable of 

clearing them, and having established their residences in the 

centre of these lands, they are far removed from their neigh­

bours , His Majesty, therefore, decrees that within the six 

months which will follow the publication of this edict, the inha­

bitants will have all the lands of their grants cleared, otherwise, 

the unimproved lands will be distributed to other grantees." This 

edict was a step in the right direction , but it set the granted an 

impossible task and it remained a dead letter in the Archives of 

the Superior Council. Talon's instructions contained very definite 

orders on the subject and we will see how he executed them. 

As we have already stated, Talon had no sooner arrived in 

the colony than he began to study the possibilities of the country 

in relation to the very definite instructions which he had received 

from the King and from Colbert, and immediately saw what there was 

to do if he could obtain their assistance. Further amplifying his 

instructions, Colbert, in 1665, wrote to Talon on the subject (3): 

"One of the most important causes whioh retarded the settlement of 

Canada has been that the colonists who have gone to settle there, 

have established their habitations wherever they have wished with­

out trying to unite them with their neighbours and to make their 

clearings close to others so as to be in a position to help each 

other when necessary; they have obtained grants of so much land 

that they have never been able to clear or cultivate them, and 

being thus dispersed they have been exposed to the incursions of 
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Iroquois who because of their speed and stealth have perpe­

trated their massacres beforelthe surprised colonists could ob­

tain help from their neighbours." 

"It is for this reason that the King, two years ago, 

caused an edict to be proclaimed........to the effect that from 

now on all clearings must be made in close proximity one to the 

other, and for the grouping of settlements in the form of our 

parishes and boroughs in so far as the thing is possible. This 

edict has remained without effect, because in order to achieve 

this end, it would have been neoessary to foroe the inhabitants 

to make new clearings and to abandon the ones already made." It 

is evident from the above that the King knew very well the disadvan­

tages of the scattered colony and he left it to Talon to find a so­

lution, suggesting that it might be done by subdividing the large 

concessions and establishing new colonists on them. We have seen 

how Talon replied that as far as he could see, it was impossible 

to remedy the errors of the past but that he thought that the repe­

tition of the same fault could be avoided in the new grants. He 

wrote (4) that it would be well, however, to publish this edict 

in the parishes and to find out from the grantees "the lands which 

they can clear and cultivate each year, and on the basis of their 

declaration leave them what they can clear in thirty years and 

distribute the remainder to new colonists on oondition, however, 

that each year there would be taken away from them the area left 

uncleared and that they should have cleared during that year. 
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I say to leave them what they can cultivate in thirty years, be­

cause the head of a family works with greater application to pre­

pare for his children something that will provide for their settle­

ment and subsistence in his neighbourhood, also when the children 

have reached the age of working for themselves, they are proud to 

increase the heritage left to them by their father who keeps an 

eye on them." The solicitude of Talon as revealed in this passage 

was certainly refreshing and different from the attitude of the 

companies which so far had had the destinies of New France in 

their hands. 

In his instructions, Talon was told that he must visit 

each settlement of the colony in order to obtain first hand know­

ledge of the true state of each establishment so as to be in a 

position to help them and to make it possible for them to earn 

their livelihood and to encourage them to clear the lands closest 

to the ones they already tilled. This instruction was prompted 

by Colbert's idea of paternalism in the government of the colony 

and Talon took advantage of it to remind him of some of the objec­

tions which he had to the attitude of the company in which hands 

Louis XIV had allowed the colony to fall only one year (1664) after 

he had decided to guide it himself. "There is nothing truer", he 

wrote, "than that labour and trade are the two principal means of 

bringing plenty into a country like Canada, of encouraging the 

well established families and of supporting the poor ones, and 

without freedom of trade in favour of the inhabitants, I am con­

vinced by what I have seen so far, that not only the country will 
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not become settled, but the most important families now here will 

move away. It would, therefore, be advisable for the King to de­

clare that His intention is that the said inhabitants do all the 

trading that might be useful to them, even in furs which they 

could send to France and for which they would obtain in return the 

things neoessary for their subsistence and for their trade with the 

Indians; it has been necessary to use some rhetoric to uplift the 

spirits of the inhabitants abated by the agent of the Company who 

made them understand that trading was forbidden." We must confess 

that on this point we are inclined to disagree with Talon, not that 

we doubt his sincerity, but because we think that the experience of 

the past should have made him understand that the fur trade was de­

trimental to the agricultural development of the colony and that 

the time devoted to the trade was irretrievably lost so far as land 

cultivation was concerned. We will have more to say on this subject 

in a later chapter. 

The greatest need of Canada, Talon was instructed, was the 

establishment of manufactures for the necessities of life, "because 

until now it has been necessary to transport into this country the 

cloths to dress the inhabitants and even their shoes, either be­

cause, being obliged to till the soil to obtain the subsistence of 

their families, they have made of this their most important occupa­

tion, or because of the lack of attention and industry on the part 

of those who have governed them until now. This is the reason why 

He (the King) wants him to examine the means of introducing a thing 
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so important to the country and for which His Majesty will give 

financial assitance being convinced that He could not use a large 

some of money in a more useful way." To this, Talon answered that 

he had already started, that he had gained knowlege of the reasons 

why manufactures had never been introduced in Canada, that he had 

found the means of overcoming the difficulties and that in the cour­

se of a year the King's wishes would be fulfilled except with re­

gard to cloth for which there was no wool in Canada, 

The king, the instructions continued, wished that after 

the war with the Iroquois, the soldiers be invited to remain in the 

oountry, that they be given a small remuneration in the name of 

His Majesty to enable them to establish themselves and even that 

cleared lands be secured from the old inhabitants for them so that 

they might be in a position to seed them immediately. Talon wrote 

on this subject that a part of the Carignan regiment would remain 

in Canada, because several offtoers had promisedto co-operate with 

him in the project which he had formed of making the soldiers work 

during the winter months at the preparation of houses and at clear­

ing lands in order to till them in the spring and for which he 

would give them wheat, hemp and other grains. 

A further instruction told him to study whether or not 

the lands were fertile and produced much wheat, whether there was 

in the country more wheatproduced than was necessary for the feed­

ing of all the inhabitants and their families and in that case, 

would it not be more advantageous to the farmers to seed hemp and 
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vegetables. If he thought it necessary, he could make special 

rulings to that affect. And considering that the feeding of 

cattle, to which the country was well suited because of the purity 

of its waters and of the presence of vast meadows, he was to exam­

ine whether or not it would be advantageous to forbid the killing 

of animals for such period as he would deem necessary. 

Talon did not doubt that the lands which ordinarily pro­

duced more wheat than the farmers oould consume would be suitable 

to the production of vegetables and particularly of hemp and His 

Majesty oould rest assured that he would have some seeded. He 

could be sure that, provided the country were settled, it would 

one day produce more hemp than Lower Brittainy. 

The above were the points on which the King wished Talon 

to work for the establishment of the oolony. The instructions were 

very comprehensive and contained all the necessary elements for 

the euilding up of a viable colony. They revealed beyong a doubt 

that Louis XIV and Colbert knew the weaknesses of the policies 

which had been followed in the past and they indicated that they 

were willing to redress the defects. Unfortunately, we will see 

presently that these good intentions did not last long. We will 

now devote some time to the examination of the methods which Talon 

followed to fulfil the above orders and of the difficulties which 

he had to face. 

Even before leaving France, Talon had had reasons to 

feel that the West Indies Company wasjaore interested in quick returns 

/ 
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than in solid establishments and had begun to oppose its projects 

and to protect the colonists against its agents. He wrote to 

Colbert (5) that the Gentlemen of the Company had told him that 

some people wanted to transport merchandise into Canada in spite 

of the fact that the King had given them the exclusive monopoly 

of the trade and wanted him to stop them. "But when I told them, 

he wrote, that these people were inhabitants of Canada and were 

transporting these goods more for their own use than for the trade 

and that it was important for these inhabitants to know from the 

very beginning of the establishment of the new company that it 

was not its intention to force them to buy all the necessities 

for their subsistence at their stores and at their prices, they 

relented." This was by no means the only time when Talon had to 

oppose the action of the Company. 

Once he had accepted the task of supervising the esta­

blishment of the colony, Talon did not wish to waste valuable 

time and effort on what might be termed trial and error methods. 

He dreamed of great things for New France and wished to accomplish 

them in the most direct way possible. He had planned before 

leaving France many of the things which he proposed to do. In 

order that everyone would be placed where he fitted best, he had 

a census taken of the soldiers before they left for New France, 

taking note of their trades and professions so that the best 

possible use would be made of their ability and training. "I pro­

pose, he wrote, to take the most skilful people in all trades and 
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start shops for the public good, and force the masters to take 

apprentices so as to increase their numbers and to ensure the per­

manency of all trades without having to fall baok on Franoe for ar­

tisans who are useful to the State." The reason for this action 

was that he had heard that there were no manufactures or artisans 

shops in the country and that some inhabitants took the artisans 

in their employ and did not allow them to work for others except 

for very high wages, which was the cause of the high cost of labour 

in the colony. This attitude of some inhabitants was detrimental to 

the development of the colony and, therefore, must be stopped. He 

began to encourage the inhabitants who were to cross into Canada 

with him to devote themselves to commerce, but the Directors of the 

West Indies Company soon gave him to understand that such action was 

against their interests and must be stopped. 

One cannot help, at this point, to pause for a moment to 

contrast Talon's attitude with that of the governors who had looked 

after the welfare of the colony during the Regime of the old Compa­

nies. Their sole interest was in the fur trade which alone seemed 

to promise quick returns to the shareholders and they opposed perma­

nent establishments because they saw a prospective competitor of 

the company in eaoh permanent settler. Talon, on the other hand. 

might have had some unrealizable dreams with regard to New France, 

but he was fully aware that the first thing to do in the colony was 

to bring settlers and he devoted all his energy, not only to bring­

ing them to New France, but also to making them happy and contended 

in their new homes. 
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We mentioned in the last chapter, the impressions which 

Talon received from the new country as reported in his first letter 

to Colbert after his arrival In the oolony. In this letter, he re­

lated his enthusiasm and the possibilities which he could see in 

the country. In the same letter, he also expressed to Colbert 

his fears that the Company did not have the best interests of 

the colony at heart and that if it insisted upon the full appli­

cation of its trade monopoly, it would "cause the most numerous 

and important part of the inhabitants to lose interest (6)", and 

since the privilege granted to the Company and the instructions 

which he had received from the King regarding the encouragement 

to be given to the development of the trade among the inhabitants 

were contradictory, he tried to manage so as to maintain some 

hopes of profits in the minds of the inhabitants until he re­

ceived further orders on the subject. 

Talon had barely finished/the reading of his instruc­

tions than the resolve of Louis XIV to help Canada had already 

begun to weaken and the first letter which he received from 

Colbert (7) instructed him to respect the rights of the Company 

and told him that the King could not agree to his project of 

forming a vast French Empire in America. "It is certain", he 

was told, "that at first you will have some difficulty because 

of the greed of the Company, but it will replace its agents by 

more moderate ones." His Majesty, Colbert explained, had forced 

the Company to allow the privilege of the fur trade to the inha­

bitants, but He was not convinced that it would not be better 
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for the colony if the company retained its exclusive privilege, 

because it was to be feared that by means of this trade the inha­

bitants would remain in idleness for part of the year whereas if 

they did not have this freedom, they would be forced to apply 

themselves to the cultivation of their lands. The writer must 
in 

confess that he is-full agreement with the remarks of Louis XIV 

Had Talon been able to see a few years ahead and to realize that 

this same fur trade would lead the colony to disaster in a very 

short time, just as it had in the past, there is no doubt that he 

would have been of the same opinion. We must, however, qualify 

our agreement. The first great need of the colony was population. 

and in order to hold the population there had to be some hope of 

profits. The cultivation of the soil was, no doubt, the only 

thing which could assure the permanent establishment of the colony, 

but so far, farming had carried no assurance of benefits beyond 

the obtaining of the food necessities of the farmer and his 

family. The fur trade, on the other hand, promised immediate 

returns, and from this point of view, perhaps we must not blame 

Talon too harshly for having wanted it for the colonists. 

Colbert expressed his conviction that the dangers 

which he feared from the Company were due to the maladministrat 

tion of the agents and not to the Company itself. The proof of 

this assertion was to be found in the fact that in 1666 the 

freedom of the trade had been extended to everyone "but it is 

much to be feared", he claimed,"that the individuals will send 

from France only those goods and provisions from which they will 



-159-

hope to make the largest profits,and will allow the country to 

run short of those whioh perhaps will be the most necessary to the 

colony, and furthermore, the beaver trade being in more than one 

hand the prices will be low." 

It will be recalled that in his instructions to Talon, 

the King had promised financial assistance for the establishment 

of manufactures but Colbert began to argue about it (7). "The 

means of establishing manufactures," he wrote, "rest more in 
••••* i 

their industry (the inhabitants') and their labour than in the 

assistance that the King can give, particularly now that he is 

engaged in the carrying on of an extensive war against the 

English........so that you must now count principally on what 

you can accomplish yourself for the development of the produc­

tions of the country by preventing the killing of animals, either 

through an Edict of the Superior Council or through your own 

power, to hasten their increase, because it is certain that when 

Canada will have a large number of cattle and sheep, it will be 

possible with their hides and other productions to manufacture 

cloths, other goods and leathers whieh will be to the advantage 

of the inhabitants." The above shows that the interest of Louis 

XIV in New France had dwindled down to the point where he was 

quite content to leave Talon to his own devices so that he might 

be free to stick his finger in the affairs of Europe. 

In the same letter, Colbert recommended to Talon, since 

the price of wheat was often very low in the colony, to encourage 

the colonists to produce hemp and after a few years he could 
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establish linen manufactures whioh, because of the good quality 

of hemp, might become as flourishing as those of Lower Brittainy. 

The lumber industry was also to be encouraged because the king 

might decide to have ships built in the country, and furthermore, 

the manufacture of stave-wood would encourage the clearing of land. 

Colbert also brought up another point which is worthy 

of mention here because it illustrates the opinion which was com­

monly held in France with regard to the settlement of New France. 

Talon had asked that all artisans who would come to work in Canada 

for a certain number of years would be given "Letters of Mastery" 

so that upon their return to France they would be able to exercise 

their trade in any one of the large cities of the Kingdom. This, 

of course, was solely to encourage the immigration of artisans to 

Canada. Colbert reminded Talon on this point "that the establish­

ment of "Letters of Mastery" has been done with the idea of dis­

couraging poor work and of encouraging good one, and on this sub­

ject, I believe that in a young colony like Canada, it is impor­

tant to attract all sorts of artisans regardless of their quality 

rather than only those who are successful in their art." 

The above discussion shows very clearly that Louis XIV 

and Colbert did not want to involve France into expenditures in 

America. They had many good ideas on the development of a strong 

colony that would be of assistance to France but they wanted this 

to be done with the least possible effort on their part. It was 

clearly shown to Talon that he would have to make his own plans 

and carry them out with a minimum of outside assistance. We must 
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say to his credit that in spite of these and countless other 

difficulties which he had to face, he devoted all his energies 

to the job at hand, and as we will see, he was able to accomplish 

great things. 

As we have already stated, his first attention had to be 

given to the conduct of the war against the Iroquois who were for­

ever threatening the inhabitants. In a memorandum (8) to Tracy 

and Courcelles he brought out the reasons for the immediate carry­

ing on of the war to a finish before thinking of anything else for 

the organization of the colony. 

Talon had felt Colbert's rebuke in the letter which we 

have cited and he replied (9) that he would not speak again of 

his dreams of a vast Empire in New France since Colbert knew that 

there was not in Franoe a sufficient number of supernumeraries to 

settle New France. Entering into the spirit of the letter, he 

would confine his care and attention to what he was ordered to do, 

until such time as this shapeless mass (the colony) appeared 

worthy of greater assistance than that received in the present 

year. Talon who had put all his energies into the building up of 

this colony, could not, however, help but express his disappoint­

ment and to write: "Only allow me, Monseigneur, to say that if 

this oolony appeared to you as it really is, you would not refuse 

to give it some of your attention, convinced as you must be that 

a wild country cannot develop if it is not helped in its begin­

ning." He confessed that all the statements which he had made 

since the beginning were because of his interest for the real 

welfare of the colony and of the King. 
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In spite of the attention which he had been forced to 

give to the conduct of the war, he had found time for other things. 

(10) He worked as much as he could at the union of scattered settle­

ments into villages. To show how easy this really was, he under­

took the formation of three villages in the vicinity of Quebec and 

these were well under way. Two of them had been prepared for the 

families which he hoped to receive from Franoe and the other for 

a number of officers and men of the Carignan Regiment and other 

ffentlemen. The lands of these villages had been selected in the 

seigniory of Notre Dam© des Anges, He had not found it expedient 

to cancel part of the large grants which had been made by his 

predecessors and had contented himself with exerting pressure 

upon the grantees for quioker work on their concessions. Wishing 

to make things as easy as possible for the colonists whom he 

hoped to receive, he drafted, in co-operation with Tracy, regu­

lations for the administration of justice and for the distribu­

tion of lands, (11) "In the new settlements prepared to reoeive 

the new families, it will be necessary?, the regulations stated, 

"to place old families who will teach the new ones how to till 

the land." The clauses and fees stipulated in the contracts made 

were to vary according to the type of grantee. It was a necessity 

to help the new families in the first years. "It appears to be as 

useful to His Majesty", stated the regulations, "as fair to them 

to give them assistance in food and tools and to pay for the 

clearing and seeding of the first two "arpents" on condition that 
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in the following three or four years they will do the same for 

other families who will come from Franoe, In this way we fur­

nish them with the means of obtaining their subsistence and of 

preparing lands for other families without any cost to the King." 

Convinced that actions spoke louder than wards, he 

proceeded to do himself the things which he eventually wanted 

the colonists to do for themselves. He realized that the day 

had come when if production of goods was to continue in the co­

lony some outlet had to be found for the surplus. He set out 

to build at his own expense a vessel whieh he would employ for 

the opening of the trade with the West Indies. 

In the above mentioned letter (10), he felt bound to 

explain that if he had spoken as he had of manufactures in Canada, 

it was because the king's instructions very definitely promised 

him financial assistance for their establishment. He also stated 

that if he had to wait on Canadian wools for the establishment of 

manufactures of woollen goods he would have to wait for a long 

time and he suggested that some wool might be imported from Acadia 

and from New England. 

He also expressed the hope that new colonists would 

arrive the next year and he stated that in this year two hundred 

and fifty had begun settlements. The girls that had been sent, 

ninety in number, had all been married but six. Keeping in 

mind every detail whioh concerned the welfare of the colonists 

he complained that the merchants of France who supplied goods 

to the colony sent some of poor quality. 



- 164 -

This letter shows better than anything else the uni­

versality of Talon's interest in Canada. No job was too small 

to attract his attention if by accomplishing it he thought that 

the inhabitants would derive some benefits or even some encou­

ragement. Unfortunately, the decreasing interest of Louis XIV 

and Colbert made the job more difficult. Furthermore, his in­

terest in the welfare of the colony forced him to combat the 

company and others who had acquired influence in the country. 

These difficulties impaired his health and made him ask for his 

recall (12). "I would not ask for it," he wrote to Colbert, 

"if I recognized in myself sufficient genius and ability to 

carry to their successful end the duties with which you have 

honoured me........I know very well, he continued, that I do not 

serve here to the satisfaction of everyone, and that is what, 

added to my illness makes me beg the King for my recall," Then 

as if wishing to justify his position he continued: "If you 

wish to know who are those who may not be satisfied of my con­

duct and the reasons for it, M. le Chevalier de Chaumont and the 

General Agent of the Company will be able to tell you and inform 

you that if I were willing to let the Church exercise the same 

authority that she exercised at the time of my arrival, I would 

have much less difficulty and more approbation," There is no 

necessity of entering here into the details of this so-called 

undue authority of the Church. It is sufficient to state that 

the King had given Talon special instructions to study this matter 

and that when he reported on the subject he received Colbert's 
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rebuke for it. In a memorandum on the present state of Canada 

(13), written in 1667, Talon explained in some details that 

the Church was exercising an authority which was very detri­

mental to the development of the colony. 

In 1667, Colbert wrote him (14) encouraging him to 

remain in the colony for at least another year and gave him 

further instructions regarding the development of the colony. 

He also announced in the same letter that the king was sending 

another contingent of colonists and some horses. He recom­

mended to Talon the adoption of the expedients which he had 

used in France to encourage the increase of population. These 

expedients consisted in encouraging early marriages and in sub­

sidizing large families. It was not, however, until 1669 that 

the Superior Council passed an edict (15) in favour of inhabi­

tants who had large families. The edict called for the payment 

of pensions of three hundred livres a year for families of ten 

living children "not priests or members of religious orders" 

and four hundred livres for those with twelve. 

Talon's thoughts were forever of the interests of the 

king, of the development of the colony and of the welfare of the 

colonists. In 1667, he wrote to Colbert (16) that the signing 

of the peace treaty with the Iroquois should, in his opinion, 

be favourable to the expansion of the colony and to the clearing 

of lands because now the settlers would be able to lay down their 

arms and give their undivided attention to the job of making per­

manent settlements. The only means, he thought, of strengthening 
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the colony either against the Indians or against European powers, 

was the acquisition of "Manatte" and "Orange" either by armed 

force or by purchase. He stated that the establishment of the 

soldiers had already begun and that large clearings were to be 

made during the coming winter. To ensure their perseverance he 

granted them lands among the old inhabitants so that they might 

be in position to benefit by their experience. 

In this same letter he had included the census of 1667 

which we have studied in detail in the last chapter and he said 

that the country had "taken on a new physiognomy in regard to 

settlements and land cultivation since you have been giving it 

your attention." But, he went on to say that instead of the four 

hundred good men promised by Colbert, he was forced to oonfess that 

only one hundred and twenty-seven had arrived, "all very weak, too 

young and of very little service and that instead of the fifty 

girls he had received one hundred and nine, not counting the chil­

dren who had come over with their parents/ 

Another fact is worthy of mention here, because it 

illustrates the wide awake attention of Talon for the welfare of 

the colony and for the interests of the king, and also because it 

reveals the lack of interest of the Company in both. Talon ack­

nowledged the receipt of the horses which had been sent, but he 

wrote: "I cannot help but report to you that those who have been 

employed to buy them have not well fulfilled their duty when they 

bought animals of nine years of age. Since the King does not spare 

his expenses for the purohase of these animals which he thinks are 



- 167 -

useful to the oountry, those who are employed by the company 

should not spare four or five "pistoles" (eight to ten dollars) 

per head for the first shipment. I say the same thing of the 

sheep, because, he continued, besides being very weak, no pre­

caution was taken against the malice of a herder who, according 

to the man who had charge of them0 had poisoned twenty •• 

I tell you these things to show the conduct of the people em­

ployed by the company and which should be attended to." 

Talon appreciated fully that the increase of the popu­

lation was the first essential in the development of agriculture 

and trade in the colony. To the news that Colbert contemplated 

the sending of three or four hundred Swiss labourers to New France 

he replied (16) that the project filled "the inhabitants of Canada 

with joy because the men received this year were very weak, while 

those that you promise them are very able; in so far as I am con­

cerned, I am convinced that one man of this nation is worth at 

least two of ours for the work that there is to be done in this 

country." 

It was with pride that he announced to Colbert that one 

man, guided by his example, was making the necessary preparations 

for the building of a vessel and that he was trying to make a 

deal with him to start trade with the West Indies. In company 

with him, he had sent this year "salted fish, green and cured 

cod, white and green peas, stave-wood and oil on a French vessel 

which went to the West Indies before its return to France/7 This 

undertaking was as an experiment "and to show the road to trade 

to the inhabitants of Canada who have not yet found it." 
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Faithful to his instructions, he was forever seeking 

new means of encouraging the oolonists, of developing the colony 

and of effecting savings for the king. He had received two 

boilers as a gift from His Majesty, and of these, he wrote: "I 

will use these to establish a brewery from which the public will 

receive great benefits; according to the opinion of some of the 

most important citizens of this country who begged me to start 

this work. Besides the fact that beer is healthful and will 

save one hundred thousand livres in wines and alcoholic beverages 

which are imported each year, it will encourage the farmers to 

the cultivation of the soil, because they will be assured of a 

market for their surplus grains which will be used in the manu­

facture of this beverage." Talon realized that agricultural 

production would increase only if it was possible to find an out­

let for the surplus which tended to lower prices to the point 

where farmers refused to produce. The establishment of trade 

with the West Indies necessitated ships which no one in the colo­

ny could afford to build. Louis XIV had other uses for his navy 

and, furthermore, as we will see later, the grains of Canada were 

in competition with those of Franoe on the West Indies market. 

This was the main reason why Talon was looking for means of dis­

posing of the surplus grains within the country while attempting 

at the same time to effect savings for the colonists who would 

not have to buy as much alcoholic beverages. 

He also wrote (16) that there were no commoners in the 

colony who wished to take timber lands to clear them and that it 
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might be advantageous in order to encourage settlement to have 

land cleared for them. He then proposed the plan which we have 

mentioned previously for the preparation of lands for new fami­

lies. He also suggested that the same plan might be used to 

prepare lands for poor noble families whom the king might want 

to establish in Canada. 

Besides devoting much time to the planning of means 

of establishing manufactures, trade and agriculture, Talon was 

also constantly brought face to face with difficulties to the 

solution of which he had to give a great deal of thought. The 

moneys for the payment of the troops and for the other expendi­

tures of the government were sent each year and did not arrive 

in the colony until the arrival of the first vessels in July 

or August. Consequently, from January to July or August the 

Intendant was forced to borrow from the agents of the company 

or from certain inhabitants the necessary sums for the various 

payments which could not be delayed and this lead to serious 

difficulties. To avoid these troubles, Talon suggested that 

a sufficient amount of money be sent in one year to cover the 

expenditures for eighteen months, so that in the future there 

would be a sufficient amount of money in the country to await 

the arrival of the vessels without having to resort to borrow­

ings. In modern terms, he was asking that a fiscal year be 

established for Canada ending in July or August or failing this 

that a special currency be created for the country. Colbert 

who, as we know, had to resort to all sorts of expedients to 
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obtain the necessary funds for twelve months, could not find his 

way clear to do this and the matter was dropped. It is this very 

same trouble which a few years later was responsible for the crea­

tion of card-money which was to have such a detrimental effect on 

the development of the colony. 

Talon also had many and varied causes of complaint 

against the employees of the Company. "The girls who came to 

Canada", he wrote, "complained of the treatment whioh they re­

ceived at the hands of the employees of the company, and they 

have assured me that from the moment that they had set sail, they 

had been treated inhumanly and dishonestly by the officers who 

caused them to suffer from hunger, reoeiving only a light break­

fast and a still lighter supper." Furthermore, the Company did 

not pay much attention to the selection of men who were sent to 

Canada and Talon begged Colbert to forbid to those who hired men 

for Canada to take them of less than sixteen years of age or over 

forty, "because those who are not between these ages cannot be­

come used to the country and are costly to the King." 

In 1668, Talon obtained permission to return to France 

because of his impaired health and Bouteroue was sent to replace 

him. Talon had not thus far made any grants of seigniories and 

all the individual grants which he had made had been in the 

villages which he had built on the Seigniory of Notre Dame des 

Anges and in the suburbs of Quebec. In 1668, before leaving 

the oountry, he made two grants which amounted to slightly over 

16,000 "arpents" one in the present county of St. Maurice and 

the other in the county of Vercheres. 
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Bouteroue took a census (17) in 1668 which revealed 

the presence in the colony of 1,139 families with a population 

of 5,870 persons, not oounting 412 soldiers who had arrived 

during the year and the 300 who were in the four companies which 

had remained in Canada. These figures represented an increase 

of 79.5 per cent in two years. During the same period, the num­

ber of farms had more than doubled. Between 1667 and 1668, the 

area under cultivation had increased from 11,559 to 15,642 "ar­

pents" and the number of cattle from 2,683 to 3,400. The yield 

of grains in the oolony was placed at 130,878 "minots" (1 minot 

equals 1.07 bushels) or 22.3 "minots" per person. These remark­

able achievements oan be taken as a direct measure of Talon's 

efforts to foster the development of the colony. These results 

obtained by Talon in spite of all the difficulties which he had 

to face, make one wonder what they would have been if he had re­

ceived the whole hearted support and co-operation of the King and 

of the Company. There is nothing to indicate whether the crop of 

1668 was exceptionally large or not but it indicates that in this 

year, at least, there was more grain produced than could be con­

sumed by the colony and that it was important to find an outlet 

for surplus production if the farmers were to continue the ex­

pansion of their agricultural operations. 

Bouteroue did not take long to demonstrate that he was 

inoapable of continuing the work started by his predecessor and 

in 1669, Talon was again appointed Intendant. No sooner had he 

returned than he began to work at the development of the colony, 
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all the time keeping a careful eye on the king's interests (18). 

None too trustful of the company, he checked its accounts and 

noted the various discrepancies which he found. In 1667, the 

Company had charged the king for the transport of 500 persons 

and Talon certified that only 286 had oome and, therefore, re­

fund should be made to His Majesty for the balance. He checked 

the accounts year by year to protect the king's interests 

against the greed of the Company. 

Before returning to New France, Talon had again been 

given very definite instructions on the points on which the 

king wished him to devote particular attention (19). The king 

wanted Talon to "use all possible means to Induce the inhabi­

tants to clear and till their lands, not only to produce abund­

antly for their own subsistence, but even to be in a position 

to assist the Kingdom in case of necessity, and to attract by 

this abundance the French from the Kingdom who naturally search 

the places where they will be able to earn their livelihood 

with greater ease." Below this instruction, Talon noted: "the 

application with whioh the subjects of His Majesty work at the 

clearing of lands leads one to believe that not only will the 

oolonists have sufficiently for their subsistence, but a sur­

plus for the West Indies and for old France, and already, for 

this reason, persons of means ask to be allowed to come to 

Canada." This instruction was accompanied by the old one about 

the grouping of inhabitants into villages. 

The establishment of regular trade with the West 

Indies was also to be encouraged and developed. To this Talon 
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answered that "three new vessels built in Canada, of Canadian 

timber, are now in the port of Quebec taking on a cargo for 

the West Indies where they will exchange it for sugar and to­

bacco which they will transport to France whence they will 

bring back goods for Canada." This was the beginning of the 

three way trade which was to be encouraged all through the 

French Regime, 

In 1669, the Sieur Patoulet, Talon's secretary, 

wrote to the minister (20) about the colony and introduced a 

new subject. Speaking of the progress which the raising of 

sheep had made in the colony, he wrote: "the introduction of 

this species is very important for this oountry, both for the 

establishment of manufactures of woollen goods which we lack, 

and for the fertilization of the soil whioh is already tired: 

*The above introduces the problem of soil exhaustion. Even at 

this early date, some of the soil around Quebec had been tilled 

for forty years. In those days, manure was allowed to go to 

waste and crop rotation was an unknown thing. Ordinarily, half 

of the cleared land was seeded to grain, mostly wheat, and the 

other half remained in fallow whieh was not cultivated. New 

clearings were seeded every year for a number of years. The 

cleared land was never used for pasture or for the production 

of fodder crops, these being obtained from natural meadows, so 

that it is not surprising that even at that time some of the 

land should have become "tired". 

In a memorandum written in October 1670 (21) Talon 

explained to Colbert: "The country produces sufficiently of 
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wheat, vegetables and fish to feed the colonists and also gives 

a small surplus for the trade with the West Indies." What the 

oountry needed most wa,s vessels for the carrying on of the 
he a 

trade and ; believed that "the King should pay small bounty to 
those who would build some." 

We have seen how Talon had opposed the monopoly of 

the West Indies Company and obtained freedom of trade for all 

the inhabitants. This action did not meet the approval of 

everyone in the colony. A memorandum on theprice of beaver 

written in 1670 by Charles Aubert de la Chesnaye (22) brought 

out another side of the question. "The only means of support­

ing and increasing the colony of Quebec", said the memorandum, 

"is to increase the prioe of beaver and its consumption, it 

being its sole souroe of revenue and currency. The trade of 

this place was formerly carried on by very few persons or by a 

company, this merchandise was given in payment at fourteen livres 

a pound and was worth twenty livres and more in France. The mul­

tiplicity of merchants has lowered the prioe for the past five 

or six years to four livres. This reduction from such a high to 

such a low price made many people think that the prioe of this 

merchandise could not be lowered further, which caused a few 

traders to buy large quantities in the hope of making a profit, 

but they erred.••...••In consequence, because all these merchants 

compensate their losses in France by raising the price of goods 

i» Canada in such a way that the inhabitants, even when they have 

a large quantity of beaver, are up against it and cannot undertake 
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anything for their own advancement." This statement, while very 

true, tells only a small part of the story. The lower price of 

beaver was not only due to the competitive buying and selling 

but also and probably mainly to the fact that the financial situa­

tion of France did not permit the buying of large quantities of 

furs. Patoulet, in the letter which we have quoted previously 

(20) summarized the other side of the question. "The freedom of 

the trade which you have granted to New France has succeeded ad­

mirably. Merchants have come in large numbers and with suoh a 

quantity of goods that the country is well supplied for more 

than two years. This great abundance of goods has helped the 

inhabitant who has been able to buy provisions at just prices. 

"Both La Chesnay and Patoulet exposed without knowing it the 

real danger of the freedom of the fur trade to the colony. 

The lowered price of beaver meant that more furs would be needed 

to buy the necessities of life and the eolonists would have to 

go farther afield to get them and thus would oome to like the 

adventures of the open country. There was the very cause that 

created the bush rangers who even in Talon's time were to become 

the scourge of the colony. 

The soldiers who had settled in the colony needed 

attention and encouragement and Talon begged the king to grant 

them their subsistence for another year after which they would 

be able to support themselves from their lands. He also pro­

posed that houses be built for them and that their lands be 

seeded so that they would be able to marry, settle down and 

contribute to the increase of the colony. 
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As further proof that the interests of the king as well 

as those of the colonists were forever present in his mind, he 

reported that he had sent Jolliet to discover a route to Mexioo 

and the Sieur de St. Lusson towards the west in the hope that he 

would discover copper mines and a route to China which would be 

a decided advantage to Franoe. For the settlers he reminded the 

king of sending "engages" who would be very useful to them for 

the time of their engagement and then would become new colonists. 

In 1670, the king had sent some horses and Talon dis­

tributed them among the inhabitants in such a way as to ensure 

the increase of the species. The conditions (23) under which he 

granted these animals are rather interesting and worthy of men­

tion, "The persons to whom these animals will be distributed 

will be their sole masters and proprietors and will be free to 

sell, exchange and treat them as their own property; for three 

years they will care for them and feed them in such a way that 

none will die. In the case where, through negligence, lack of 

feed, care or other unforeseen accidents (except if killed by 

lightning, gunshot or other acoidents of a similar nature) they 

are lost, the grantees will pay two hundred livres to the Re­

ceiver of the King as replacement value. The grantees will also 

be proprietors of their progenies, males or females, provided 

that they are made to bear young once in twelve months; but to 

prevent the negligence of those who would only use them as work 

animals, which would not fulfillthe intentions of the king who 

wants their multiplication, the said proprietors will have to 
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give the Receiver, at the end of three years, a yearling colt. 

The colts being the property of the king, will be distributed 

to other inhabitants in the same way," 

Besides his many occupations and worries, he wrote 

to Colbert that in order to serve as an example to the colo­

nists, he had "bought a farm covered with timber, except two 

"arpents" where the trees were failed; I have had it tilled 

and increased, he continued, in such a way that I can say that 

it is the most important one in the country, and I propose in­

creasing it further; there is sufficient land in it to form a 

few villages. It could receive a title whieh would be an en­

couragement to the colonists to do likewise." 

He constantly kept in mind that in order to encourage 

production it was necessary to find a market for surpluses and 

that this could be accomplished only by the development of 

trade. To eneourage trade with the West Indies, he wrote that 

he was sending three vessels built in the colony with a cargo 

of fish, oil, green peas, timber and also "beer made in the 

brewery at Quebec from barley and hops grown in the oountry 

and five hogsheads of flour as an experiment. Wheat, he con­

tinued, which was selling for an "ecu" (three francs) at the 

time of my arrival in the colony, now has risen enough in 

price to encourage both oldand new colonists to till their lands; 

the rise was caused by the purchases which I made of the sur­

pluses, and which I had made into flour for the troops in repla­

cement of some French flour (one hundred hogsheads) which I sent 

to the West Indies." The reason for not exporting the Canadian 
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flour was that he feared that because of its freshness it might 

not withstand the sea voyage without alteration. 

"For the purpose of encouraging the farmers in the 

production of pork," he continued, "I sent four hundred barrels 

of salted pork whioh I had brought from France as a surplus. 

Similarly, I sent some liquor in order to increase the consump­

tion of barley through increasing that of beer whioh will be 

consumed in larger quantities if there is less liquor in the 

colony." 

All this work, coupled with the countless difficulties 

which confronted him on all sides had again impaired his health. 

In a memorandum (24) to Colbert, he wrote:" If you wish to know 

the main cause of my illness, my secretary will be able to tell 

you and to explain the difficulties with whioh I am confronted 

in the accomplishment of my duty." 

The "engages" who were sent from time to time eonsti-

tuted a problem which demanded much attention from Talon and had 

become complicated with a new problem whioh had arisen in recent 

years. "We work hard" he wrote (1671) to settle the "engages" 

and to tie them by marriage to a community in order to force them 

to work at the cultivation of the soil; with this in mind, and 

to divert several lazy ones from joining the Indians in the bush 

(a praetise which I found only too common upon my arrival), I 

have opened the door to industry by opening shops which have kept 
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nearly three hundred and fifty men busy during the whole summer; 

I can even say that I have waged a war against lazinesr which has 

caused a certain number to murmur, but to whioh I pay no atten­

tion " 

It will be recalled that he had received very definite 

instructions for the reduction of the size of land grants and 

that the king wanted him to expropriate lands from those who had 

more than they could till. Talon did not do any expropriation 

but he tried to force the grantees to hurry the clearing of their 

concessions. As can readily be imagined this action heaped up 

more troubles upon his shoulders. On the subject, he wrote (24): 

"M, de Lauzon just left here showing some dissatisfaction becau­

se I combat the slowness of those to whom his father has granted 

vast areas of land while he was here as governor and also becau-

I threaten to expropriate those who only carry on fishing without 

bringing their lands into cultivation." 

In a memorandum (25) to the king (1671) he gave details 

of the progress of the colony. "I must" he wrote, "deal with 

the subject of hemp which has become so familiar here that one 

can hope with reason '" > - that in three years the farmers will 
best 

supply by their own cultivation and manufacture, the^part and 

perhaps all the linens necessary for their own use, even though 

the quantity consumed here in an ordinary year exceeds 60,000 

livres and I add that at the rate that this crop has been growing 

this year there will be in this country in six years, not only 

a sufficient quantity of rope for the rigging of the vessels 

constructed here, but a surplus to send to France equivalent, in 
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relation to the population, to that supplied by any province 

of the Kingdom. One colonist alone has supplied eight "mi­

nots" of seed and one hundred pounds of fibre after taking 

what he needed for his family." This wishful thinking on 

the part of Talon is an illustration of his enthusiasm and 

faith in the possibilities of the colony. His dreams might 

have come true if he had had the assistance of France and if 

he had been able to work in co-operation with Courcelles who 

took every opportunity of showing his jealousy and of impeding 

Talon's movements. 

With the increase in cleared land the problem of 

finding a substitute for wheat was becoming more acute and 

Talon was forever in search of new crops which would bring re­

venues to the farmers. In the same memorandum he wrote: 

"Experiments have been conducted with tobacco whioh grows and 

ripens as well here as anywhere else; if the king does not see 

any inconvenient to its cultivation here, I will encourage the 

farmers who have lands suitable for it to carry on its culti­

vation." The answer to this question was not long in coming. 

Colbert wrote that His Majesty did not want tobacoo to be grown 

in the oolony, because it would be detrimental to the West 

Indies where it was produced, and furthermore, He thought that 

it would not be of grea* advantage to New France which was in 

far greater need of the things which would encourage the inha­

bitants to engage in trade, navigation, fisheries and manufac­

turing. 
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Hew developments in the oolony were slow and far bet­

ween, but each one was a source of pride to Talon because it was 

a direct result of his work. He wrote to the king*, in the above-

mentioned memorandum that from the wool of the oountry he had 

manufactured drugget, worsted and serge. Through the establish­

ment of tanneries, nearly one thiHd of the shoes needed was manu­

factured in the country. His enthusiasm lead him to write: "I 

hope that in a short time the oolony will need to import from 

France very few of its necessities." "The brewery," he went 

on, "is now completed and can supply two thousand hogsheads of 

beer for the West Indies and another two thousand for the con­

sumption of the country which will cause the consumption of 

twelve thousand "minots" of grain each year. To supply this 

public utility I have had seeded and cultivated on the farm 

"des Islets" (his own farm) six thousand plants of hops necess­

ary and of as good quality as that produced in the hop-fields 

of Flanders." 

He was also proud to announce that cattle raising was 

progressing nicely in the oolony, "I figure", he wrote, "that 

His Majesty has sent a sufficient number of livestock to populate 

the country, being given that we can import horses from New En­

gland and ewes from Acadia where they are quite abundant, if it 

became necessary. Cows and hogs are becoming as familiar here 

as in Old France, so that now this country can do without the 

pork of La Rochelle whence I have imported in some years as many 

as eight hundred barrels, and I have reason to believe that this 
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country together with Aoadia will be able, in a short time, to 

supply all the salted meatsjaeeded in the West Indies." 

The low prioe of furs had brought up another problem 

to worry Talon and to impede the progress of the colony. "As 

the merchants," he wrote to the king, "do not find the fur trade 

advantageous because of the low prices which the furs now com­

mand in France, they take all the currency which they remove 

from the eountry, so that there is very little left for the or­

dinary trade between inhabitants, which causes me to propose the 

adoption of a speoial currenoy for Canada." Colbert did not 

think it advisable to grant this very natural request. 

There is no need to add any further arguments to prove 

the energy with whioh Talon worked at anything whioh he thought 

might serve the interests of the colony and protect the colonists 

against the things whioh might slow up their progress. It is 

not surprising that his health had suffered greatly. In 1672, 

the king permitted him to return to Franoe. 

As we have already stated, during the first years of 

his stay in Canada, Talon had made no grants of seigniories and 

had been content with establishing families in the villages 

whioh he had organized in the vicinity of Quebec. In the years 

1668, 1669 and 1670, he had made six grants which altogether 

amounted to approximately thirty-three thousand "arpents". These 

grants were much smaller than the ones whioh had been made by his 

predecessors. In 1672, however, he seemed to have forgotten all 

the very definite instructions which he had reoeived, his views 
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on the subject and to have thrown all discretion to the wind. 

In this year, he made fifty-two grants scattered on both sides 

of the St, Lawrence all the way from Gaspe to Montreal. It is 

true, however, that most of those grants were small in compa­

rison to some of the previous ones but nevertheless, they were 

beyond the size which could be brought into cultivation by one 

family and altogether totalled to over one million "arpents" 

of land (See Table 6, appendix). It is hard to understand why 

on the eve of his departure from the oolony, he contributed to 

the continuanoe of an evil whioh he had himself recognized and 

opposed with all his strength. 

Talon left the colony in 1673, but did not forget it, 

and for a few more years continued to be Canada's best friend 

at Court. In 1673, in a memorandum which he wrote (26) he gave 

some indication of the work which he had accomplished in the 

oolony and some of the problems which he had had to solve. He 

mentioned some of the results achieved on individual farms and 

he stated that he believed that Canada was in a position to 

supply five thousand "minots" of peas yearly for the navy. He 

stated to Colbert that the vast grants which had previously been 

made in Canada were responsible for the fact that he had been 

asked for grants so large that if he had granted them, in no 

time there would have been no land for the families who would 

be sent. ftM, de Saurel, he wrote,"was dissatisfied because the 

grant he had made to him did not exceed fifty thousand "arpents". 

This last statement is rather difficult to reconcile with the 
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fifty-two grants which he himself hadjmade before leaving Canada. 

He also recalled the instructions which he had re­

ceived from Louis XIV and Colbert and made a survey of what he 

had accomplished for their fulfilment during his administration. 

"By the various instructions which I have received from the 

king," he wrote, "it has appeared to me that at the time when 

His Majesty sent his regiment of Carignan-Sallieres to Canada, 

He had hoped to extend the Kingdom of God by increasing His 

own, to establish Christianity among pagan peoples and to sub­

mit barbarians to His domination, and by the strength of His 

arms, open to zealous missionaries, a full harvest for heaven 

and to the colonists. His subjects, the rivers for new dis­

coveries, after having saved them from the daily incursions 

and insults of the Savages their enemies which retarded the 

establishment of a whole oolony started long before under the 

reign of His predecessor. In all this, the intentions of His 

Majesty seem to have been fairly well fulfilled by the explo­

rations whieh have been made and by the submission of the 

Indians." 

"It hasjalso appeared to me," he oontinued, "that one 

of the main intentions of His Majesty has been to establish in 

a few years a vast and numerous settlement, filled with men 

well suited for war, navigation and fishing and whose physical 

fitness would make them able to accomplish all sorts of labour. 

By sending girls to marry the soldiers, the number of colonists 

has increased to such an extent, that in the census of 1671, 
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I found seven hundred children baptised during the year. His 

Majesty has also desired by the establishment of fisheries to 

replace the foreign fish which the Kingdom buys to the value of 

1,500,000 livres a year and furthermore, to furnish it to the 

West Indies which are now supplied by Boston." 

"He has also wished to obtain from Canada, timber, iron, 

tar and hemp, so as to place Himself in a position of independence 

with regard to the Princes of the Baltic sea for the upkeep of His 

navy. In all thisy Canada seems to have well fulfilled the King's 

hopes; hemp is grown with success, linens as well as ropes and 

tar are manufactured, iron has been found, vessels have been 

built which have withstood the sea for six years and some are 

being built for His Majesty." 

The above enumeration of the king's wishes in regards 

to the things to be developed in Canada, clearly indicate that 

the development of the colony was valuable only in so far as it 

could be of assistance to the Kingdom in supplying the goods 

which Louis XIV now had to buy from foreign powers. The welfare 

of the colonists was of no consequence and was to be considered 

only when it coincided with the aims of His Majesty. 

"Sedentary fishing stations of great utility have been 

established," continued the memorandum. "Trade with the West 

Indies has been established. It was established by me in 1668 

and has been continued since. This trade consists of the surplus 

of peas, salmon, salted eels, green and dried cod and timber; this 

trade will be increased by the surplus wheat which will be 
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manufactured into flour, estimating that each year Canada will 

dispose of a surplus of thirty thousand "minots" if crops are 

not damaged by the inclemency of the weather. The quantity of 

peas can reach ten thousand "minot," and salted meats will not 

in the future be^ the least part of this trade. This trade 

(in salted meats) being advantageous to the Islands,Canada will 

soon be in a position to supply them with pork,., and salted 

beef Just as good as that of Ireland," 

One might be inclined to think that in a study of the 

nature of this one, too much space was devoted to the relation 

of Talon's deeds in the colony. We do not think so because his 

work was essential to the development of an agricultural oolony. 

The establishment of a new colony is not at all unlike the build­

ing of a house in the middle of the forest. The first thing to 

do is to transport there the men who will clear the timber and 

brush, then excavate the cellar and then build a solid foundation 

on which the house will rest. The action of Talon in New France 

was like that of the man who builds in the forest. His expedients 

to develop trade, manufactures, fishing were the foundation on 

which the agricultural colony must stand. 

Talon had understood full well that the first essential 

of a colonial establishment was a happy and contented population. 

It was, therefore, necessary to induce Frenchmen to cross the sea 

to establish their homes in the wilderness which they hoped would 

one day be another France. The only inducement was the assurance 

that a living could be earned here more readily than in France as 
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Talon fully realized that the French would not emigrate to a 

new land without the assurance of bettering their situation. 

He also knew that the colonists would not tackle the arduous 

task of cutting down the forest and of bringing the land under 

cultivation with only the prospect of obtaining no more than 

their subsistence. Agricultural development oould only be made 

attractive by the assurance of profits and this oould only be 

given by the establishment of markets where surpluses oould 

readily be disposed of. The freedom of trade for which he 

fought was also essential for the growth of the oolony because 

he was convinced that it alone oould prevent the abuses which 

had been rampant under the monopoly of the company. Subsequent 

facts permit one to doubt of the wisdom of his views on the free­

dom of trade for the inhabitants, but it is certain that Talon 

was of good faith and that he could not foresee the abuses which 

were to become prevalent only a few years later. For the above 

reasons, no study of the agricultural development of the colony 

could be complete without a mention of Talon's efforts to make 

New Franoe a going concern. 

"Talon," says H. M. Thomas (27), "was Colbert's 

greatest agent in Canada. Critical of the feudal subjection 

to a fur company, he devoted his talents to what is piously 

remembered as the first successful Immigration policy of Canada. 

An increase in the number of settlers was the essential first 

stage in agricultural development, and the population grew from 

less than twenty-five hundred to approximately seven thousand. 
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Under existing circumstances, he worked for a frontier military 

society which was to be primarily agricultural Talon took 

steps to concentrate the restless colonials, and made land con­

cessions conditional on exploitation within three years for sei­

gniors and four in the case of habitants." 

The work of Talon in Canada cannot be better summed 

up than by citing the following extract from Rameau (28): "If 

Cartier was the discoverer and Champlain the founder of Canada, 

it can be very well said that Talon was its creator. He used 

well the powers which he had been given to establish the colony. 

He multiplied himself and no detail which concerned the interests 

of the king and those of the colonists was too small to command 

his whole attention." *To encourage the colonists, he himself 

started the trade with the West Indies at his own expense, and 

similarly started a brewery and a farm. During his stay in the 

colony, the population more than doubled, and agricultural deve-

lopmemt was such that barring accidents he could count on a 

yearly surplus for export. No one can deny that if Canada had 

remained under his guidance for a few more years, many of the 

hardships of the next twenty or thirty years would have been 

avoided though it must be confessed that at that time some of 

them had already established their roots. 

In 1672, Frontenac was appointed Governor in place 

of the Sieur de Courcelles, There is no doubt that this nomi­

nation hastened Talon's return to France, because he sensed 

that their policies would be as opposed as their characters. 
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Like Talon, Frontenac had received very definite instructions 

from the king (29), "The Sieur de Frontenac," he was told, 

"m$st encourage by all possible means the inhabitants to the 

tillage and clearing of lands; and since the distance between 

settlements has considerably retarded the development of the 

colony and has in the past, made the incursions of the Iroquois 

possible, he will examine what can be done to foroe the inha­

bitants to make their clearings close to one another, either 

by forcing the @ld colonists to work on their concessions or 

by granting them to new ones who come to settle in the country. 

He also knows how the feeding of cattle is useful to families; 

for this reason, he will encourage the inhabitants to feed as 

many as possible, so that the country will not be dependent 

on the cattle of the Kingdom for its subsistence." 

"Frontenac's opposition to cancellation of land 

grants for lack of development was ominous", writes H.M.Thomas 

(27), "His interest was in rewarding his friends, and not in 

establishing farms." 

In 1672, the Council had passed an edict alienating 

half of the lands conceded in the country and again in 1673 

another one ordering Duchesneau to cancel the grants which 

were too large (32). 

The bush rangers were also the subject of instruc­

tions from the king to Frontenac (31). "Having learned that one 

of the main abuses whioh are committed in the colony and which 

concerns the growth of the population and the clearing of lands. 
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is the habit that a certain number of Frenchmen who are in the 

oolony have taken of going hunting and trading in furs five or 

six hundred leagues above Quebeo without permission and with­

out taking the trouble of establishing permanent settlements 

in the country." It must, therefore, be forbidden to go into 

the bush without permission from the Governor and the Inten­

dant. To eomply with this order of the king, Frontenac pu­

blished an edict(35) forbidding all resident Frenchmen to leave 

their settlements for more than twenty-four hours to go hunt­

ing without first obtaining a "conge" signed by himself under 

penalty of fine. It also forbade to trade with or to give 

assistance to the bush rangers. 

On the subjeot of Frontenac and the bush rangers, 

Thomas (27) wrote: "Fifteen years of peace followed the esta­

blishments of Intendant Talon. During this time the fur trade 

became more desperate in its competition, and under Count de 

Frontenac the highest authorities of the colony encouraged bush 

ranging of all sorts for they saw the need of extending Frenoh 

influence and control into the regions bordering upon the Great 

Lakes. Notable explorations were made in the inner continent 

because fur trade and not agriculture had first place in the 

affections of the autocratic Governor General." 

"Frontenac," writes Salone (33), "was not capable of 

of continuing the work started by Talon, Between 1672 and 

1682, he missed the essential part of his task, the increase 

of the oolony. He sent to the conquest of a vast French Empire 
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the explorers and bush rangers. He did not attend to the inorease 

in the number of families and to the clearing of lands in the small 

France already founded along the St.Lawrence." In 1673 Duchesneau 

was appointed Intendant to replace Talon and Salone says that he was 

mediocre but consciencious and that Frontenac saw in him a rival and 

was constantly opposing him. 

In 1673, a census of the colony was taken, showing a population 

of 6,705 as compared with 6,582 in 1668 an increase of 123 in five 

years or an average of 30 persons per year. The Minister refused to 

believe that this figure could be true and suggested that it must 

have been incomplete (30). In fact, when one recalls the statement 

of Talon that in the year 1671 births had totalled seven hundred, one 

is inclined to believe that the census must have been very incomple­

te indeed or else that the evil of the bush rangers reported by 

Talon had already taken e*. very important proportions. 

In 1674,the Minister wrote to Frontenac (34) that "the King 

wishes that he apply himself to the grouping of the colonists into 

oities and villages, so that they will be in a better position to 

defend themselves and he does not wish that settlers be placed too 

far up the St.Lawrence, that he apply himself to the clearing and 

settlement of the most fertile areas, and those closest to the sea 

and thereby to the communication with France. This rule can have 

exceptions only in two oases, one if the country which you would 

take possession of were essential to the commerce of the French, but 

there is none such as His Majesty believes that you must let the 

Indians bring their furs without having to go after them. The other, 

that the country that you would discover would bring you closer to 

France through communication with more southern seas than the opening 
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of the St.Lawrence, as would be Acadia, the reason being that you 

know perfectly well that what is the worst about Canada is the 

entrance to this River which is far north and does not allow en­

trance to vessels for more than four-, five or six months of the year. 

Frontenac in answer to this letter, wrote to the Minlster(35! 

( November 1674): "No one is more convinced than I,that it is necessa­

ry for the good of the oolony, not to extend the concessions in the 

colony It is a gospel which I have preached since my arrival in 

this country, where I have not made any new grants except where they 

were close to the old ones and could contribute to their development. 

Because It is certain, that nothing will perfectly settle the oountry 

until there are towns and villages. But this will be done only by 

following the practise followed by the English and the Dutch which is 

to establish fairs where trading must be carried out, without allo­

wing trading in private houses or going to meet the Indians." 

Let us now see how Frontenac's actions compared with his con­

victions as expressed in the above letter. In 1673, he granted three 

concessions which totalled more than 190,000 "arpents". These were 

located in the present counties of Rimouski, Chateauguay and Terre­

bonne, In 1674, seven seigniories exceeding 283,000 "areents" were 

added to the already too long list. These were located (See Table 6 

appendix) in the present counties ofiKa^iouraska, Bellechasse, Lotbi-

nidre, St.Maurice and Papineau. In 1675 his six grants totalled over 

151,000 "arpents" and were located in the present counties of Gaspe 

Rimouski, Champlain, Nicolet and 
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Kingston in Ontario. The grant of Fort Frontenac (Kingston) had 

been made because "Frontenac had been persuaded by Cavelier de 

la Salle that the best way to prevent the Iroquois from cutting 

into the trade with the Algonquin Indians of the upper country 

was to build a fort at Cataraqui, the site of the present Kingston 

on Lake 0ntario"(36). We can see from the above that the recogni­

zed interests of the colony did not carry much weight with 

Fr ontenac • 

In 1675. a census (37) was taken and showed that the 

population of the colony was 7,832 persons of all ages. To this 

the Minister wrote that he could not believe that the population 

was so small because he had sent a larger number than that in the 

last fifteen or sixteen years and he repeated his orders against 

going into the bush for the purpose of trading. It does seem hard 

to believe that the population should be so low if we can put faith 

in the statement of Talon that seven hundred births had occurred 

in 1671. The births alone, assuming that 1671 was only an average 

year, would have accounted for an increase of three thousand in 

the population between 1671 and 1675. The number of Canadians who 

were in the bush and missed by the census taker must have been 

great. The same census showed that 21,237, "arpents" of land were 

under cultivation. When compared with the census of 1667, this 

represents an increase of 9,678 "arpents" or 83.7 per cent and an 

average of slightly better than one thousand "arpents" per year. 

The increase in the agricultural area may be taken as a direct 

measure of the work of Talon in the colony, and while it is not 
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very large, it is gratifying. 

If we accept the estimate of Father L& Jeune which we 

have cited in a previous chapter that one man could* clear bet­

ween one and a half and two "arpents" of land each year, this would 

mean that considerably less than one thousand men out of a popula­

tion of 7,832 were clearing land. The number of males exceeded 

the number of females by quite a margin, and therefore, this would 

mean that less than one third of the male population were clearing 

land. This cannot be counted as a great success after all the 

recommendations of Louis XIV and Colbert and it is not very sur­

prising that they refused to believe it. 

"The intention of His Majesty", continued the Minister 

"is that you cause to be executed the various regulations He has 

made regarding land grants, that is, that they must be decreased 

if those who have had them for four, five, six, eight to ten years 

have not yet settled and cultivated them." Duchesneau had also 

received instructions whî oh in the main were the same as those 

given to Talon and Frontenac. "It is necessary", he was told, "to 

work to keep the inhabitants in peace and quietness (37) so that 

they can work without worry at the tillage of their lands and at 

the things which concern trade. At the same time, you must do all 

you oan to establish new trades and to increase those already esta­

blished and to start all the manufactures necessary for the subsis­

tence of the inhabitants." 

"His Majesty wishes further," continued the instructions, 

"that you attend to the increase of the manufacture of potash, that 
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a large quantity be sent to France every year and that you consi­

der that the Kingdom will consume more than three or four million 

pounds every year and it is the King's intention that Canada sup­

ply this quantity. You must do the same for the sedentary fishe­

ries and you must search for iron mines. His Majesty also desires 

that you execute the orders for the confiscation of land conces­

sions immediately after the expiration of the delay granted." 

"With regard to the manufacture of linens, cloths and 

tanneries, only the needs of the population can establish them, 

therefore, you must leave them to the industry of the inhabitants." 

This is indeed a very long way from the financial assistance which 

Louis XIV had promised Talon. It is not without interest to note 

in the above instructions that the Minister wanted Duchesneau to 

devote all his energies to the development of the things which 

FrancB needed, but those which regarded the welfare of the colo­

nists were to be left to their industry. 

Considering that the colony was already too scattered, 

the minister refused Jolliet permission to go and settle with 

twenty men in the Illinois oountry and on the subject he told 

duchesneau that "it is necessary to multiply the inhabitants of 

Canada before taking up new lands, and that is what, you must keep 

in mind regarding the new discoveries." 

In: spite of all the;instructions to the contrary, 

Frontenac continued to distribute seigniories to his friends. In 

1676 he granted^four seigniories which totalled over 170,000 

"arpents", three of which were in Acadia and the fourth in the 
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present county of Nioolet. In 1677, six more with an area of over 

100,000 "arpents" were granted in the present oounties of L'Islet 

and Kamouraska. In 1678, two more were granted, one in Yamaska 

and the other in Chambly. Frontenac also encouraged the bush 

rangers and the trade in liquor in spite of the opposition of the 

Bishop and of Duchesneau. These facts coupled with the high 

handed manners of Frontenac were bound to cause difficulties bet­

ween him and the Intendant and these culminated in the recall of 

both in 1682. 

Duchesneau worked to the best of his ability to the 

development of the colony. To encourage the raising of cattle he 

passed an edict (38) forbidding the seizure of livestock for 

debts. The constant differences between the Governor and himself 

paralysed his efforts and he could only report to the Minister 

that, in his opinion, Frontenac's conduct was detrimental to the 

development of the colony. In 1679, he wrote as follows (39): 

"The bush rangers are worse than ever. I have done all I could 

to stop them and it is all useless because several important fami­

lies of this country are interested in it and the Governor allows 

it and benefits by it. Not only do the bush rangers leave openly 

but they carry their furs to the English and also want to carry 

there the trade of the Indians. The Governor takes the precau­

tion of sending his beaver under the name of merchants who are in 

league with him 

" It is therefore evident, Monseigneur, and everyone 

admits it that there is in the country what almost amounts to a 
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general disobedience. The number of those who are in the bush 

is estimated in the neighbourhood of five or six hundred, not 

counting those who leave every day; they are those who are the 

most capable of developing and defending the oolony." 

"Remember, if you please Monseignaur," he continued, 

"that during the year which preceded my arrival into this coun­

try, there had been complaints that the large number of people 

who went to the Indian settlements for the fur trade ruined the 

colony, because those who alone could develop it, being young 

and strong, abandoned their wives and children, the tillage of 

the soil and the care of cattle, that they became debauched, and 

that their remoteness occasioned the wantonness of their wives 

as it has happened often and is still happening every day, that 

they become acoustomed to a lazy and vagabond life whioh they 

cannot abandon later. The next year, the farmers complained that 

this general liberty of going into the bush was ruinous to them. 

The Governor has imperceptibly become the master of the trade 

(in Montreal) and as soon as the Indians arrive he provides them 

with guards, which would be right if these did their duty and 

prevented them from being robbed by the Frenchmen " 

"Several gentlemen, reformed affleers and some sei­

gniors, as they become aeeustomed to the life of a country gen­

tleman which they have praotised themselves and seen practised, 

make their main occupation of hunting and fishing and because 

they cannot do without as many things as simple inhabitants for 

their food and clothes and those of their wives and children, and 
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because they do not apply themselves to economy and to putting 

their hands in cultivation, they dabble in trade, contract debts 

on all sides and encourage the young farmers to beeome bush ran­

gers and send their children to trade in furs in the Indian set­

tlements and in the bush in spite of the orders of His Majesty 

to the contrary and with all this they are in the most abject 

misery." 

Duchesneau then continued his portrait of the colony, 

giving descriptions of the remaining classes of Canadian society. 

"The merchants of this country, excepting five or six at the most, 

are in poverty; the artisans, excepting a small number and a few 

inn-keepers are in the same position, because of the vanity of 

women among whom there is no distinction here, and the debauchery 

of the men which consume all they can earn so that their families 

subsist only with the greatest difficulty and never becomes esta­

blished." 

"As for the labourers, who apply themselves assiduously to 

the cultivation of the soil, not only do they subsist honestly, but 

they are much happier than those we oall peasants in France. But 

as the people of this country is flighty and resembles the savages, 

fickle and incapable of assiduous labour, seeing the liberty which 

is openly taken of going into the bush, they are easily debauched 

and they go with the others to get furs to have the means of living 

without doing anything, and this is the reason why lands are not 

cleared, that cattle do not multiply as they should and that it is 

impossible to establish manufactures." 
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Duchesneau believed tha t i t would be a good thing"to 

forbid the t r anspor t a t ion from France of f l o u r s , bu t te r and pork 

because there would be su f f i c i en t l y he r e , not only for the subs i s ­

tence of the country, but a l so to maintain the t rade with the 

I s l ands ; the orop would have been p l e n t i f u l t h i s year i f there 

had been people to do the ha rves t , and wheat p r i ces would have 

been low. The only thing missing in t h i s country, he continued, 

" is people , and when the disobedients w i l l have been ca l l ed baok 

and the inhab i tan t s re ta ined in the country, and when you w i l l 

have frave the kindness to send labourers , I can promise, tha t what 

you recommend for the c lear ing of lands , for the r a i s i n g of l i v e ­

stock and for the establishment of f i s h e r i e s , t rades and manufac­

tu res w i l l succeed," 

The above c o n s t i t u t e s a p ic ture of the colony which i s 

none too rosy . The disagreements between the Governor and the 

Intendant might lead us to believe that Duchesneau might have 

somefchat darkened the p ic tu re to make the g u i l t of Frontenac 

appear s t i l l g rea te r than i t r e a l l y was. The census of 1679,(40v) 

however, eleajcly demonstrated t h a t while Duchesneau might have gone 

out 4f h i s way to paint a dark p i c t u r e , there was neve r the le s s , a 

very strong element of t ru th in h i s r e p o r t . The census showed 

a population of 9,400 an increase of ohly 1,568 since 1676. The 

area under c u l t i v a t i o n was reported as 21,900 "arpents" an i n -

orease of only 663 "arpents" in three years . The number of o a t t l e 

had increased from 5,117 to 6,983 or 26.7 per cant during the same 
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period. It is very evident from the above that land clearing and 

agricultural development generally had been at a standstill since 

the departure of Talon from the colony. 

In the same year Duohesneau again wrote to Colbert (41)/ 

"The scarcity of wheat and other grains had forced the inhabitants 

to clear lands, and, there was hope that they would apply them­

selves to their cultivation without the bad example of the bush 
them 

rangers which inclines*to do the same. This clearing of lands 

had permitted the sending of flours to the Islands and the feeding 

of a large number of animals and would have facilitated the ma­

nufacture of linens, woollen goods and leathers, but these hopes 

have been destroyed by the liberty which the young people have 

taken of going into the bush despite the defence of His Majesty. 

Unless some remedy is found, there will be left in the French 

settlements, only old men, women and children." Naturally he 

placed the responsibility for all these evils on the shoulders 

of Frontenac. 

In this same year, 1679, Frontenao granted five seigmio-

nias which covered an area of over 289,000 "arpents". These were 

located in Labrador, Acadia, Gaspe and Kamouraska. In 1680, the 
i I 

grants which he made were the island of Anticosti, the seigniory 

of Sault St.Louis near Montreal and the seigniories of Argenteuil 

and Nioolet, The above very clearly show that Frontenac disre­

garded all orders received and granted concessions to his friends 

wherever they wished them. All concessions made carried the 
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exclusive rights for the grantees of hunting, fishing, and trading 

on their seigniories. If a grantee could obtain a concession' 

at a place where the Indians had to pass in order to bring their 

furs to the French, he, therefore, had the first chance of obtaia 

ning their furs. Some grantees went so far as to charge the Indians 

for the right of passing in front of their seigniories. This ex­

plains the reasons why grants were made at the extremities of the 

colony and on the rivers where the Indians must pass on their way 

to Montreal, Quebec, Three Rivers rather than near the settled 

grants. With Frontenao, the fur trade alone was of consequence 

and he took care to place his friends where they could benefit 

the most from it. 

In 1680, Duchesneau again wrote to the Minister (42) and 

this time placed the number of bush rangers at eight hundred. It 

might be of interest to pause for a moment and to consider this 

number of eight hundred bush rangers in relation with the total 

population. It is certain that the hardships connected with the 

life of bush ranger were such that only the strongest of men could 

bear it. Long trips in canoes in all sorts of weather, the trans­

port of thousands of pounds of merchandise over rough portages, 

sleeping on the ground sometimes in tents and oftener under the 

starlit sky, paddling upstream from early dawn till dark, eating 

coarse food around camp fires, such were the conditions under which 

these men had to live and only the most robust could stand it. 

The census of 1681 reported the presence in the colony 

of 2,729 men between the ages of sixteen and sixty. Eight hundred 
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bush rangers therefore meant t ha t one- thi rd of the flower of 

manhood was l o s t to a g r i c u l t u r a l development,to manufacture and 

to l eg i t ima te t r a d e . I t i s no wonder tha t the population of 

the colony did not increase as i t should have done, because of 

the number of these who never returned and because of the d e c l i ­

ne in b i r th r a t e whioh must necessa r i ly follow because of the 

absence of young married men from t h e i r homes. 

The abandonment of a g r i c u l t u r a l development i s depic­

ted by Duchesneau in the above mentioned l e t t e r ; "The oountry 

suffers so much," he wro te , "from the aoarc i ty of people tha t 

many farms are not c u l t i v a t e d , which causes me to beg for two 

hundred l aboure r s . Land c u l t i v a t i o n has not increased because 

of the absence of the bush rangers , and the number of l ives tock 

has not increased e i t h e r , because of the lack of people to care 

for them and a lso because the seasons have been unfavourable." 

In t h i s same l e t t e r , he s ta ted tha t in 1680 the population of 

the colony was 9,719 an increase of only 319 over the previous 

y e a r . I t i s t r ue tha t since 1673 immigration from France had 

been almost n i l , but the b i r t h s mentioned alone should have 

produced a g rea te r increase than t h i s . 

In a memorandum (43) wr i t t en in 1681, Duchesneau 

wrote h i s views on the colony and they show t h a t he had given 

up hope of making an a g r i c u l t u r a l country of Canada. "As a l l 

c o u n t r i e s " , he wro te , "become important only by t he i r t r a d e , 

i t is important to make known tha t which can be ca r r i ed on 

in Canada. I t seems that i t can be said with some c e r t a i n t y 
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t h a t t rade can be pursued in New France only in furs and f i s h ­

e r i e s and t h a t we must not oonsider the cu l t i va t i on of the 

s o i l and the r a i s i n g of l ives tock nor manufactures as solid 

foundation for i t s es tabl ishment , beoause only t rade w i l l 

make i t f lourish and immigrants w i l l be a t t r ac t ed only by the 

hope of p r o f i t s , good government and by the hope of l i v i n g an 

eas i e r l i f e than in France." 

" I t i s not^ he continued, tha t one should not p re ­

sen t ly consider the cu l t i va t i on of the s o i l as the p r inc ipa l 

means of e s t ab l i sh ing the country and apply himself to i t s 

i nc rease , which can be done only i f the inhabi tan ts can find 

a market for t h e i r productions; commerce with the i s lands can 

con t r ibu te very much to i t , but an excel lent means and even 

usefu l to the trade with the Islandswould be the establishment 

of s to re s a t Quebec, where would be reoeived a l l kinds of 

g r a i n s , meats, sa l t ed fish and lumber which would be 

sent to the Is lands and elsewhere. These products would be 

paid for p a r t l y in goods from France and p a r t l y in money." 

He s ta ted tha t the fur t rade would f lourish only i f 

they could a t t r a c t the Indians into the se t t l ements , and t h i s 

oould be done only by t r ea t i ng them wilh deference and by en­

couraging them t o s e t t l e in to v i l l a g e s . Furthermore, he 

believed t h a t the t rade must be free to a l l the i n h a b i t a n t s . 

He thought tha t f ishing could be regarded as advantageous only 

for Acadia and tha t the Canadians would never be able to do 

much more than supply the i r own needs and perhaps a small 

s u r p l u s . 
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He placed on Frontenac the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for a l l 

the ev i l s which v i s i t e d the colony. "Neitbyer the French nor 

the Indians , he wro te , l are free in the i r t r ade , they are ex­

posed to the worst treatments and the best inhabi tan ts are 

thinking of abandoning the colony and of re turning to France. 

The Governor-general and the governor and the Major of Mon­

t r e a l t rade pub l i c ly , thus disobeying the orders of the King 

and s e t t i n g the example of disobedience to the King's Wi l l . " 

Na tu ra l l y , Frontenac in his correspondence with the King and 

the Minis ter blamed the very same ev i l s on the Intendant and 

t h i s ac t ion f i na l l y lead to the r e c a l l of both in 1682. 

So fa r , we have devoted a great deal of space to 

the r e l a t i o n of the means taken by Talon to foster the develop­

ment of the colony and to the r e s u l t s achieved. Then we devoted 

some space to a review of the a t t i t u d e s of Frontenac and Duches­

neau and we have shown how Frontenac thought of the expansion of 

the colony in order to favour the fur - t rade but only gave scant 

a t t e n t i o n to the a g r i c u l t u r a l progress of the country. I t r e ­

mains now to descr ibe the ag r i cu l t u r a l s t a t e of the colony as 

shown by the census of 1681 (44) , which year marks the end of 

the period tha t we propose to cover in t h i s chap te r . The t o t a l 

number of s e i g n i o r i e s granted before 1681 was one hundred and 

s i x t y n i n e . This census which the wr i t e r has been able to r e ­

compile in d e t a i l shows t h a t of tha t number only fo r ty -e igh t 

showed populat ion the others having remained t o t a l l y uninha­

b i t e d . Tables 10 and 11 of the appendix give the d e t a i l s for 

each seigniory* 
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The t o t a l population of the oolony was reported as 

9,673, an increase of 5,755 over 1667, of 2,968 over 1673, of 

1,841 over 1675, of 273 over 1679 and an ac tua l decrease of 46 

persons from the census of 1680. The above statement shows 

in i t s j u s t l i g h t the effect of Frontenac 's po l i c i e s on the 

populat ion growth of the country. The increase i s much l e s s 

than the normal n a t u r a l increase for the period and ind ica tes 

emigration from the se t t l ements and also a decreased b i r t h 

r a t e caused by the absence of married men from t h e i r f ami l i e s . 

During the fourteen year period between 1667 and 1681 

the number of famil ies had increased from 817 to 1,893 or an 

increase of 1,076 famil ies and an average of 77 famil ies per 

yea r . I f we make a comparison with 1668, however, the increase 

i s only 754 or an average of only 58 families per year . This 

very d e f i n i t e l y shows that the increase took place in the f i r s t 

hal f of the per iod, while Talon was in the colony. As an i n d i ­

ca t ion of the f a i l u r e of the se igniors to colonize the i r g r a n t s , 

i t is of i n t e r e s t to note tha t of the fo r ty -e igh t se ign io r ies 

on whioh populat ion was repor ted , twelve had l e s s than ten 

famil ies and twenty-nine more had between ten and f i f t y . 

During the same period the area of land under c u l t i v a ­

t ion had increased from 11,559 to 24,644 "arpents" and the num­

ber of farms from 713 to 1,583. Between 1679 and 1681 the i n ­

crease in land under c u l t i v a t i o n was only 2,744 "arpents" or 

an average of 1.7 "arpents" per farm in two yea r s . I t i s reason 

able to assume tha t the increase in the number of farms took 
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place a t the same time as the increase in the number of fami l ies . 

Of the 1,583 farms repor ted in 1681, 882 or 55.7 per 

cent had 10 "arpents" of laa.d under c u l t i v a t i o n or l e s s , 646 

or 40.8 per cent had between 11 and 50 "arpents" and the remain­

ing 55 had 61 "arpents" or more. Only in fourteen se ign ior ies 

were there farms of 51 "arpents" or more. 

Ca t t l e were reported on 1,264 farms or 80 per cent of 

the t o t a l but of those 765 or 60.6 per cent reported l e s s than 

five heads and 1,166 or 92.2 per cent repor ted ten heads or l e s s . 

The t o t a l number of c a t t l e reported was 6,896 as compared with 

2,683 in 1667, and 6,983 in 1679. The l a s t two years had, t he re ­

fore , seen a decrease of 87 in the t o t a l number of c a t t l e i n the 

colony. The t o t a l number of horses was 94 as compared to 145 in 

1679. The number of sheep was 602 as compared with 85 in 1667 

but 719 in 1679. S imi la r ly , i n the l a s t two years the number of 

goats had decreased from 33 to 18, and the number of asses from 

12 to 8, If we were only in t e res t ed in showing the det r imenta l 

e f fec t of Frontenac 's adminis t ra t ion on the colony, we would no t 

have to go any fu r the r . 

The d e t a i l s provided by the 1681 census revea l tha t 

only a few farms were in a pos i t ion to produce a surplus of a g r i ­

c u l t u r a l goods for the market; the bulk of them were nothing more 

than a home garden and were such t h a t they oould hardly be counted 

upon to support a family without being supplemented by revenues 

from other sources . We must admire Talon 's e f f o r t s , but we are 

forced to conclude t h a t so fa r , France ' s experiment in America 

had been a long way from a success . 
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We have repeated several times t h a t the king i n s i s t e d 

upon the expropr ia t ion of se ign io r ies whioh had not been s e t t l e d 

and brought under c u l t i v a t i o n . A comparison of t ab les 6 and 

10 (appendix) shows tha t in 1681 one hundred and t h i r t y - t h r e e 

s e ign io r i e s which had been granted for qu i t e a long time had as 

ye t no population or c l e a r i n g s . Furthermore, of those which 

showed populat ion, the comparison revea ls tha t on many i t was 

very small in r e l a t i o n to the number of years since the grant 

had been made. For example, the seigniory of Gaudarville had 

been granted in 1652 and had only a population of 66 on 16 

farms in 1681; de Maure had been granted in 1647 and showed 

only 31 famil ies and 29 farms; Portneuf granted in the same 

yea r , 1647, had only three families and three farms; Les 

Ecureuils granted in 1672 had only four families and four 

farms; Chavigny or Desobambault granted in 1640, had only 

one family and one farm and yet had been increased by 10,580 

"a rpen t s" in 1647. We could continue t h i s enumeration but 

the above i s suf f ic ien t to show the importance of the quest ion 

and to show the extent to which the king had been badly served 

in the colony. 

I t can be s ta ted without fear of con t rad ic t ion tha t 

only on the se ign io r i e s of Beaupre", Beauport, NotreDame des 

Anges, Neuv i l l e , Lauzon, Bellechasse, Orleans, Bat iscan, Cham­

p l a i n , Cap de la Madeleine and Montreal was the population and 

the a g r i c u l t u r a l development a t a l l commensurate with the 

period of ownership of the g ran tees . We w i l l have the opportunity 
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of fur ther discussing t h i s matter in a l a t e r chapter . 

Table 10 also provides i n t e r e s t i n g information r e ­

garding the d i s t r i b u t i o n of population a t tha t per iod. The 

population was sca t te red over the present counties of Be l l e -

chasse , Be r th i e r , Chambly, Champlain, Kamouraska, Lapra i r i e , 

L'Assomption, Levis, Lotb in ie re , Maskinonge, Montmorency, 

Montreal and Jesus I s l and , Portneuf, Quebec, Richel ieu , Ver-

chSres and Yamaska. In other words, the population was 

s t re tched in a l ine for near ly three hundred miles on both 

s ides of the St.Lawrence giving an average of about three 

famil ies per l i nea r mile and l e s s than two i f Quebec and sub­

u r b s , Three Rivers and Montreal are omitted. When one looks 

a t the population in th i s way, i t is no wonder tha t the king 

and Colbert thought tha t the set t lements were too far a p a r t . 

When examining c lose ly the s t a t i s t i c s for the s e i ­

gn io r i e s which showed population both in 1667 and 1681, we 

find t h a t some of these showed considerable emigration during 

the per iod . Beaupre, for example, showed an increase of only 

s ix ty- four persons in fourteen yea r s . The c l ea r ing of lands 

in Hie same seigniory for the same period amounted only to 

an average of 36 "arpents" per year or only one quar ter of an 

"arpent" per farm, f igur ing on the number of farms of 1667 and 

when we add to t h i s eighteen new farms, i t shows tha t the 

development was very small indeed. Time and space do not per­

mit to enter in to s imi lar d e t a i l s for eaoh seigniory - t h i s in 

i t s e l f would be su f f i c i en t for a complete study - and the above 
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i s enough to show the slowness of development even in the 

best s e i g n i o r i e s . 

We have given suf f ic ien t evidence in t h i s chapter 

to show tha t both Louis XIV and Colbert knew the causes of 

the slowness of the development of the colony. While they 

could not or would not give f inanc ia l ass is tance to the co lo­

ny, they gave i n s t r u c t i o n s which, had they been followed to 

the l e t t e r , would have been of g rea t ass i s tance to Canada. 

We have shown the work of Talon for the colony and the r e s u l t s 

which he obtained and which marked the r e a l s t a r t of the co lo ­

ny. We have also shown how Frontenac put a stop to the a g r i ­

c u l t u r a l development of the country and turned everyone's 

a t t e n t i o n to the fur t r ade . We have shown how he paralysed 

the weak e f fo r t s of Duchesneau and how he even undid some of 

the work of Talon. In 1682, gone were the brewery, the tanne­

r i e s , the manufacture of l inens and c lo ths and in fact near ly 

everything which could have served as a permanent base for the 

establ ishment of the colony and thus he had wasted the grea t 

opportuni ty of t h i s peaceful per iod . 

Thomas in the a r t i c l e which we have already c i ted (27) 

s t a t ed tha t "perhaps the aotual achievements of Talon have some­

times been exaggerated, but h is immigration pol icy and h i s 

successful in t roduc t ion of l ives tock la id the two e s s e n t i a l 

foundations of Canadian. Agr i cu l tu re . " The wr i t e r i s inc l ined 

to d isagree with the f i r s t pa r t of t h i s s ta tement . We have 

pointed out some f a u l t s in Talon 's p o l i c i e s , but we believe 
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tha t if h i s achievements have sometimes appeared to have been 

exaggerated i t was not beoause of the i r unimportance but because 

of the fac t t h a t his successors , e i the r through personal i n t e r ­

e s t , i l l w i l l or incapaci ty allowed them to come to naught. 

Talon must stand as the one man who gave Canada i t s f i r s t fo r ­

ward push sod in sp i t e of a few f a u l t s , he must remain the 

Great Man of the French Regime. 

Acadia 1671-1686.-We oannot c lose t h i s chapter without saying a 

few words of the development of Acadia during t h i s per iod. Very 

l i t t l e i s known of the sequence of events in t h i s country beyond 

what is told by Talon and Duchesneau. In a l e t t e r to Colbert in 

1670 (45) , Talon wrote: "The English have returned Acadia to the 

Sieur de Grandfontaine who wr i tes tha t near ly a l l the so ld ie r s 

of h i s company wish t o s e t t l e . . , . . . . . I have advised him to e s t a ­

b l i s h r e l a t i o n s with Boston which can be broken whenever His 

Majesty so d e s i r e s . " Unfortunately, these r e l a t i o n s were not 

to be so e a s i l y broken as we w i l l see l a t e r . In another l e t t e r to 

Colbert in 1671 (46) he again wrote: "The Company of the Sieur 

de Grandfontaine subs i s t s a l l the more r ead i ly beoause i t i s 

g r e a t l y a s s i s t e d by the f i she r i e s near ly a l l the so ld i e r s 

wish to s e t t l e and even to get married, if g i r l s are sent from 

Franoe, and already twenty-two, fourteen so ld ie r s and e ight 

"engages" have s e t t l e d a t one league from the f o r t , but the 

l a id which they t i l l produces only corn, because they have no 

French wheat to seed and the f ishing i s good. The i n ­

h a b i t a n t s number th ree hundred and eighty-nine and they have 
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among them so many o a t t l e tha t in exchange for c lo thes and 

other goods whioh I sent them th i s spr ing, they sent me six 

thousand pounds of sa l ted beef a t the pr ice of two sols per 

pound." 

" I believe tha t in a few years , continued Talon, 

Acadia and New France w i l l be able to furnish a l l the sa l ted 

meats needed by the West Ind ies , I t would be neoessary for 

t h i s to s top the t rading which the English do with the inha­

b i t an t s of Por t Royal, They exchange c lo ths made in Boston 

for sa l ted meats. I t would be necessary to replaoe these by 

c lo th s made in France and to send them weaving mi l l s so t h a t 

they might be able to use t h e i r wools and hemps. They lack 

the neoessary/ too ls for c u l t i v a t i o n ; they would need one hun­

dred hoes and two hundred axes , " 

In 1680, Duchesneau wrote (47): "Acadia which be­

longs to us has p r a c t i c a l l y the same advantages as Canada and 

open navigat ion the year around, however, nothing i s done t h e r e , 

and though there are only 515 French of both sexes, they obtain 

the i r subsistence from the English and they exchange for t h e i r 

needs a few furs which they barter with the Ind ians . Poverty 

i s not the only misfortune of the French the re ; they are divided; 

there i s among them ne i the r order nor j u s t i c e and those who are 

sent from here to command them rob them and in sp i t e of i t are 

themselves in the most abject misery." The above shows tha t the 

s t r i f e s which had marked the preoeding per iod, 1632-1671, were 

not ye t completely s e t t l e d and tha t those who res ided there were 
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more i n t e r e s t e d in t rading than in the establishment of a so l id 

a g r i c u l t u r a l colony. 

Real izing tha t the development of Acadia was very slow, 

Louis XIV hoped that the formation of a company would be of a s s i s t ­

ance. In 1682, the following statement appears in a memorandum 

dealing with the set t lement of Acadia, "Despite the fact tha t 

Acadia was included in the grant (to the West Indies Company) •••*• 

n e v e r t h e l e s s , to th i s day Acadia i s not t i l l e d and almost unin­

habi ted in sp i te of a l l the advantages i t o f fe r s , having timber, 

f e r t i l e l ands , easy and abundant f i sh ing , mines and other wealth 

of whieh our subjects take no advantage, because of the d i f f i c u l ­

t i e s which arose between the grantees who ruined ra the r than e s ­

tab l i shed the colony, and the company which we formed in 1664 

having paid a t t en t i on only to the l o c a l i t i e s whioh promised quicker 

r e t u r n s , neglected the remainder, which, a t d i f fe ren t t imes, lead 

some of our subjec ts to ask for individual gran ts in Acadia, which 

we have granted as an encouragement to others to form s e t t l e m e n t s . , 

, , . , ; but e i t h e r beoause the wealth of t h i s country i s not yet 

s u f f i c i e n t l y wel l known, or e l se beoause those of our subjects 

who could trade there were not su f f i c i en t ly strong f inanc ia l ly 

to surmount the f i r s t d i f f i c u l t i e s of the t rade which can be made 

t h e r e , or because the f a i lu re of a f i r s t voyage discourages them, 

we bel ieve that to render t h i s t rade more advantageous for the 

fu tu r e , we must leave the complete set t lement of t h i s province 

to a number of persons capable of undertaking i t and of furnish­

ing the necessary sums for the establishment of t h i s colony." 
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The Company of Aoadia was formed in 1682 and the same memo­

randum l i s t s fo r ty - th ree condi t ions which were to be f u l f i l l e d . 

The Sieur Bergier , d i rec tor of t h i s Company arr ived 

in the colony (Chedabouctou Bay) in 1685 (49) , "where having 

found some land which h is people had cleared during the win te r , 

he seeded wheat, rye and barley on the twenty-second day of 

May and harvested them on the twentieth and twenty-f i f th days 

of September. He a lso had vines planted and a l l so r t s of f r u i t 

t r e e s which he had brought from France and which grew wel l ; f l ax , 

hemp, peas , beans and a l l sor t s of vegetables grow as well there 

as in the neighbourhood of P a r i s . " 

A memorandum (50) on the present s t a t e of Acadia, 

w r i t t e n in 1686 desoribed the various se t t l ements . "Following 

the ooast of Acadia , there is only the establishment of R i s t i -

gouche. This establishment cons i s t s of a small sett lement with 

nine or ten persons and a small c lear ing without f ishing and no 

other employment than the trade in the bush. At fo r t St .Louis 

of Chedabouctou, there i s a sedentary f i shery , lands are c u l t i ­

va ted , timber i s cut and a coal mine has been opened. There 

are t h e r e , t h i s year, one hundred and t h i r t y labourers and some 

women. At La Heve there are four or five poor inhabi tan ts who 

f ish and t r ade ; t he re are a few small c lear ings for gardens and 

the l a i d is very f e r t i l e . At Port La Tour there are two houses 

and s i x or seven persons, very poor, without oleared lands and 

very l i t t l e f i sh ing . At Cape Sable there I s the same number of 

persons who r e t i r e a t Port Royal for the win te r . Then comes 
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Por t Royal with five or s i x hundred souls in ten or twelve leagues 

of country . At the head of Port Royal River and a t a dis tance of 

about fourteen or f i f t een leagues, there has been formed a v i l l age 

where there are one hundred to one hundred and twenty persons; 

the c lea r ing there is considerable . At the far end of the French 

Bay, a t the isthmus, there i s a sett lement ca l led Beaubassin 

belonging to the Sieur Le Neuf de la Va l i e re , where there are a 

few inhab i t an t s and some beaut i ful meadows where l ives tock i s 

kep t . On the River St.John there are a few se t t lements , about 

f i f t een persons; they a r e , properly speaking, t rading posts with 

no cu l t i va t ed land. At River Ste .Croix, there i s also another 

t rading post where there are five or s i x persons who do somefish-

ing , a l l the t rading they can and no t i l l a g e . At Pentagouet i s 

the Sieur de S t . Castin with a few servants . He has no fixed 

se t t l ement , f ishing or t i l l a g e . I t must be noted tha t from Port 

Royal to Pentagouet a l l the French trade with the English and 

t h a t i s t h e i r sole employment." The above descr ip t ion shows tha t 

from the point of view of a g r i c u l t u r e , in 1686 the colony of 

Acadia had as yet very l i t t l e importance. 

In the same year , 1686, a census (51) was taken which 

gives an exact p ic tu re of the development of the colony a t t ha t 

t ime. The d e t a i l s of t h i s census w i l l be found in Tables 12 and 

13 of the appendix and on page 20 of Volume IV of the census of 

1871. The t o t a l population of the colony was reported as 879, 

compared with 363 in 1671, an increase of 546 in f i f t een yea r s , 

or an average of s l i g h t l y overl thir ty-s ix persons per year . There 
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were one hundred and f i f t y - f ive fami l ies , an increase of 

eighty-seven over the previous census. During the same 

period the number of farms increased from for ty-nine to 

n i n e t y . The area under c u l t i v a t i o n was eight hundred and 

n ine ty seven "arpents" as oompared with four hundred and 

seventeen in 1671. Land c l ea r ing , the re fore , amounted to 

an average of th i r ty- two "arpents" year ly or about one-

t h i r d of an "arpent" per farm. 

Of the n ine ty farms repor ted , t h i r t y - s i x reported 

less than five "arpents" of land under cu l t i va t i on and t h i r t y -

three repor ted between five and ten "a rpen ts" . Eighty five 

farms repor ted nine hundred and eighty six c a t t l e . Fourteen 

repor ted l e s s than five heads and for ty reported between five 

and ten heads. In addi t ion , seven hundred and f i f t y nine 

sheep and s ix hundred and seven swine were repor ted . 

The year 1686 was the eighty second year since de 

Monts had s t a r t ed the f i r s t sett lement on Ste Croix I s l and . 

One hundred and f i f t y five families and ninety farms do not 

c o n s t i t u t e a very important success in colonizat ion in almost 

a c en tu ry . Furthermore, not more than t h i r t y of these farms 

had suf f ic ien t land under c u l t i v a t i o n and a large enough 

number of animals to produce any surplus far the market. The 

remaining farms were nothing more than a home garden. 

We have shown in t h i s chapter tha t in Acadia as well 

as in New France, the development of ag r i cu l tu re had been very 

slow. I t can be s a id , tha t apart from the e f fo r t s of Talon, 
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nothing had been done to e s t a b l i s h a s o l i d oolony in America, 

The various l e t t e r s and memoranda whioh we have quoted, however, 

prove without a doubt that everyone was aware of the f a c t that 

a g r i c u l t u r e must stand as the b a s i s of the development of the 

co lony . Judging by the r e s u l t s so far obtained, i t must be 

admitted that France had f a i l e d in the establishment of New 

France. The establ ishments of Talon had been allowed to die 

out and abuses had been allowed to creep in which would impede 

the progress o f the colony for many years to come. 

REFERENCES 

(1) E. Rameau. La Franoe aux c o l o n i e s . Chapter I I I . 

(2) Canada. Correspondence genera le . Volume 2 , p . 10 . 

(3) Canadian Archives , S e r i e s B. Volume 1 , pp.45-75 . 

(4) Rapport de l ' A r o h i v i s t e de la Province de Quebec, 1930-1; 

p .16 and fo l lowing . 

(5) Rapport de l ' A r o h i v i s t e de la Province de Quebec, 1930-1 , 

pp .22 -24 . 

(6) Rapport de l ' A r o h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 1930-1 , 

pp .32 -38 . 

(7) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de la Province de Quebec, 1930-1 , 

pp .41-46 . 

(8) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de la Province de Quebec, 1930-1 , 

pp .46 -49 . 

(9) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de la Province de Quebec, 1930-1 , 

pp .54 -62 . 



- 2 1 7 -

(10) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 

1 9 3 0 - 1 . pp . 56 

(11) Canada. Correspondance g e n e r a l e . Vo l . 2 pp . 547-568 

(12) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec 

1930-1 p p . 61 

(13) Rapport de l ' A r o h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 

1930-1 pp . 63-66 

(14) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 

1930-1 p p . 67-73 

(15) Canada Correspondance g e n e r a l e . Vo l . 3 p . 6 

(16) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 

1930-1 pp . 76-86 

(17) Canadian Arch ives . S e r i e s B. Vol 1 p . 139 

(18) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a P rov ince de Quebec, 

1930-1 pp . 98-108 

(19) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Province de Quebec, 

1930-1 pp . 110-113 

(20) Canada. Correspondance g e n e r a l e p p . 54-66 

(21) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Provinoe de Quebec, 

1 9 3 0 - 1 , pp . 119-139 

(22) Canada. Correspondance g e n e r a l e . Vo l . 3 

(23) Canadian A r c h i v e s . Moreau St .Mery Vo l . 2 p . 2 

(24) Rapport de l ' A r c h i v i s t e de l a Prov ince de Quebec, 

1930-1 p p . 151-6 

(25) Rapport de l ' A t c h i v i s t e de l a Prov ince de Quebec 

1930-1 p p . 156-163 



^ l s -

l se) Rapport de l 'Aroh iv i s te de l a Province de Quebec,q 

1930-1, pp. 171-180 

(27) H.M. Thomas. Agr icu l tu ra l Policy in New France, Agricul­

t u r a l His tory , Jan.1935, pp. 41-60 

(28) E. Rameau. La France aux Colonies. Part I I Chapter I I I 

(29) Canadian Archives, Ser ies B. Vol 4 pp. 37-53 

(30) Canadian Archives, Ser ies B. Vol. 6 pp. 23-44 

(31) Canadian Archives. Moreau St .Mery, Vol, 2 pp. 157-165 

(32) Canada Correspondance genera le . C I I G.7 

(33) Salone. La Colonisation de la Nouvelle France. Part V 

Chapter I 

(34) Canadian Archives. Moreau S t . Mery Vol. 2 pp. 399 and 577. 

(35) Canada. Correspondance generale F 4 pp. 144-205 

(36) J . Murray Gibbon. The Coureur de Bois and His B i r t h r i g h t . 

Royal Society of Canada. Vol 30 s e c . , 1 pp. 61-78 

(37) Canadian Archives Ser ies B. Vol. 7 pp. 51 and f o l . 

(38) Canadian Archives Moreau S t . Mery F 3-5 . p.32 

(39) Canada. Correspondance genera le . F 5 pp. 40-85 

(40) Census of 1871. Vol. IV p . 10 

(41) Canadian Archives Moreau St .Mery F.176 

(42) Canada Correspondance generale F 5 pp. 144-179 

(43) Canada Correspondance generale F 5 pp. 317-322 

(44) Canadian Archives Series G 1 Vol. 460-3. Also Census of 

1871, Vol. IV pp. 11-14. 



-219-

(45) Rapport de l 'Aroh iv i s t e de In Province de u<5beo 

1930-1, pp, 122-139 

(46) Rapport de I 'ArohiviBte de la Province de Quebec, 

1930-1, pp. 163-167. 

(47) Canada, Correspondsnoe general© V 5 p . 314 

(48) Acadie. Correspondence general©, C I I D. l pp.328-369 

(49) Acadie. Corres-xmdance general©, C I I D . l pp. 360-372 

(50) Acadie. Correrpondanoe g^ndrele, 0 I I D. l pp. 396-400 

(61) Canadian Archives Ser ies 0 1 Vol. 466 pp. 14-57; a l so 

Census of 1871, Vol. IV, p .20 . 



-220-

CHAPTER IV 

New Franoe, 1682-1702; Acadia, 1686-1710 

In the preceding chapter we described the efforts of 

Talon to lay the foundation of a viable French colony in America. 

We then .showed that Frontenao had extended the colony to the west 

for the benefit of the fur-trade and also that this policy had been 

responsible for the undaing of a great deal of the work started by 

Talon. Frontenac had evidently failed to take advantage of the 

peaceful yeais to consolidate the colony as Louis XIV and Colbert 

had instructed him to do. With hi# the explorations which sent 

Frenchmen after the furs of the Indians a thousand miles away from 

the inhabited parts of the colony were all that mattered. 

In the present chapter, we will endeavour to show the 

effect of this policy on the government of the successors of 

Frontenac and Duchesneau. They will have to cope with the evil 

of the rangers, with the disadvantages of a scattered colony made 

worse by the huge grants which Frontenac had made to his friends 

and the whole will be complicated by almost twenty years of the 

fiercest war ever waged by the Iroquois. As these.factors are 

bound to have considerable effect on the agricultural development 

of the country, it will be necessary to make mention of them, though 

we Will try to remain within the limits of what Is absolutely es­

sential for the proper analysis of our subject. 

In 1682, de la Barre and de Meulles were sent to replace 

Frontenac and Duchesneau who had been recalled because of their 
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oont inual d i s p u t e s . I t i s somewhat d i f f i o u l t to es tab l i sh whether 

Frontenac or Duchesneau, had the grea ter influence a t Court, but 

i t appears t h a t , temporarily a t l e a s t , Duchesneau had been able to 

convince the minis ter of the e v i l influence of the bush rangers on 

the remainder of the colony, for in 1681 he had obtaineafche passing 

of an ordinance (1) which s tated ' tha t in the future i t would be 

permitted to send into the Indian country only twenty-five canoes 

year ly for the fur t r ade . S t r i c t ins t ruc t ions were a l so given to 

the ef fec t that these permissions were t o be d i s t r ibu ted among a l l 

inhab i tan t s and that no inhabitant was to obtain permissions in two 

successive yea r s . This might be taken as an attempt to prevent the 

cont inuat ion of the p r e f e r e n t i a l treatment to fr iends whioh had 

predominated during the government of Frontenac. 

De l a Barre and de Meulles l i k e a l l the preceding gover­

nor and intendants had received very de f in i t e ins t ruc t ions (2) from 

Louis ZIV and Colbert on the various problem whioh had to be solved 

in the colony and on the methods which they were to follow to effect 

i t s development. They were f i r s t warned tha t they must work in 

co-opera t ion , because disputes between the governor and the i n t en ­

dant were det r imental to the King's se rv ice , and had been the cause 

of the r e c a l l of the i r predecessors . 

The g r e a t e s t service that they could render in t he i r 

p o s i t i o n , the King told them was to apply themselves to the adminis­

t r a t i o n of j u s t i c e in such a way tha t the Canadians would fee l the 

same peace and t r a n q u i l i t y that the other subjects of His Majesty 
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felt, so that having no troubles among themselves they would be 

able to devote their whole attention to the cultivation of the 

soil and to the development of trade which were the only two 

means of assuring the progress of the colony and of repairing 

the disorders of the past. 

One particular statement of these instructions calls for 

special mention here. It reads as follows: "The establishment of 

manufactures may be very useful in a well established country, but 

it is necessary in a new country to start by the cultivation of 

the soil which must be regarded as the essential point for the es­

tablishment of a colony " This is not yet a contradiction of 

Talon's instructions regarding the establishment of manufactures 

in the country, but it indicates that pressure was being exerted 

by the French manufacturers, because it was not in their interest 

that Canada become self-sufficient and in a position to dispense 

with the importation of French manufactured goods. It will be of 

interest to follow the progress of this idea through the years. 

The bush rangers then were the subject of a special ins­

truction from the minister. "One of the things which has been most 

opposed to the increase of trade" the instructions continued, "has 

been the liberty which the inhabitants of the colony have taken, in 

spite of the ordinances of His Majesty, of going into the bush to 

carry liquor to the Indians in their settlements and thus obtaining 

from them the furs which they used to bring to Tadoussac and to 

Montreal, and by this means they have deprived the inhabitants of 
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part of the profits whieh they used to make, this disorder has been 

carried so far that many inhabitants, encouraged by this bad exam­

ple and by the profits whioh the bush rangers make, have abandoned 

the tillage< of their farms and done likewise. Thus the farms 

were abandoned and the land not being tilled returned to the condi­

tion it was in before being cleared." 

The minister thought that the surest means of eradicating 

the above evil was to encourage the clearing of land. " One of the 

principal means of contributing to the increase of the colony is 

the clearing and tillage of the soil and he (de la Barre) must 

examine the quality of the soil and what it can grow best and find 

out if other crops than the ones now grown would be more profita­

ble , this detail may appear difficult at first, but it is most 

important. He will strongly urge the heads of familjfces to raise as 

many cattle as possible so that the country will not have to depend 

on the cattle of the Kingdom for its subsistence and for the cul­

tivation of the soil " 

The surest means of discouraging the bush rangers would 

have been to offer them, in the colony, opportunities which would 

have promised returns as good as the fur trade. The soil gave 

protection against starvation, but unless means were found to de­

velop markets where the farmer could exchange His goods for the 

essentials which he could not produce himself, there was not much 

chance that the bush rangers would abandon their trade. The gover­

nor and intendant- were instructed to encourage trade with the 

West Indies and to promote the construction of vessels. The trade 
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was entirely dependant on the construction of vessels but the 

French government had not yet realized that vessel building requi­

red funds and that no one in the colony had any to dispose of for 

such an enterprise. 

The Iroquois who had kept the peace since 1667, again 

took up arms. De la Barre had no regular army to oppose to them. 

In the past Canadians had had to become soldiers when necessary, 

and the necessity was more pressing in this occurrence than ever 

before. In 1682, de la Barre and de Meulles published an ordinan­

ce (3) ordering all inhabitants to secure, at their own expense, 

fire arms for themselves and this during the"present wintef (1682-3) 

otherwise they would be liable to a fine. In order to make this 

possible, the SieWLt Aubert de la Chesnaye, merchant of Quebec and 

Le Bon, merchant of Montreal were ordered to acoept in payment 

Wheat, corn, peas and salted pork at current prices. This ordinan­

ce is mentioned because it comes in direct contravention to the 

conditions which we gave as essential for the development of an 

agricultural colony. If the Canadians had to buy arms for their 

own protection it was because Louis XIV did not provide the colo­

nists with adequate protection. It is a truism to say that Cana­

dians oould not be soldiers one day and farmers the next. The 

taking of Canadians on war expeditions a thousand miles away from 

the oolony was Just as detrimental to the agricultural develop­

ment as were the expeditions of the bush rangers, because in both 

cases the Canadians who, unfortunately, were too easily distracted 

from the regular life of the colony, acquired a taste for these 
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expeditions in the bush country and many of them never returned. 

De la Barre and de Meulles like their predecessors, dis­

tributed large concessions to those who asked for them. In the 

years 1682, 1683, 1684 aad 1685, the fourteen concessions whioh 

they granted amounted to well over 300,000 "arpents" and were 

scattered all the way from Acadia to some distance above Montreal 

(See Table 6, appendix ). 

In 1683, de Meulles wrote to the minister (4) reporting 

on the state of the colony. The King had recommended that they 

encourage the cultivation of hemp because it was useful to France. 

"I will cause to be seeded by the inhabitants of Canada, the 

hemp and flaxseed that the Sieur Arnoul has sent, "he wrote. "To 

encourage this culture. I will promise three sols per pound to 

those who will grow it, though I believe that one sol is too 

much, but I believe that in the beginning it is advisable to en­

courage people by giving them the hope of a small gain." 

De Meulles then made the following statement: "The 

population increawes in such an extraordinary fashion that we may 

hope that in very few years, the conntry will be in position to 

supply all its needs," Let us now pause for a moment to consider 

this population increase whioh de Meulles considered extraordinary. 

For many years, both Louis XIV and Colbert had been pressing the 

bishop, the governor and the intendant to establish permanent pa­

rishes with permanent priests who would live from the tithes paid 

by the parishioners without having to receive help from the King 
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The opposi t ion which t h i s proposi t ion had always received, needs 

not be discussed he re , but we have a t hand the repor t (5) t ha t 

Bishop Laval, de l a Barre and de Meulles made in 1683 on the s t a ­

te of par i shes which gives very complete d e t a i l s of the population 

of New France. The population of the colony in 1683, according 

to t h i s memorandum was 9,562 as compared to 9,672 in 1681. There­

fore a decrease of 110 in two years cons t i tu ted the increase 

which de Meulles cal led "extraordinary" and which gave him hope 

tha t very shor t ly the colony would become se l f su f f i c i en t . 

This repor t i s very in t e r e s t i ng as i t gives the d i s t r i ­

bution of the population in some d e t a i l , j u s t a t the beginning of 

the Iroquois war so that i t w i l l b© possible l a t e r on to measure 

the extent of the ravages of the Iroquois in the upper section 

of the colony. The Island of Montreal to which was added Chateau-

gu*j&, S t e . Therese Island and the seigniory of La P r a i r i e de la 

• agde le ine had in 1683, according to t h i s r e p o r t , a population 

of 1,692 compared to 1,624 in 1681 (See Table 10, Appendix). 

The number of families was 340 as compared to 320 two years 

previous ly . 

In the se ign ior ies of Bouchervil le , du Tremblay, Varen-

n e s , Longueil , Cap St.Michel and P e t i t Moine there was a popu­

l a t i on of 403 in 86 f ami l i e s , as compared to 358 in 91 famil ies 

in 1681. In the se ign io r ies of Repentigny, T i l l y , Jesus Island 

and S t . S u l p i c e , there was a population of 230 as compared to 187 

two years previously . The se ign ior ies of S t . Ourw, Contrecoeur 

and La Va l t r i e had 55 families with a population of 285, as com­

pared to 4 6 families^, and a population of 199 in the census of 
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1681. The se ign ior ies of Sore l , Ber th ie r , Autray, St .Francois 

and Riviere du Loup had a population of 262 in 41 fami l ies , while 

in the 1681 census the number of families was 63 and the popula­

t ion 24 2. Three Rivers and Nioolet across the §t.Lawrence had 

45 famil ies and a population of 247 as compared to 43 families 

and a population of 192 in 1681. In Cap de la Madeleine and 

Line t o t the population was 283 in 48 famil ies as compared to 251 

and 54 famil ies in 1681. The se ignior ies of Batiscan and Ste •Anns 

de l a Perade had 68 families and a population of 365 as compared 

to 71 famil ies and a population of 356 in the preceding census . 

The se ign io r i e s of Lotb in iere , Ste Croix, Grondines, Deschambault 

and Portneuf had a population of 189 in 35 families as compared 

to 181 in 36 famil ies in 1681. In the se ign io r ies of Neuvi l le , 

Les Ecureu i l s , and V i l l i e r s the population was 394 in 46 famil ies 

as compared to 407 in 79 families in 1681. The small v i l l a g e s in 

the v i c i n i t y of Quebec had 123 families and a population of 838 

as compared to 897 and 146 families in the census of 1681. In 

Beau port the population was 320 as compared to 409 in 1681, and 

the number of famil ies was 46 as compared to 47. Beaupre had a 

population of 740 in 120 famil ies as compared to 728 in 121 fami­

l i e s two years previously . The Island of Orleans showed a popula­

t ion of 1,149 in 189 famil ies as compared to 1,079 in 188 famil ies 

in 1681. The se ign io r i e s of Lauzon, Montapeine, Beaumont, La Du-

rantaye and Bellechasse had a population of 522 in 95 famil ies as 

compared to 658 in 131 famil ies in 1681. In the se ign io r ies of 
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Cap St.Igmace, la B o u t e i l l e r i e , Riviere du Sud and several others 

in t h a t reg ion , there were 3 6 families and a population of 328. 

In Quebeo c i t y the population was 1,350 as compared to 1,198 in 

1681 and the number of families had increased from 215 to 239 

during the same per iod. 

The above shows the increase which de Meulles a f t e r 

s igning t h i s r epo r t qual i f ied as "extraordinary" and which in 

r e a l i t y was much l e s s than the na tu ra l increase , showing tha t 

emigra t ion ,e i ther back to France or to the bush oountry, was g r e a t . 

The census of 1871 (6) gives the numbers of bir th and deaths in 

the colony from 1608 to the end of the French Regime, The num­

ber of b i r ths between 1667 and 1683 was 6,862 and the number of 

deaths 1,163 giving an excedent of b i r ths over deaths of 5,699. 

If t h i s number be added to the population of 1667 (3,918) we have 

a t o t a l of 9,617 which exceeds the a c t u a l population in 1683 by 

56. There i s a l s o a very great poss ib l i ty tha t the number of 

b i r t h s as reported in the census of 1871 i s ineomplete. Aocor*: 

ding to the above f i gu re s , emigration from the colony during the 

per iod exceeded the immigration whieh came from France. We must 

t he re fo re , disagree with de Meulles when he s ta ted that the popu­

l a t i o n was increasing "in an extraordinary fashion." 

The above r epor t a l so shows that of the one hundred and 

s ix ty th ree se ign io r i e s which had been granted up to the end of 

1683, only s l i g h t l y more than f i f ty showed the presence of popu­

l a t i o n . This i s very de f in i t e proof that the d i s t r i b u t i o n of 

s e i g n i o r i e s was not a success because the grantees made no e f for t 
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t o s e t t l e them. Many of the se ign ior ies whioh showed population 

had only two o r th ree families and in the majori ty of them the 

population was very small in r e l a t i o n to the length of time since 

the grant had been made. 

I t w i l l be r eca l l ed that on many occasions the King and 

the minis ter had ordered that the inhabi tan ts be grouped in v i l l a ­

g e s . The above mentioned repor t combined with the census of 1681 

allows us to approximately d i s t r i b u t e the population and the area 

under c u l t i v a t i o n within the boundaries of the present day counties 

and tlujs permits us to v i sua l i s e how scat tered was the populat ion. 

The Island of Montreal with the counties of Lapra i r i e , 

Chateauguay, Huntingdon and part of Chambly with a t o t a l land area 

of 1,100 square miles had a population of 1,692 and 5,924 "arpents" 

of land were under c u l t i v a t i o n . I t must be sa id , however, tha t 

only a narrow s t r i p of land along the r i v e r shores was ac tua l ly 

inhabi ted , because at t h i s date there was not yet one foot of road 

b u i l t in the country and the only means of communication was the 

St,Lawrence and i t s t r i b u t a r i e s . 

The eas tern sec t ion of the present county of Chambly and 

the western par t of the county of Vercheres, a t o t a l area of appro­

ximately one' hundred square miles had a population of 403 and a 

cu l t i va t ed area of 747 "a rpen t s . " The county of L'Assomption with 

Jesus I s l and , three hundred and forty square miles had a popula­

t ion of 230 and the area under c u l t i v a t i o n was 644 "arpents V The 

eas t e rn par t of VSrcheres oounty, the western par t of Richelieu 

and J o l i e t t e across the St.Lawrence had a population of 285 and 

513 "arpemts" under c u l t i v a t i o n . The western par t of Richelieu 
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county, the county of Yamaska and of Berthier across the S t . 

Lawrence had a population of 262 and the area under cu l t i va t i on 

was 724 "a rpen t s " . The counties of Champlain, S t . Maurice and 

Hioolet had a population of 910 and an area of 3,249 "arpents" 

of cu l t i va t ed land. The counties of Lotbiniere and Portneuf had 

a populat ion of 583 and 200 "arpents" of land under c u l t i v a t i o n . 

The county of Quebec had a population of 2,488 or s l i g h t l y over 

twenty-five per cent of the t o t a l population and an area of 

3,195 "arpents" under c u l t i v a t i o n . The county of Montmorency 

had a population of 1,889 and the area under c u l t i v a t i o n was 

4,632 "a rpen t s " . The count ies of Levis and Bellechasse with 

a populat ion of 522 had 1,054 "arpents" of land under c u l t i ­

va t ion . F i n a l l y , the counties of Montmagny, L ' I s l e t and Kamou-

raska had a population of 328 and 200 "arpents" of land under 

c u l t i v a t i o n . 

When one looks a t the population in th i s way, i t i s 

n o t a t a l l su rpr i s ing that bands of Iroquois were able to f a l l 

unexpectedly upon the i so la ted set t lements and massacre the 

population before any ass i s tance could be obtained. The area 

of c leared land a lso shows that the forest was Invariably close 

to the set t lements and th i s assured impunity to the skulking 

Iroquois • 

The king had ins t ruc ted de Meulles to encourage as 

much as he oould the inhabi tan ts of Canada to e s t ab l i sh a regu­

l a r t rade with the West Ind ies . He had also ordered (7) tha t 

the inhab i t an t s of the West Indies be encouraged to take to 

Canada the products of the Island which they would exchange for 

Canadian goods. 
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De Meulles in the l e t t e r (4) which we have already mentioned 

wrotte; "The t r ade with the Is lands i s absolute ly worthless . . . ' . ' 

(Only sugar and tobacco could be imported). "There are no peo­

ple in t h i s oountry who are su f f i c i en t ly wealthy to use jams. 

Only a small amount of maple syrup and some currant and wild 

plum jam i s made, but t h i s cannot consume large q u a n t i t i e s of 

sugar. I f th i s t rade could be es tab l i shed , i t would ensure 

the disposal of wheat, peas , salmon and lumber. Then, the 

people f inding a market for i t s products would ba4ncouraged 

and would prefer the t i l l a g e to the fur t r a d e . " This i s nothing 

more nor l e s s than the recogni t ion by de Meulles, as ea r ly as 

1683, tha t the fur ther development of ag r i cu l tu re in New Franoe 

was e n t i r e l y dependent upon whether or not markets could be 

found for a g r i c u l t u r a l goods. The French government oould issue 

order a f t e r order , but i f i t was not prepared to make some sa ­

c r i f i c e to guarantee p r o f i t s to Canadian farmers, these could 

not poss ibly increase their a g r i c u l t u r a l production and would 

continue to turn the i r a t t en t i on t o the fur t rade which, a t 

l e a s t , gave them a f ix pr ice for t h e i r f u r s . 

In a memorandum (8) in which he gave an expose of 

h i s theor ies on the establishment of oolonies and of his views 

on Canada in p a r t i c u l a r de Meulles wrote (1684); "When one 

wishes t o e s t ab l i sh a new colony, one must have in mind some­

thing of g rea t u t i l i t y (for the country which e s t ab l i shes i t ) ; 

a country which would produce only wines and wheat, as the 

I l l i n o i s country , would be more detrimental than useful to 
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France, beoause in time t h i s colony would produce su f f i c i en t ly 

to enable i t s e l f to do away with the products of France and to 

t rade with foreign c o u n t r i e s . " This i s , In a n u t s h e l l , the 

reason why France did not want to open up markets for Canada, 

beoause the products would enter into competition with those 

of France. Louis XIV and Colbert wanted Canada to produce only 

the th ings which would supply some of the needs which SAB» France 

had to f i l l from foreign countr ies and they did not care whe­

ther or not these things could be of p ro f i t to Canadians, 

Then, de Meulles s ta ted h i s ideas on how to develop 

a strong colony which would be useful to France, "By the means 

which I suggest" , he went on, "His Majesty can become master of 

a l l the fur t rade and the cod f ishing which are found only in 

t h i s country . I t might cost a considerable sum at f i r s t , but 

everyone i s convinced that eventually His Majesty would make 

suf f ic ien t p r o f i t s to compensate for the expendi tures . The 

establishment of Acadia cannot be detr imental to France because 

no vines can be grown the re , and cod f ishing cannot be car r ied 

on on the coasts of France, which shows tha t the establishment 

of Acadia w i l l be advantageous to France, because she w i l l ex­

port there wines and l iquors and import f i sh . S imi la r ly , 

Canada w i l l find there a market for wheat and for other products . " 

He f e l t t h a t he had to answer some of the c r i t i c i s m s 

which had been made of Canada and also to bring out some of the 

reasons why some of the in s t ruc t ions which he had received were 

d i f f i c u l t to f u l f i l l . "Canada has always been considered," he 
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wrote, "as a country located a t the end of the world, as a 

banishment which could almost be considered as a c i v i l death 

and as a safe r e t r e a t for cr iminals and which many have seeked 

u n t i l now. I t s name alone ind ica tes t h a t i t has been considered 

as of l i t t l e consequence, s ince Aoanada in Spanish means, "here 

nothing e x i s t s , " and I do not doubt tha t the Spaniards who f i r s t 

discovered th i s land and who f i r s t entered the S t . Lawrence 

bounded by high mountains covered with snow for f ive or s i x 

months of the year have been forced to say tha t t h i s country 

was wor th le s s . " As a r e fu ta t ion to the above, he described the 

advantages of the c l ima te , the f e r t i l i t y of the s o i l and declared 

himself favourable to the establishment of a large oolony in the 

country . 

"We are now assured ," he continued, " tha t the country 

can produce g r a i n s , and i t can even be said t ha t too much i s 

produced for the small number of people who l ive t h e r e . . . . T h e 

only thing lacking in Canada is weavers to make l i n e n s , as we 

know by experience that hemp grows very w e l l . The r a i s i n g of 

sheep has been s t a r t ed for some time but I doubt, even though 

they/ mult iply wonderfully, t h a t i t be possible in the present 

se t t lements to e s t a b l i s h an important t rade in wool, because 

the four or f ive months of cold weather are too long to feed 

animals indoor, which prevents a la rge number from keeping them 

because they cannot make the necessary provis ions for the winter 

and many others because they w i l l not take the t rouble of doing 

i t and they neglect these kinds o f p r o f i t s . " 
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"There i s now suf f i c i en t l ea ther in the colony for 

a l l the needs of the people ," he continued, "but there are not 

as many tanner ies as we would l ike to see , s ince the animals 

from which the hides are taken are very numerous and the i r 

f lesh is very good. If the country had more population so t h a t 

the farmers could find a market for the i r beef, i t i s c e r t a i n 

t h a t i n two or three years t ime, the re would be ten times as 

many animals as t he r e i s now and s t i l l more i f the country ex­

tended to the south where i t i s not neoessary to keep them in 

s t ab le s for the win te r . " 

"The far t rade and the sedentary f i she r i e s would be 

p ro f i t ab l e if the French oould control them," he continued, 

'hut a t p resen t , the English hewe asmuch as we have." 

" I t i s c e r t a in tha t the climate and the locat ion of 

the country con t r ibu te g rea t ly to the increase of the population 

and i t i s to be expected that in ten or twelve years the popula­

t ion of t h i s colony w i l l have doubled, but i t i s not suf f ic ien t 

to have a l a rge population and lands tha t produce large q u a n t i ­

t i e s of wheat, i f we cannot find the means of making p r o f i t s 

and of occupying these people a t various occupations, such as 

commerce, c u l t i v a t i o n of the s o i l and o thers the colony must 

languish and remain use l e s s " " I f His Majesty," he 

continued, "does not find the means of occupying h is people 

( in Canada) a t some t r a d e s . He w i l l never derive any benefi t 

from them, s ince He w i l l always be obliged to maintain t h i s 

oolony and spend more money for i t s conservat ion than i t can 
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ever bring back in p r o f i t s This makes me say tha t t h i s colony 

being es tab l i shed inland and without seaport w i l l never be able 

to sus ta in i t s e l f . Only seven or e ight vesse l s come each year , 

bringing goods for the co lon i s t s and for the t rade and only two 

or th ree r e tu rn with fu r s , the others re tu rn empty." 

"The i nd iv idua l s , " he went on, "wi l l c e r t a i n l y find 

bread and meat. A father w i l l build a small house of wood, c l ea r 

a few "arpents" of land and w i l l thus obtain the subsistence of 

h i s family; h is ch i ldren in turn w i l l do l ikewise , but thus d i v i ­

ding t h e i r e f fo r t s i n d e f i n i t e l y , they w i l l a l l be beggars and a l l 

equal ly miserable , being unable to earn su f f i c i en t ly to c lo the 

themselves and to buy the few n e c e s s i t i e s of l i f e , they w i l l be 

forced to l i v e l i k e savages. If the means of e s t ab l i sh ing t rade 

i s not found, i t i s inevi table tha t Canada must f a l l and r e tu rn 

in to nothingness . In order to increase and become powerful, a 

country must have common people and o thers who make fortunes in 

t rade or in other/occupations." 

"Reciprocal t rade with a foreign country ," de Meulles 

continued, "brings abundance in to a country and c rea tes a market 

for a l l s o r t s of goods and then, the S ta te benef i ts by c o l l e c t i n g 

import and export d u t i e s . Furthermore, t rade brings in money. 

There i s in Canada only the fur t r a d e . Twenty years ago, t h i s 

t rade was u se fu l , but the population has g r e a t l y increased, and 

t h i s t rade always remaining the same, the p r o f i t s are divided 

between so many persons t h a t i t can be useful only to a few mer­

chants who are not r e s i d e n t and who come every year to carry on 
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their trade. This fur trade is not important enough for every­

one in the colony to take part in it. This oountry, being with­

out resources and without trade, the inhabitants must of neces­

sity live in their own settlements without being able to under­

take anything whatever which might give them some profits and 

this has empoverished many families who came into this country 

with some wealth. They have tried to maintain their social 

position, they have married without obtaining dowaries from 

their wives, they have built nice establishments in which they 

have spent all the money they had brought with them, their 

families have increased, they have established their children 

which forced them to borrow money from time to time and this 

has caused so many debts in Canada that the majority of those 

who have tried to live according to their social position have 

so many debts that they may be considered to be in the most 

abject poverty, and this is all due to the fact that they were 

unable to place their capitals into commerce and also because 

they have been unable to contract rich marriages to reestablish 

their fortunes." 

"The poor people who came as soldiers have cleared 

some land on which they grow grains; it is true that they get 

sufficiently on their farms not to starve to death, but they 

are without hope of ever bettering their position, since they 

cannot find a profitable market for their grains and other 

goods and this prevents them from obtaining the subsistence 

of their families from their labour." 
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"There is here," he continued, "sufficient to build a 

new Europe with the same oommerce as the old one, but as the 

latter took many centuries to establish itself, this one will 

take at least a few." 

De Meulles then suggested that fishing stations be es­

tablished on the coast of Acadia to provide employment for the 

young people, but he believed that this should be done by the king 

himself rather than by private individuals. ̂ Fishing alone made 

Boston which is now as important as La Rochelle* The inhabitants 

are wealthy and spend much money. This would bring large revenues 

to the king and at the same time would build a strong colony. 

Four or five hundred vessels of all nations come to Boston every 

year and France would have all that. This establishment would 

open up trade for Quebec, The price of clothes would drop; -

the people here are nearly naked during the winter. Acadia would 

become a storehouse for France and the trade with the West Indies 

would benefit by it." 

We have quoted very extensively from the above memoran­

dum because it shows without need of comment the reasons for the 

slow development of the colony. It brings out very clearly that 

what Canada needed most to encourage its development was markets. 

We have often stated that in order to establish a strong colony 

it is absolutely neoessary to give it the means of making profits. 

No area or country was ever opened to colonization merely on the 

sole hope on the part of colonists Obtaining just a bare subsist­

ence. It is the prospect of something more than daily bread which 
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causes people to abandon famil ies and homes to go out to carve 

a homestead for themselves in the wi lderness . Louis XIV, of 

course , had other things to think about than the fate of h i s 

peoples who were two thousand miles away across the sea and the 

manufacturers and the merchants of Franoe exerted a l l the i n ­

fluence they could muster to prevent the establishment in Canada 

of manufactures the products of which would enter i n to compe­

t i t i o n with t he i r own. 

I t i s d i f f i c u l t to asoer ta in j u s t what ef fec t memoranda 

of t h i s kind had on the king and on the minis ter (Colbert had died 

in 1683 and had been replaced by h i s son Seignelay) but in 1684, 

the min i s t e r wrote to de Meulles (8 ) : "Nothing i s more important 

than to encourage the inhabi tan ts to develop the f i s h e r i e s , to 

c l ea r land and to e s t ab l i sh other t rades whioh would be much more 

p ro f i t ab le than the fur trade which they have ca r r i ed on u n t i l 

now. Sinoe you t e l l me tha t the s o i l i s qui te f e r t i l e , i f , over 

and above the area which they need to grow wheat for t h e i r own 

subs is tence , they were to c lear some for the growing of hemp. 

His Majesty would derive great u t i l i t y from i t for His navy 

yards and i t would a lso be advantageous to the c o l o n i s t s . To 

th i s e f f e c t , and to encourage the inhabi tan ts to s t a r t t h i s c u l ­

t i v a t i o n , He w i l l permit t h a t hemp be paid a l i t t l e more in the 

colony than in France. However, I think tha t f i f teen l i v r e s per 

hundred pound whioh you now pay i s excessive considering tha t 

what i s grown in the Kingdom i s only paid twelve ." The above I s 

an i l l u s t r a t i o n of how far the French government was w i l l i ng to 
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go t o encourage the development of the oolony by means of sub­

s i d i e s . 

Again in 1684, speaking of the war which de la Barre had 

been forced t o declare on the I roquois , the minis ter wrote (9) to 

de Meulles: "Take a l l the neoessary precautions to ensure tha t 

the war does not prevent the keeping of a suff ic ient number of 

men for the c u l t i v a t i o n of the s o i l , otherwise there would be a 

grea t danger of famine in the country ." The above statements and 

many others which we have already given are suf f ic ient proof tha t 

Louis XIV and h i s min is te rs were wi l l ing to go to any length to 

give advice on what the Inhabi tants should do, but they were not 

w i l l i ng to spend one "sou" to encourage them. They could not see 

t ha t a small s a c r i f i c e on t h e i r par t to make ag r i cu l t u r a l produc­

t i o n p r o f i t a b l e a t the outse t would have been g r e a t l y repaid and 

the losses caused by the fur t rade would have been decreased 

cons iderably . 

In a memorandum (1Q)written to the king (1684) de la 

Barre explained tha t he had been forced to continue the payment 

of supplements to parish p r i e s t s because of the high cost of 

l i v i n g and "because the product iv i ty of the s o i l decreases every 

day as does the pr ioe of wheat." (Cereal g ra ins were the only 

products on which t i t h e s were p a i d ) . "For example, l a s t year , 

the crop was p l e n t i f u l and the wheat was worth f i f t y " s o l s " 

a "minot"; t h i s year , the orop is smaller by one th i rd and the 

wheat i s only worth fo r ty - f ive " so l s " and i t i s impossible to 

f ind buyers " 
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" I said t ha t the p roduc t iv i ty of the s o i l decreased," 

he continued, " th i s i s so t rue tha t near ly a l l the lands which 

were f i r s t cleared are now abandoned, twenty years of crop p ro ­

duction having worn them and t h i s happens dai ly to other lands 

which a re sandy and rocky." 

As we have said in a previous chapter , the type of 

c u l t i v a t i o n which was being car r ied on could not help but lower 

the f e r t i l i t y of the s o i l . Wheat was being sown year a f t e r year 

on the same ground and no effor t was made to re turn to the s o i l , 

by the app l ica t ion of manure, any of i t s o r ig ina l f e r t i l i t y . I t 

must be said here t h a t the small r e tu rns which the farmers got 

for the i r g ra ins and the more p rof i t ab le r e tu rns from the fur 

t rade ooupled with the des i r e for the l i f e of the bush rangers 

were the r e a l cause of the abandonment of land. 

I t i s of i n t e r e s t to note t ha t in sp i te of the fac t 

tha t the oo lon is t s were complaining of the laok of market for 

t he i r wheat, the merchants of Franoe, so the above l e t t e r t e l l s 

u s , s t i l l i n s i s t e d on sending flour for the maintenance of the 

t r oops . 

This statement of de la Barre, however, made some im­

pression on the king who the next year wrote (11) to de Meulles: 

"The Sieur de la Barre having, among other things, citdd the 

decrease in value of the soil and maintained that twenty years 

of production wears them out, I wish that you report to me if 

this is true and that in this case you increase your applica­

tion to force the inhabitants to make new clearings....You can 
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do nothing better than to apply yourself to everything that 

ooncerns the tillage of the soil, to see which crops give the 

best results in eaoh locality and to see that the inhabitants 

derive the greatest possible advantage from the cultivation of 

the soil. Since you believe that hemp production would be ad­

vantageous, I am sending you five or six hogsheads of seed," 

The king, however, did not tell him how he was to go about to 

secure this "greatest possible advantage for the inhabitants. 

In answer to this letter, deMeulles wrote (12) the 

following year:: "His Majesty orders me to let him know if 

it is true that twenty years of crop production wear out the 

soil of Canada as M. de la Barre claimed.....The soils of Canada 

are like those of France whieh, after being cleared and sown 

for twenty years in succession without rest nor manure, decrease 

considerably in fertility. This applies here only to light 

soils, but those whioh are heavier and well tilled in the spring 

do not lose their fertility and this has appeared extraordinary, 

being certain that manuring is unknown here. I have attributed 

the fertility of these lands to the snow and the very cold wea­

thers of the winter which ooncentrate the vapour inside, which 

cannot come out during the winter and engenders a kind of salt 

which causes the quick generation of grains." From the point 

of view of chemistry, this explanation is somewhat far fetched, 

but it establishes the fact that de Meulles appreciated the 

importance of manuring and of good tillage. 
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The t roubles between governor and intendant were by 

no means a th ing of the pas t and reourred every so often to 

impede the development of the colony. We have seen how de la 

Barre decided to conduct an expedi t ion agains t the Iroquois 

about Lake Ontario and t h a t the dishonourable peaoe t r e a t y whioh 

he signed was responsible for h is disgrace and r e c a l l from the 

colony. In 1684, de Meulles wrote (13) to the minis ter t e l l ­

ing him t h a t he was preparing th i s expedit ion and tha t he had 

to appease the murmurs of the people who were saying " tha t they 

were going to t h i s war only to preserve the beavers of five or 

s ix merchants of Quebec who alone do a l l the t rade and t h a t i t 

was very vexat ious tha t four or f ive hundred persons had been 

sent into the woods and to see, in war t ime, two f l a t boats 

with t h i r t y - f i v e or for ty persons without family, leaving for 

the Hudson Bay for the t r a d e , when heads of famil ies who have 

nothing but t h e i r da i ly labour to provide the subsis tence of 

t he i r wives and ch i ldren have to abandon them in d i r e need to 

go to the war, even though these reasons are a l l t r u e , i t i s 

a matter of consequence not t o allow the people to express such 

views." 

He accused the governor of carrying on the t rade about 

Lake Ontario and of having had a vesse l b u i l t a t the k i n g ' s ex­

pense for the purpose. He a lso accused him of t rad ing in furs 

with the English to the detriment of the k i n g ' s i n t e r e s t s . He 

a l so s t a t ed tha t i t was evident t h a t the war was so le ly to pro­

t e c t h is commercial i n t e r e s t s and those of s ix merchants of Quebec 
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and tha t tha t was the reason why the people murmured. 

De Meulles then went on to explain in d e t a i l the 

reprehensible conduct of the governor in the war. The army 

was composed of about eleven hundred Frenchmen and some In ­

d i a n s . This i s one of the reasons why the a g r i c u l t u r a l de ­

velopment of the colony was slow. The Canadians, being fo r ­

ever foroed to abandon the i r farms to go on war expedi t ions , 

l o s t i n t e r e s t in them and, whioh was worse, they acquired a 

l i k i n g for the free l i f e of the wi lderness . 

The work of the intendant was forever complicated 

by problems which arose from the lack of i n t e r e s t on the par t 

of the people ( in France) with whom he had to dea l . In a 

l e t t e r (14) to the min is te r , de Meulles ccnplained of some 

of the things which made his work more d i f f i c u l t . "This yea r , " 

he wrote , "we have received s ix ty "engages"; the o ldes t i s not 

seventeen years of age and I am sure tha t the majori ty of them 

are not mare than twelve, t h i r t e e n , fourteen or f i f t een years 

o ld . I believe tha t those who sent them wanted to make fun 

of u s ; they are too young t o be of any u s e . . . . . H a d they been 

any good I would have been able to dispose of them in three 

days, but as i t was I had d i f f i c u l t y in g e t t i n g r i d of these 

ch i ld ren who are only good to mind the cows and yet they have 

cost as much to the king as if they had been r e a l men." The 

above e v i l i s , in our opinion, the ca rd ina l cause of the 

f a i l u r e of France in America. The performance of du t ies in 
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regard to the colony was left in the hands of unscrupulous offi­

cials who had nothing in mind beyond the profit which they could 

make at the expense of the colony. 

The same letter brought up another point whioh illus­

trates the very same thing. Intendants had repeatedly written 

to Louis XIV and his minister that the only way to encourage the 

development of agriculture was to find markets for agricultural 

products, "There has been sent from France, this year," de Meul­

les wrote,*Lseven hundred thousand pounds of flour for the soldiers. 

It cost the king nine livres fourteen sols the quintal whioh is 

the equivalent of thirteen livres in Canadian money, not counting 

the freight. We were all very surprised, as wheat is the sole 

wealth of this country. We have decided to sell it for eight 

livres ten sols, Canadian money, the quintal, this will be expen­

sive to the king, but in so doing we save-1 money since we can buy 

flour in Canada for seven livres the quintal." There is no doubt 

whatever that this flour found its way to Canada because the mer­

chants could make a profit on it. It is difficult to absolve 

Louis XIV and his government of these errors, because if they had 

been really interested in the welfare of the colony, they would 

have instituted a system of inquiry, which would have revealed 

that the officials were not doing theirduty. This of course is 

no worse than the irregularities which we have pointed out in 

the French fiscal system. 

As a reply to the orders often received regarding the es­

tablishment of trade with the West Indies de Meulles wrote (15) 
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that he considered the fur trade as the only one which could be 

oarried on in Canada. The production of agricultural goods and 

of livestock, he claimed, were good only to provide the subsis­

tence of the inhabitants and to provide small assistance to the 

West Indies. "The West Indies", he wrote " do not consume much 

grain from Canada and very little fish and salted meat." This 

very definitely proves our contention that markets and markets 

alone could encourage the development of agriculture. It was 

equally true then as it is now that if profitable markets exist 

production will look after itself. 

In 1685, the Marquis de Denonville was appointed gover­

nor in plaoe of de la Barre. Like his predecessors, he received 

very definite instructions (16) regarding his conduct in Canada. 

The disorder caused by the bad example set by the bush rangers 

which was responsible for the lack of agricultural development of 

the colony, the encouragement to be given to the cod fishery, to 

the trade with the West Indies, and to the raising of cattle were 

the main points to which Denonville was ordered to pay particular 

attention. It is highly indicative of the interest of the French 

government in the colony that the ministers could not find anything 

new to tell the governors. Since 1663, all governors and intendants 

had received the very same instructions. With the new problems 

and difficulties which had arisen, one would think that, upon 

seeing their instructions disregarded, they would have tried some 

new methods*, to enforce their will in the colony. 

No sooner had Denonville arrived in the colony than he 

set out to study its conditions and he immediately wrote (17) his 
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impressions to the minister. "I am told," he wrote, "that there 

are at least six hundred men in the woods It is necessary 

to do something to bring them back. It must be considered, howwver 

that if I hurry their return, all our merchants will be ruined 

because of the advances in merchandise whioh they have made to 

them and which they will lose if this merchandise is not exchanged 

for furs." 

He also noted that the inhabitants of the colony were 

too scattered and proposed not to permit the establishment of 

colonists beyond the present settlements. The King (18) entered 

into these views and encouraged him to see to it because the great 

distance between settlements was detrimental to the progress of 

the colony. He had also learned that there was a regular under­

hand trade establishfSrith the English which was very detrimental 

to the oolony and that a certain number of Frenchmen had settled 

with the English in order to carry on this trade. 

In another letter (19), Denonville announced to the minis­

ter that the crop had a good appearance, but in view of the strong 

possibility of having to wage a war against the Iroquois he would 

take precautions against the exportation of wheat. He also men­

tioned the conditions of Fort Frontenac (Kingston) which he thought 

should be moved to another location where the soil was more fertile 

"It would be of great advantage", he wrote, "for the maintenance 

of a garrison to have the fort in a location where the soil is 

fertile and where it could be maintained without having to trans­

port food. The soil at Catarakouy is covered with rocks and very 
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shallow in the best spots. The sun rays warm up the earth so 

much that the wheat which at first has a very fine appearance 

dries up in no time and often fails, but peas always grow well." 

Then he painted a picture of the oolony which is well 

worth repeating here. "There is a large number of inhabitants 

in the woods," he went on, "and I have seen the inconvenience of 

allowing such a large number to leave the colony This will 

oause the oomplete ruin of the country. Those who have farms 

leave them untilled, as I have seen many, the married men abandon 

their wives and children to be supported by public charity or to 

obtain credit from the merchants in such a way that the profits 

which they make do not suffice, on their return, to pay for the 

maintenance of the family....." 

"I believe it is neoessary," he told the minister, "to 

give an account of the disorders which occur not only in the woods, 

but even in our settlements and which are the result of the lazi­

ness of the young people and of the great liberty of going into 

the bush, under pretext of fishing and trading, which for a long 

time has been permitted by the governors and by the parents. This 

abuse has reached the point where just as soon as children can 

carry arms, their parents can longer keep them in the colony..,,. 

These abuses are much greater in the families of the nobles and of 

those who wish to live like nobles, either through vanity or lazi­

ness. They have no other means of subsistence than the bush, 

beoause, never having learned how to handle the plough, the hoe 
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o* the axe and all thair knowledge being in the use of their 

guns, they must pass their llees in the bush I cannot 

stress too much the attraction whioh this wild life, whioh con­

sists of doing nothing and of living without restraint of any 

kind, has for the young people. Instead of teaching the Indians 

the French way of living they learn to live like them." 

•Above all, " he continued, "you will pemmit me to say 

that the nobility of this new country is the poorest possible 

and to increase its number, is to increase the number of idlers. 

A young country needs laborious and industrious people who oan 

use the ax and the hoe. The children of our Counsellors are no 

more laborious and have no other occupation than to roam in the 

woods where they do some trading and most of them are guilty of 

all the disorders which I have mentioned. I willdo all I can 

to encourage them to enter into commerce, but as nobles and 

Counsellors are all very poor and in debt, they cannot obtain 

credit for one ecu." 

As an expose of the condition of the people of the oolo­

ny, the above is very good. It is very noticeable, however, that 

in this one as well as in the many others which we have quoted so 

far there is never any attempt to search for the causes of this 

condition nor for the remedies which might operate to change it. 

The correspondence of this period is full of such portraits, but 

the governors and intendants, with one or two exceptions, never 

went so far as to offer remedies. The reason is not that they 
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did not know the remedies but that they knew that it was useless 

to suggest them to the minister. 

After having given this description of the people of 

the colony, Denonville proceeded to deal with some more specific 

points of his instructions. On the question of the much encoura­

ged production of hemp he wrote: "Ijban see no other reason for the 

fact that hemp is not grown than the lack of time, because the sea­

sons for ploughing, seeding and harvesting are too short, as wheat 

is not sown till April or May. If the king cared to pay a little 

more for hemp, this might encourage the inhabitants. Furthermore, 

if we had in the colony a few weavers who oould go from parish to 

parish, not oharging the inhabitants any more than their food, it 

might be a means of teaching the young people how to handle it'.' 

There is no doubt that there is some truth in the above reasons, 

but they are only part of the story. The first reason why hemp 

was not popular was that its production was not sufficiently 

remunerative. Another reason was that the clergy opposed it 

because it was not subject to tithes. Every "arpent" of hemp 

decreased the revenues of the parish priests by the amount of 

wheat or other grains that he would have»received from that land,(20) 

It mightbSrgued that fifteen livres per quintal of hemp was a fair 

price, considering that it was paid only twelve in France. It is 

not the actual quoted price which counts. It must be remembered 

that the hemp was paid for in merchandise, and it is the ratio 

between the price of the hemp and that of the goods which were 

received in exchange which must be considered in determining the 
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profitability of hemp or of any other orop. 

On this question the king answered (18) that he would 

give orders to the intendant to co-operate with him in the see­

king of expedients to force the inhabitants to grow hemp. In 

order to encourage the manufacture of linene in the colony, he 

stated that he was sending six weavers to Canada in order to 

teaoh the inhabitants how to prepare and weave the hemp. 

Like de Meulles,Denonville soon realized the necessity 

of obtaining markets for agricultural products. In the above 

mentioned letter, he wrote as follow: "English merchants have 

offered to come to Quebec to buy grains. The inhabitants of the 

colony desire this in order to raise prices whieh are very low. 

This permission will not be granted, however, until I receive 

ypur orders on the subject. It would be advantageous, because 

the prices of English goods are lower than those of the French. 

This year there has been exported, either to the West Indies or 

to La Rochelle, 6,091 "minots" of peas and 12,400 "minots" of 

wheat. In addition the intendant bought 200,000 pounds of flour 

for the stores and yfet the price has not risen." 

To this the king answered that with regard to the grains 

which the English wished to buy at Quebec, &e saw no objection 

except perhaps that they might take advantage of this trade to 

buy furs. If Denonville would see that this would not happen, 

he would permit it for a year. In other words, the king felt 

that the disposal of the surplus agricultural products of the 
was 

oolonyA of no consequence if there was only the remotest danger 
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tha t the English might obtain a few furs a t the same t ime. 

A census (21) which was taken in 1685 makes i t possible 

t o measure the ac tua l development of the colony since 1681, the 

beginning of the period covered in t h i s chapter . The se ign io r ies 

are so grouped together tha t i t i s impossible to find out the 

exact development of any one se igniory or of any adjoining group 

of s e i g n i o r i e s . I t i s possible however, by making s imilar group­

ings for the census of 1681 to show the development for areas 

smaller than the whole colony. 

The population as reported in t h i s census was 10,725 

as compared to 9,675 in 1681, an increase of 1,050 in the four 

year per iod. During the same per iod, b i r t h s exceeded deaths (6) 

by 1,301 and fur ther the correspondence which we have quoted 

mentinns a ce r t a in number of "engages" who had come into the 

colony. The census, there fore , shows an emigration whioh had 

gone e i t he r to France, to New England or to the bush country of 

upwards of three hundred persons. The census fur ther shows tha t 

population was reported in s ix ty-four s e i g n i o r i e s . Up to t h i s 

date one hundred and s i x t y - s i x g ran t s had been made in New 

France a lone . 

The area under c u l t i v a t i o n was reported as 24,390 "a r ­

pents" as compared to 24,644 in 1681, an ac tua l decrease of 254 

"arpents" in four yea r s . This decrease , while small , i s very 

important because i t shows that the a g r i c u l t u r a l development of 

the colony was a t a s t a n d s t i l l . The var ious l e t t e r s and1 aneme-

randa which we have c i t ed so f a r , give us the very obvious reason 
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for t h i s lack of development. The governors ca l led i t the abuse 

of bush r ange r s , but the wr i t e r maintains tha t i f the governors 

and intendants in co-operat ion with the king and the minis ter had 

done some thing to make farming economically a t t r a c t i v e , bush 

ranging would never have reaohed the point of being an abuse. 

In l i ves tock , horses increased from 94 to 156, c a t t l e from 6,896 

to 7,474 and sheep from 602 to 787. Increases of 62 horses , 578 

c a t t l e and 185 sheep in four years in a growing colony are ce r ­

t a i n l y not an achievement to be proud of and c e r t a i n l y indica te 

t h a t there was something r a d i c a l l y wrong. 

The comp«lrt«on of the censuses of 1681 and 1685 by 

groups of se ign io r ies revea ls a s l i gh t populatioh increase , but 

in most cases the increase was l e s s than the n a t u r a l inc rease , 

ind ica t ing tha t there had been emigration. On the majority of 

the s e i g n i o r i e s , the area of land under cu l t i va t i on had decreased 

and in some oases qui te considerably. In Quebec and the neigh­

bouring v i l l a g e s , for example, the area had decreased from 

3,968 "arpents" to 3,269 in the four yea r s . In the seigniory 

of Beaupre the decrease had been from 2,213 to 1,746 "a rpen t s" . 

Beauport and l i e aux Oyes together showed a decrease of 335 

"arpents? Demaure 51 " a r p e n t s , " the se ign io r i e s of S t .F ranco i s , 

Villemur and Sorel together decreased 76 "a rpen t s " , Three R i ­

vers 149 "a rpen t s " , Champlain 73 " a r p e n t s , " Batiscan 173 

" a r p e n t s , " e t c . , e t c . On the other hand, on the Island of Or­

leans the area under c u l t i v a t i o n had increased from 2,419 to 

4,073 " a r p e n t s . " A few other s e i g n i t o i e s showed s l i g h t increases 
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but on the whole, the period was very far from being a success . 

De l a Barre , de Meulles and Denonville gave the reasons for t h i s 

s i t u a t i o n in the var ious l e t t e r s and memoranda which we have men­

t ioned . There i s no doubt t h a t de Meulles had spoken wisely when 

he had said in h i s memorandum, tha t i t was very e s s e n t i a l to find 

markets i n order to r a i s e p r i ces to a point where farmers might 

be encouraged in the t i l l a g e of the s o i l by the hope of p r o f i t s 

from the sale of a g r i c u l t u r a l products . 

In 1686, Denonville had a l so r ea l i zed tha t the ques­

t ion was most important if ag r i cu l t u r e was to continue in the 

colony. His various l e t t e r s (22) to the minis te r ind ica te t h a t 

he was g r e a t l y worried over the problem and on the matter he 

wrote; " I proposed to them (the merchants of the colony) to 

send a vesse l loaded wi th produce to France every spr ing . As 

an answer, they have offered me a small vessel of s ix ty tons 

which they are sending to La Rochelle, loaded with wheat and 

peas . I beg of your kindness t o order to the commissary to 

take them a t current p r i ce s so t h a t , in the beginning, if they 

do not make a p r o f i t , a t l e a s t the delay and the Lack of demand 

w i l l not cause a l o s s . " 

He a l so r e a l i z e d the importance of encouraging other 

commerce but h© wrote: "Our merohants cannot yet afford to build 

v e s s e l s . " To d a t e , the St.Lawrence and i t s navigable t r i b u t a r i e s 

were the only highways of the oolony and vesse l s were e s s e n t i a l . 

Fishing and the t r anspor t of goods to the West Indies required 

v e s s e l s , otherwise the inhab i t an t s were a t the mercy of the 

French merchants who reaped a l l the p r o f i t s . The king and the 

minis ter knew tha t Canadians were too poor to build vesse l s and 

they never did anything to help them. 
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" Jus t as soon as we have peace" Denonville wrote, 

" I t w i l l be a matter of g rea t importance to the oolony tha t a 

market be found in foreign oount r ies for the wheat of the co lo ­

ny, because the inhab i tan t s suffer from the lack of demand for 

wheat and t h i s cools off the i r ardour for the c u l t i v a t i o n of the 

s o i l " 

Most of the land whioh was t i l l e d produced wheat, 

oausing a surp lus which kept the pr ice very low. As a conse­

quence the inhab i tan t s were a t a disadvantage when they came to 

exchange the i r wheat for manufactured goods imported from France, 

tibe p r i ce s of whioh were control led by the Frenoh merchants who 

held a monopoly on imports into the oolony. The problem which 

presented/ i tse l f to Denonville was the f inding of a crop which 

could be subs t i tu ted for wheat and which the oo lonis t s could 

use to r e p l a c e some of the goods which they so far had to buy. 

For t h i s r ea son , he thought tha t the growing of hemp and f lax 

should be , not only encouraged, but forced upon the farmers. 

The reasons for t h i s opinion are worth repeat ing here beoause 

they explain why progress was slow and land abandoned. " I am 

more and more convinoed," he wrote , "of the neoess i ty of forcing 

the people to grow hemp in order to manufacture i t in to l i n e n s . 

The length of the w in t e r , during which the inhabi tan ts do nothing 

but keep themselves warm, l i v ing in extreme l a z i n e s s , the naked­

ness of the chi ldren and the id leness of the women demand tha t 

s eve r i t y be used to force the c u l t i v a t i o n of hemp and the 
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manufacture of l i n e n s . I have assembled the p r inc ipa l seigneurs 

to d i s c u s s the means to employ. I have learned from the expe­

r i e n c e of the good people of Beaupre who manufacture l inens tha t 

f lax grows much be t t e r than hemp. The seigneurs have promised 

to grow some in each se igniory . There remains to obtain the 

labourers and the too ls to prepare the f ib re and to weave the 

l i n e n s . Th© c u l t i v a t i o n of these crops w i l l be a help to wo­

men and an inducement for them to work because the id leness of 

women i s one of the g r e a t ev i l s of t h i s country ." 

After asking the minis te r to find a market for su r ­

plus a g r i c u l t u r a l products , Denonville wrote: " I f the young 

people of the country become bush rangers , i t i s beoause they 

cannot find other employment. I t i s much t o be feared tha t the 

ohi ldren of our n o b i l i t y and of those who l i v e as nobles w i l l 

beoome bandi ts beoause they have no means of earning t h e i r 

l i ve l i hood , no t being able to t i l l the s o i l beoause they have 

never learned. I t would be e s s e n t i a l to d i s c i p l i n e these peo­

p le by foroing them to enter the army," 

"On t h i s sub j ec t , " he continued, " I must repor t the 

extreme poverty of many large famil ies who are reduoed to 

begging and a l l of them are noble or l i v i n g as suoh. The S t . 

Ours family ia a t the head. He i s a gentleman from Dauphine 

who has a wife and ten oh i ld ren . Only two days ago, he came 

to v i s i t me to obtain permission to re turn to France next year 

wi th h i s wife and chi ldren to find some means of l ive l ihood 
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and t o place h is ohi ldren in service here and there with those 

who w i l l be w i l l i n g to feed them and to himself t ry to j o in the 

army. He claims tha t he has not suf f ic ien t wheat for two-thirds 

of the y e a r . The father and mother appear to be in r e a l despair 

because of t h e i r poverty and yet the i r ohi ldren do a l l they can 

because I have seen two of h is daughters cu t t ing wheat and plough­

ing . I t would take long to give you the d e t a i l s of several ouier 

fami l ies who are in a s imi la r condi t ion . The Sieur de Line to t 

who has ten ohildren and two grandchildren complains t h a t they 

are without bread; t h i s family is one of the o ldes t of the ooun­

t r y . The married o f f ice rs here are beggars ." 

"These re f lex ions on the poor of the country ," he con­

t inued , "who are poor mainly because they are not used to plough­

ing and t i l l i n g the s o i l makes me suggest how important i t i s 

not to send, a s i t i s being done every day, i d l e r s who can only 

be a public charge, having no profession and being unable to 

t i l l the s o i l . Some have come t h i s year who are very embarrassed 

yet t h e i r wives ac t as g rea t l a d i e s . I would much prefer good 

pea san t s , and I would be pleased to help them because I would 

be sure t ha t in two years these fami l ies would have enough to 

support themselves, being sure t h a t a good peasant who i s w i l l ­

ing to work can l i v e wel l in t h i s country while a l l our nobles 

without profess ions can never be anything but beggars, I do not 

be l i eve , however, t h a t the g ran t ing of l e t t e r s of n o b i l i t y must 

be discontinued a l t o g e t h e r , but they should be given only to 

r i ch people who w i l l go in to commerce, because in t h i s country 
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to create a noble who has no trade or profession is simply to 

increase the number of idlers. It is a shame that people who 

have lived in this country for upwards of fifty years do not 

harvest one "minot" of wheat and have not even a home garden. 

I have reproaohed this to some people whom I have threatened 

of dispossessing if they did not clear some land." 

The above does not require any comment. It is cer­

tain that the only kind of people that a pioneer country needs 

is the kind that will roll up its sleeves and get to work. 

With all due respect to nobility, if it is empoverished to the 

point where it cannot undertake something for the development 

of the country, it then becomes a parasite on the remainder of 

the community. 

In the hope of regulating the disorders of the bush 

rangers, Denonville had passed, in 1686, an edict (23) regu­

lating the trade in the Indian oountry. It read as follows: 

"Aa it is known to us, that in the past, many who have gone 

into the Indian country for the trade have abandoned their 

farms which have remained untilled, a practise which Is very 

detrimental to the development of the colony, we, hereby, forbid 

to merchants to employ any man without first obtaining definite 

assurance that his farm will be maintained during his absence." 

Besides the above considerations, Denonville also had 

a war with the Iroquois on his hands. The inhabitants were in 

constant dread of their enemy. In order to protect them and to 

keep the Iroquois in submission, he proposed (22) to build a 
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fort at Niagara which would also olose to the English the 

route of the fur trade, "I am told," he wrote, "that the lands 

there are very fertile and easy to oultivate. All I hear con­

firms my opinion that/Ln three years at the most this fort would 

be able to maintain itself." This, he believed, was a great 

advantage that Fort Frontenac did not have since all the provi­

sions had to be carried from Montrealand he wrote that there 

were not "in the colony, twelve canoes which were large enough 

for this transport." 

The fear of the inhabitants was well founded and 

Denonville described the reasons for it in a most forceful 

way." It is neoessary to think of the organization of the co­

lony," he wrote, "which is so scattered that there is absolutely 

no hope for it unless the settlements are grouped, which oould 

not be done without causing the abandonment of many settlements. 

Each seigniory has three or four leagues of frontage and the 

most thickly settled have only thirty or forty families and the 

majority of them have only twelve or fifteen and many only five 

or six. In grouping the families, we must provide buildings to 

protect them, their cattle,grains, and flours from the rigours 

of the winter. In taking the strongest and healthiest inhabi­

tants for the war and to transport victuals and ammunitions, 

what means will those who are left behind have of gathering 

their crops and of carrying them into these buildings which will 

be located a long distance from their farms? Yet, the colony is 

lost if this is not done, and this is where we will have great 
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difficulties to overcome, in fact it would almost be necessary 

to start the settlement of the oolony all over again." 

The faults of the early governors were now visiting 

the oolony with a vengeance. We have previously shown the 

truth of the above statement. The population was so scattered 

along the St. Lawrence that it did not stand a chance of pro­

tecting itself against the incursions of the Iroquois who pounoed 

upon isolated settlements and disappeared before help could be 

secured from the neighbours. It was only too true that to remedy 

the situation would have meant the resettling of the oolony. The 

only other alternative would have been to destroy the Iroquois 

before they had the chance of destroying the French and this 

was almost as unachievable as the first beoause Denonville could 

not awaken sufficient interest in Louis XIV to obtain the necess­

ary men to do it. 

In 1686, the crop had been abundant but apparently it 

was not so in 1687. Denonville wrote (24) to the minister that 

"in the future the oolony might take advantage of the king's per­

mission to the merchants of Canada to export wheat to foreign 

countries, but they would not dare to allow grains out of the 

oountry this year." In this same letter he stated that "the 

main causes of the extreme poverty of the country were the 

laziness and the bad conduct of the inhabitants to which must 

be added the excessive price of clothes," Because of this he 

stated that the growing of hemp and the raising of sheep should 

be the first two essentials so as to produce raw materials for 
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the establishment of linen and cloth manufactures. The raising 

of sheep, he believed would be dlffioult because of the long 

winters when these animals would have to be kept and fed indoors. 

The problems of the Iroquois war were greatly compli­

cated by the fact that a certain number of Frenchmen had gone to 

settle in New England and also by the fact that the English were 

supplying arms to the Iroquois and inciting them to attack the 

French. Regarding the former difficulty the king proclaimed an 

edict (25) forbidding his Canadian subjeots to settle among the 

neighbouring nations. On the latter, Denonville wrote that the 

English were trying to ruin New France by turning the Indians 

against the Frenoh and by offering them better prices for their 

furs. "This profit," he wrote, "also attracts to the English 

our bush rangers and vagabonds who take their furs there and 

settle among the English who invite them to do so." He also 

claimed that the English used the Iroquois to stir up the other 

Indians. For these reasons, he thought that it was essential to 

carry the war to the Iroquois and for this he needed fifteen 

hundred men. We have seen that in this expedition he used nine 

hundred Canadians. The soldiers who had oome with Vaudreuil in 

that year were left behind in the settlements to gather the crops. 

The Canadians who were selected for the war were ne­

cessarily the strongest and healthiest since only those could 

stand the hardships of the campaign. The census of 1688 which 

we will study presently reported 3,119 men over fifteen years 

of age. If we deduct from this number the old men and the 
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invalids we find that the 900 Canadians taken by Denonville 

were well over one third of the able-bodied men of the colony,, 

It is no wonder that the area of land under cultivation was 

less than in 1685 (26). 

The agricultural products of the country were not 

the only things which were in need of markets. A memorandum 

(27) on the trade of Canada, written in 1687, stated that the 

demand for furs was also decreasing. "At first," stated the 

memorandum, "there came from Canada scarcely more beaver than 

the Kingdom could consume and it sold for twenty francs per 

pound and more. The increase of the colony has increased the 

trade with the Indians to the point where beaver now sells for 

three livres to three livres fifty five a pound and it cost 

four francs in Canada." We might say in passing that while 

the increase in trade was a cause of the lowering in price 

of furs, the economic situation of France where all the earn­

ings of the people went to pay taxes, and the foreign markets 

which the Frenoh were gradually losing to the English were 

more important factors. We will have more to say subsequently 

on the causes of the increase of the fur trade. 

During 1688, all attention was turned to the war 

and very little is found in the correspondence (28) of Denon­

ville and Champigny which is not connected with it. Denonville 

again complained of the damage done to the country by the bush 

rangers and he again repeated that this war made him realize 

the great necessity of grouping the inhabitants into villages. 
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The census of 1688 (29) revealed tha t the population 

of the oolony was 10,303, not oounting the s e t t l e d Indians , as 

compared to 10,725 in 1685, a decrease of 422 in three yea r s . 

If we keep in mind the number of "engages" who immigrated to Cana­

da during the period and the fact tha t during t h i s per iod, b i r t h s 

exceeded deaths(6) by 488, we can form a p re t ty good idea of the 

l o s s suffered by the colony through emigrat ion. If we consider 

the per iod , 1681-1688, we find an increase in population of 630 

in seven y e a r s . During the seven yea r s , b i r t h s exceeded deaths 

by 2,078 and if to th i s we add the immigration we find tha t in 

seven y e a r s , emigration had been responsible for the disappearance 

from the colony of a t l e a s t 2,000 persons. 

The area of land under c u l t i v a t i o n was reported as 

28,663 "a rpen ts" as compared to 24,390 in 1685 and 24,644 in 

1681. Four thousand "arpents" cleared in three years do not 

Donst i tute a very large increase , but propor t ional ly i t showed 

a much more favourable progress than tha t of populat ion. The 

se ign io r i e s in which population was reported in t h i s census were 

the same as in the previous censuses with only one or two add i t i ons . 

The inhab i t an t s reported 218 horses , 7,715 c a t t l e and 

L,061 sheep, a l l three represen t ing an increase over the census 

Df 1685, This census gave the f i r s t enumeration of swine which 

lumbered 3 ,701 . The production of gra ins was a l so reported as 

LOO,971 "minots" of wheat and 28,554 "minots" of other g r a i n s . 

Phis production of wheat very c l e a r l y es tab l i shed the need for 

i market , because i t was su f f i c i en t to keep the pr ice a t a low 
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l e v e l . I t Is not su rpr i s ing tha t Denonville begged for the 

opening of markets . I t a lso e s t ab l i shes the fact t h a t a g r i c u l ­

ture could not progress under exis t ing condi t ions , because i t 

did not g ive the promise of r e tu rns commensurate with the ef for t 

necessary to bring land under c u l t i v a t i o n . I t i s well to remem­

ber t h a t a t that time considerable amounts of gra in were imported 

i n t o France, but Louis XIV preferred to buy i t from h i s European 

neighbours than to send his vessels a f te r the Canadian surp lus . 

I t must be remembered also t h a t the p r i ces of a g r i c u l t u r a l goods 

were kept down far more by the aot ion of the Frenoh merchants 

who con t ro l l ed a l l the t rade* than by the aotual su rp lu s . 

De ta i l s by se ign io r i e s are i n t e r e s t i ng because they 

show in what regions the developments took p lace . The s e i ­

gniory of Beaupre showed a population decrease of 46 during 

the seven year period between 1681 and 1688. The area of land 

under c u l t i v a t i o n decreased from 2,213 to 1,825 "arpents" while 

l ives tock numbers increased s l i g h t l y . In the seigniory of 

Beauport, the population decreased from 409 to 262, the area 

under c u l t i v a t i o n from 1,225 to 906 "arpents" and l ives tock 

numbers decreased by approximately ten per cen t . In the s e i ­

g n i o r i e s of Demaure, Neuvl l le and Pointe aux Ecureuils the 

populat ion decreased from 547 to 521 and the number of c a t t l e 

from 301 to 190 while the area of land under c u l t i v a t i o n r e ­

mained about s t a t i o n a r y . In the se ign ior ies of Portneuf, 

Grondines and S t e . Anne together the population decreased from 

192 to 186 while the area under c u l t i v a t i o n j u s t about doubled. 
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In the s e ign io r i e s of La Durantaye and Bellechasse the popu­

l a t i o n deoreased from 285 to 72, the area under c u l t i v a t i o n 

from 409 to 230 "arpents" and the number of o a t t l e from 261 

to 32 . AH the se ign io r i e s whioh we have mentioned so f a r , 

are located in the v i o i n i t y of Quebec and, t he re fo re , away 

from the ravages of the I roquois , so tha t the war can be 

blamed for the decrease only in so far as they had to supply 

men for the army. Those werejthe plaoes where, according to 

de l a Barre , the s o i l had become exhausted. Deta i l s of the 

loca t ion of these se ign io r i e s w i l l be found in Table 6, appen­

d ix . 

Other s e ign io r i e s in the region of Quebeo, however, 

showed some development. In Lauzon, the population increased 

from 273 to 370 and the area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 557 " a r ­

pents" to 739 while the number of c a t t l e remained the same. 

In Beaumont* the population increased from 53 to 71 and the 

area under c u l t i v a t i o n more than doubled. In the Island of 

Orleans the population increased from 1,079 to 1,207, the 

area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 2,419 to 3,291 "a rpen ts" and the 

number of o a t t l e from 907 to 993 while the sheep which had 

been repor ted in 1681 had disappeared. In the s e ign io r i e s of 

Grande Anse (Ste.Anne de l a Pocat iere) and of l a B o u t e i l l e r i e 

the populat ion increased from 62 to 137 and the area under 

c u l t i v a t i o n in propor t ion . 

In the region of Three Rivers , the s i t u a t i o n was 

somewhat the same as in Quebeo. Some se ign io r i e s showed 
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development while others showed important decreases . In the 

se ign io r i e s of S t .F r anco i s , Villemur and Riviere du Loup the 

populat ion decreased from 133 to 106 and the number of c a t t l e 

from 88 to 85 but there were 41 sheep where there were none in 

1681. The area under c u l t i v a t i o n increased from 279 to 303 

"a rpen t s " . In Three Rivers , the population increased from 156 

to 216, the area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 559 "a rpen ts" to 946 

and the number of c a t t l e from 110 to 127. In the se ign io r i e s 

of Bat iscan, Champlain and Marsolet , the population increased 

from 519 to 592, the area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 1,483 to 1,977 

"arpents" and the number of c a t t l e from 303 to 409. In Cap de 

la Madeleine, the population decreased from 204 to 131, the 

area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 807 to 602 "arpents" and the number 

of c a t t l e from 208 to 115. In t h i s region no more than in the 

region of Quebeo oould the ravages of the Iroquois be blamed 

for the decrease . 

The r e a l a g r i c u l t u r a l development of the colony had 

taken place in the region ©g Montreal, though a number of l oca ­

l i t i e s had already suffered g rea t l y from the depredations of 

the I roquo i s . On the Island of Montreal, the population had 

decreased from 1,422 to 1,360 and the area under c u l t i v a t i o n 

from 5,219 "a rpen t s" t o 4,674, but the number of o a t t l e had 

increased from 1,075 to 1,225 and the number of sheep from 244 

to 316. In the s e ign io r i e s of L a v a l t r i e , Repentigny and He 

Ste .Therese , the population had decreased from 214 to 201 

while the area under c u l t i v a t i o n had increased from 517 "arpents" 
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to 659 and the number of o a t t l e from 76 to 239. In the se ign io ­

r i e s of Lachenaie and H e Jesus the population had increased from 

96 to 116, the area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 275 to 548 "arpents" 

and the number of c a t t l e had decreased from 127 to 121. In the 

se ign io r i e s of Longueil and Du Tremblay the population had i n ­

creased from 107 to 1^0, the area under c u l t i v a t i o n from 217 to 

467 "a rpen ts" and the number of c a t t l e from 57 to 135 and in 

add i t ion there were 26 sheep in the two s e i g n i o r i e s . The s e i ­

gn io r i e s of Boucherville and Varennes had increased in popula­

t ion from 251 to 337, in cu l t iva t ed land from 530 to 1,672 " a r ­

pen ts" and in c a t t l e from 163 to 351 to which must a l so be added 

25 sheep. In the se ign io r i e s of St.Ours and Contrecoeur the po­

pu la t ion had deoreased from 156 to 149 while the area under c u l t i ­

va t ion had increased from 326 to 491 "arpents" and the number of 

c a t t l e from 119 to 136. 

In the above d e t a i l s , we have given absolute f igures to 

show the r e l a t i v e s ignif icance of increases or decreases . I t 

appears from the above, tha t the only l o c a l i t i e s to show inc rea ­

ses were those s i t ua t ed below Quebec where the f i s h e r i e s were 

increas ing in importance and those between Three Rivers and 

Montreal where the lands were more f e r t i l e and a l s o , poss ib ly , 

where the chances of carrying on the fur t rade were b e t t e r . The 

region of Quebeo, with the exception of the Island of Orleans, 

showed decreases . The main reasons were tha t people emigrated 

from t h i s region to other s e ign io r i e s where prospects were more 

promising and tha t the Indians never reaching Quebec with t h e i r 
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furs the inhabitants had to leave their homes to go after 

them and thus many of them became bush rangers. 

In 1689, all attention was turned to the war against 

the Iroquois and this year whioh was probably the worst will 

always be remembered by the massacres perpetrated in the re­

gion of Montreal. The war took away a large number of men 

from their work in the fields and as a result the farms were 

so short handed that some of the inhabitants asked permission 

to import negroes into the oolony. In a memorandum (30) to 

Denonville and Champigny, the minister stated: "The Attorney 

General of the Sovereign Council (d'Auteuil) has said that the 

principal Inhabitants of Canada wanted to import negroes for 

the tillage of the soil and the clearing of lands. His Majes­

ty is willing to permit it to save them the heavy expenses 

whioh they have to incur to employ the day labourers of the 

country who expect excessive wages, but it is to be feared that 

they might not be suited for the olimate." 

Curiously enough, the same memorandum carried the 

following message: "The king wishes that Denonville and Cham­

pigny do all In their power to make it possible for Acadia and 

Canada to help each other and to establish easy communcation 

between the two provinces and as the Canadians, particularly 

the young people are without employment in their own country 

and as there is not the same inconvenient in Acadia where, on 

the contrary, the fisheries, the cultivation of the soil and 

many other trades which can be developed can occupy a large 
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number of them and give them their livelihood, His Majesty 

wishes them to try to persuade those who are without employ­

ment in Canada and who are a charge to the colony to go there." 

In one page of the memorandum, the king grants per­

mission to import slaves because of the laok of labourers and 

on the very next one he finds it necessary to employ the go­

vernor and the intendant as emigration agents to send the 

young men of the colony to Acadia. Is it any wonder that the 

oolony did not progress when this was the best advice that the 

king and the governor could offer to help it? 

As we already know, Denonville was recalled in 1689 

and Frontenao was reappointed to put an end to the war with 

the Iroquois, We have seen how he complained to the king of 

the way the colony was scattered and how the inhabitants 

should be grouped into villages. Let us now see his attitude 

towards the granting °f n e w concessions. In 1687, the first 

year of his administration, he made three grants which totalled 

40,000 "arpents". One was located in the present county of 

Rimouski, the second one in Saguenay and the third one in 

L'Islet. In 1688, he granted eight more whioh totalled over 

160,000 "arpents". Two were located in Aoadia, two in Gaspe, 

one in Rimouski, one in Portneuf, one in Bellechasse and the 

last one in Berthier. In 1689, the eight grants which he 

made totalled over 164,000 "arpents". Four were located in 

Acadia, two in Labrador, one in Gaspe1 and the last one was 

an addition of 16,000 "arpents" to the seigniory of Lauzon 
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which already had an area of over 254,000 "arpents" and 

which according to the census of 1688 had a population of 

370 and 739 "arpents" of land under cultivation. 

The writer finds it extremely hard to qualify the 

inconsistency between the letters which Denonville wrote and 

his conduct with regard to the granting of lands. The grants 

of 1689 were made after he had received very definite orders 

from the king (31) to "assemble into villages the settle­

ments which are scattered throughout the oolony of Canada." 

Furthermore, upon arriving in France (1690), Denonville wrote 

a memorandum (32) on Canada in which he stated the difficul­

ties with whieh Canada was confronted. "The grants are too 

large," he wrote, "and besides making it hard to unite the 

people when necessary, the inhabitants acquire the habits 

of life of the Indians. It is neoessary to order to oease 

the granting of concessions and to cancel those given to indi­

viduals who have not cleared them." The above certainly proves 

that the king WQS not well served by his representatives in Ca­

nada. 

In 1689, Frontenac arrived in the oolony with ins­

tructions regarding the conduct of the war and also for the de­

velopment and good government of the colony. His instructions 

(33) were the same as those given to the preceding governors. 

He was to do all in his power to decrease the number of bush 

rangers and he was ordered not to exceed the number of "conges" 

allowed. The grouping of the inhabitants into villages, the 
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trade with the West Indies, the sedentary fisheries, the lumber 

trade, the cultivation of hemp and the raising of cattle received 

the usual consideration allotted to these subjects in the instruc­

tions to governors and intendants. "His Majesty is informed," 

continued the instructions, "that many inhabitants have very large 

grants and that they neglect to clear them. In 1675, His Majesty 

passed an edict ordering that the uncleared portions of these con­

cessions be granted to others." The minister then instructed Fron­

tenac to see that this edict was enforced. 

ITpon his arrival in the oolony Frontenac's first atten­

tions were far the war and his first letter (34) to the minister 

mentioned only the ravages of the Iroquois in the region of Mon­

treal. The war, he wrote, impeded everything and the colony was 

forever exposed to the incursions of the Iroquois and everyone 

was demoralized having to seek refuge in the forts every night. 

The ravages of the Iroquois had ruined the crops in 

the major part of the region between Three Rivers and Montreal 

and in the region of Quebec the inhabitants had had to become 

soldiers and had accompanied Frontenac to Montreal. As a result 

there was great soarcity in the country. Frontenac wrote (35) 

to the minister, early in 1690, in the following terms;" The 

great scarcity of wheat and flour in the oolony and the fear 

that new incursions of the Iroquois might prevent seeding and 

harvesting have decided me to despatch a vessel to ask for assis­

tance as soon as possible. Wheat whioh, in far from abundant 

years, never sold for more than three livres the "minot" is now 
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worth seven and those who have money cannot find any to buy. 

The burning of the king's stores in Montreal makes the need 

still more pressing." 

Later on in the year, Champigny wrote (36) that after 

the departure of the English from Quebec, the victuals sent 

from France were not sufficient to feed the troops for one month, 

so that he and Frontenac decided to billet them among the inha­

bitants which was done with difficulty, the crop having been 

very poor. However, with six months of winter during which it 

was impossible to count on assistance from France prices would 

go very high. Then he went on to say that wheat had sold for 

as high as twelve to fifteen livres a "minot", wine one hundred 

"ecus" a hogshead and all other goods in proportion. Then he 

stated that in the spring, just as soon as the land was clear 

of snow, roots, herbs and what little fish could be caught sup­

ported a large number of families, "The pitiful state of the 

country," he wrote, "made it impossible to send war parties 

against the Iroquois who repeated their incursions in the region 

of Montreal. We had so little food that we could not venture to 

attack them." Finally, he wrote, that the French vessels had 

arrived on the first of July and that for a long time Canada had 

suffered a cruel famine.* 

The answer (37) of the king to these pleas of Frontenac 

and Champigny is worthy of mention here. The starving colony 

was being attacked and massacred by the Iroquois and yet Fronte­

nac was told that "the important affairs (wars in Europe) that 
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His Majesty has to sustain does not permit him to send troops and 

the Sieur de Frontenao will have to remain on the defensive and 

not attack the Iroquois." 

In the fall of 1690, Frontenao wrote (38): "Even though 

the wheat crop appears to be the nicest ever seen, the rains and 

the fogs whieh occurred eight or ten days before the harvest have 

rusted them to suoh a point that the yield was poor and since no 

inhabitants had any old wheat, as it was the custom previously to 

have old wheat till Christmas, they had to use the new one and 

threshed it just as soon as it was in the barn, and not being dry 

it is of poor quality and if the flour whioh you have sent does not 

arrive, it will be very expensive and impossible to obtain," 

In 1691, the minister wrote (39) to Frontenao that he 

was sending extraordinary assitance in order to carry on the war 

with more vigour than in the past. The king did not like to be 

called upon to lend assistance even in extraordinary cases and the 

minister wrote: "His Majesty is convinced that there is nothing 

more necessary than to encourage the Canadians to the cultivation 

of the soil and to fishing and to remove from them the chance of 

going into the bush where they acquire bad habits which turn them 

away from occupations whioh are useful to the colony. The Sieur de 

Frontenao will do his utmost to employ the Canadians in the war," 

Champigny, like all his predecessors added his portrait 

of the oolony. In a memorandum (40) xvritten in 1691, he gave his 

views of what should be done in Canada. "The most important poiit, 

on which the maintenance.conservation and development of the colony 
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absolutely depends, is to have cleared and brought into cultiva­

tion all the lands granted, starting thirty leagues below Quebeo 

and extending ten leagues above the city of Montreal, on both 

sides of the St. Lawrenoe, and to see that the oolony is not ex­

tended further, either in peace or in war, and that it be not 

permitted to as large a number of men to go to the Indian coun­

try as in the past. In the year 1690, one hundred and forty 

three went to the Outaouais, thus depleting the country of the 

main forces whioh would have worked at the clearing of lands." 

"It is very sad," he continued,""that the young Cana­

dians who are strong and hardy cannot develop any liking except 

for these voyages in the bush where they live like savages and 

are two and three years without accomplishing their religious 

duties, living in idleness and very often in abject misery. Once 

they get used to this life, they cannot attach themselves to the 

tillage of the soil and they remain in abject poverty, spending 

all their earnings when they return to the colony." 

"We see, on the other hand, that those who have devoted 

themselves to the improvement of their lands are rich or at least 

live well, having their fields, fishing near their homes and a 

considerable number of livestock. This will deorease as the 

Frenchmen who are in the colony disappear, since it is mainly 

they who apply themselves to the cultivation of the soil while 

most of their ohildren are continually away on these trips, which 

must be stopped." 
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"The two bad crops of 1689 and 1690 have contributed 

a great deal to the extreme misery in which Canada now is today, 

but it is relevant to point out that it also comes from the 

negligence of a number of inhabitants who,in the past, grew wheat 

only for their own subsistence and two bad crops to which was add­

ed the necessity of fedding the troops have so exhausted their 

supplies that they will suffer for a long time." Champigny should 

have knowithat the farmers oould not afford to put up granaries 

to store many years' supply of grains and he should also have 

known that it is not in human nature to work hard one year just 

in case there might happen to be a crop failure two or three 

years later. Furthermore, they could not keep their crops in­

definitely beoause they had to sacrifice them to obtain a few 

of the things which they needed for themselves and their fami­

lies. 

In the fall of 1691, Champigny wrote (41) to the mi­

nister: "The harvest is just completed (October 12) because of 

the continual rains whioh we have had during the whole summer. 

We hope that there will be much more wheat than last year, how­

ever, it is absolutely necessary that you send us 600,000 pounds 

of flour for next year. The wheat which sold for as high as twel­

ve livres the "minot" before the harvest is now down to four li­

vres ten sous." 

"I have found the people settled above Three Rivers in 

extreme misery," he continued, "and the whole country ruined by 

the enemy excepting Boucherville and the forts where all the 
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families were forced to live, which prevents them from tilling 

their farms which are too far away and from raising cattle ex-

oept in small numbers. They do not dare go out for fear of the 

enemy who appears occasionally. What is still sadder, is the 

number of invalids and of widows whose husbands have been killed 

at the war and whose children have difficulty in obtaining bread. 

It is hard for the poor inhabitants of the country to be conti­

nually called for the war while most of the soldiers are not. 

They have not yet refused to obey, but they and their families 

are in such pitiful circumstances that we should not rebuke them. 

While they go to the war, many soldiers work for the inhabitants 

with the permission of their captains." 

The above quotation needs no comment^ to show the con­

dition in which the war was placing the colony. In 1692, the king 

wrote (42) to Frontenao and Champigny that he would not be able 

to send troops during the present year but that he would send 

some the next. He also told Frontenao not to send any more 

Canadians to the Indian country than was absolutely necessary for 

the defense of the colony, because the war against England would 

make it impossible far the French to send as many vessels to 

Canada as they usually did and he also told him to prevent abuses 

in the raising of prices. 

The poor oolony was doomed to suffer from many causes 

besides the war. In 1692, Frontenac and Champigny wrote (43) 

to the minister and begged for at least one thousand soldiers 

if they were to put an end to the war. This letter also revealed 
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a new scourge whieh in this year had visited the colony. "Our 

seeding and harvest was done without being troubled by the in­

cursions of the enemy. The crop was poor because of the des­

truction caused by caterpillars which have eaten and ruined the 

major part of the crop in the whole country where they have 

scattered in such numbers that the ground was covered. We be­

lieve, however, that there will be enough grain for the subsis­

tence of the Inhabitants. We need 400,000 pounds of flour and 

24,000 pounds of pork for the troops. Next year, we will need 

600,000 pounds of flour and 120,000 pounds of pork." It will 

be recalled that after 1632, the author of the Jesuits'Rela­

tion had mentioned similar ravages by caterpillars, 

"The order which the king gives us," the letter con­

tinued, "to grant concessions close to one another in the oolo­

ny cannot be executed, there being no more lands which are not 

conceded along the river from the first settlements to beyond 

Montreal Island." This passage calls for some attention. The 

population of the colony was in the neighbourhood of 11,000 and 

from Chateauguay to Gaspg, on both sides of the St. Lawrence, 

there was no more land available for grants. This statement 

uttered by men like Frontenac and Champigny^ is sufficient 

in itself to condemn the whole policy of land grants in the 

colony. Of course, it is not surprising that it be so, when 

one considers the size of grants which had been made. 

The next year tl693), the king in answer (44) to the 

above letter complained that he had "made immense expenditures 
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in Canada for many years, and the advantage has almost entirely 

been to the inhabitants and the resident merchants. The major 

part of the fund supplied goes into exoessive salaries for la­

bour and other similar expenses; these could be greatly reduced 

by employing the expedients that are used in the Kingdom for 

the king's service, particularly during hard times." Over and 

aboveK the other difficulties whioh the poor colonists had to 

contend with the king now wanted them to work at the fortifi­

cations and other public utilities at a reduced rate of pay. 

The exhaustion of lands for grants which Frontenac 

and Champigny mentioned, did not seem to Impress the king. 

"It is impossible to dispense with a new charge," he wrote, 

"on the subject of the grants which were made in the last years, 

for concessions in localities too far removed from the centre 

of the colony. His Majesty cannot be satisfied with their reply 

to the recommendations which he has already made that all lands 

between Quebeo and Montreal have already been conceded. There 

is enough land below and above Quebec to make large grants to 

twenty times as many families as there are now in Canada. The 

concessions which have been made can never be filled and they 

could be subdivided for others since the original grantees have 

never cleared them. It will be necessary to limit the time 

allowed for the clearing of grants and to stipulate this time 

limit in the contracts in order to force the grantees to live 

up to it." 
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"The main fault of the oolony," he continued, "pro­

ceeds from these scattered settlements which are too far removed 

one from the other and thus are an easy prey to the incursions 

of the enemy. This is the reason why His Majesty has so often 

asked that these settlements be grouped into villages." 

Let us now see how Frontenao managed the granting of 

concessions. In 1690, he granted four in Acadia which totalled 

over 3,281,000 "arpents". In 1691, the three grants whioh he 

made totalled 126,000 "arpents;" one was located in Gaspe and 

the other two in Acadia. In 1692, the only concession granted 

was located in the present county of Bellechasse. 

In 1692, Champigny wrote (45) that he had received 

no flour from France and that he would be forced to buy some 

in the colony and feared that he would not be able to find it. 

Then he proceeded to tell (46) that Canada was in need of con­

siderable assistance this year because of the fact that the 

number of soldiers and inhabitants had been greatly reduced by 

disease and by the war. "The country is weaker than it was at 

the beginning of the war by two housand men," the memorandum 

stated. The other cause for the need of assistance was that 

the "elite of the residents of Canada has gone into the bush 

after beavers and other furs." "The king's glory," the memo­

randum continued, "demands that he protects this oolony which 

has defended itself so valiantly for the last five years against 

the Iroquois and the English who have killed the bravest inha­

bitants." 
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In t h i s same year , 1692, a census (47) was taken whioh 

gives an exact p ic tu re of the d i s t r i b u t i o n of the population and 

of the e f fec t of the war on the colony. I t revealed the presence 

of populat ion in seventy-two se ign ior ies as compared to sixty-two 

in 1688. 

The t o t a l population of the colony was reported as 

11,075, exclusive of s e t t l e d Indians, an increase of 772 in four 

y e a r s . During the same period the number of b i r ths (6 ) was 2,105 

and the number of deaths 765 giving an excedent of b i r t h s over 

deaths of 1,340 and leaving 568 persons to be aocounted fo r . 

Furthermore, the correspondence which we have already quoted 

revealed some immigration so that emigration must have amounted 

to a t l e a s t seven or eight hundred persons. 

The area of land under c u l t i v a t i o n was reported as 

26,669 "a rpen ts" as compared to 28,663 in 1688, a decrease of 

1,994 "arpents" in four y e a r s . The crop of wheat amounted to 

89,711 "minots" as compared to 100,971 "minots" in 1688 and the 

yield of other g ra ins was 30,707 "minots" as compared to 28,554 

in the preceding census. In l i ves tock , the number of horses had 

increased from 218 to 400 while the number of c a t t l e had decrea­

sed from 7,719 to 7,456, the number of sheep from 1,061 to 903 

and the number of swine from 3,701 to 3 ,045. 

The above f igures show the extent of the ef fect of the 

war on the a g r i c u l t u r a l development of the oolony. To the war, 

however, must be added the ef fec t of th ree poor c rops , two of 

them caused by excessive r a i n s and one by c a t e r p i l l a r s . There i s 
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no doubt t ha t the Iroquois destroyed a la rge number of animals 

in t he i r incursions but the laok of g ra ins would a lso have an 

effect on the number r a i sed so that the decrease of the period 

oannot be blamed e n t i r e l y on the war. 

This census gives only population by v i l l a g e s and 

s e i g n i o r i e s ; the a g r i c u l t u r a l s t a t i s t i c s are only given as t o ­

t a l s for the three governments of Quebec, Three Rivers and Mon­

t r e a l . The se ign io r ies which suffered the most from the Incur­

sions of the Iroquois were Montreal, Lachenaie, Jesus I s land , 

L a v a l t r i e , Repentigny, Ste Therese I s land , S t . Paul Is land, 

P r a i r i e de la Madeleine, Longueil , Tremblay, Cap S t . Michel, 

Bolsseau, Vercheres, Autray, Contrecoeur and S t . Ours. I t i s 

a l so to be noted tha t many others s e ign io r i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y in 

the neighbourhood of Quebeo showed increases which were much 

l e s s than the na tu ra l inc rease , ind ica t ing emigration which in 

some cases was quite considerable . There was not one seigniory 

which showed an increase g rea te r than the excedent of b i r th s over 

dea ths . 

In the government of Quebec, between 1688 and 1692, 

the area under c u l t i v a t i o n decreased from 14,544 "arpents" to 

13,768, The production of wheat increased from 43,056 "minots" 

to 48,862 and tha t of other gra ins from 11,956 "minots" to 

15,568. These increases in crop production are no more than 

the difference between a poor crop and a f a i r one. During the 

same per iod , the number of horses increased from 187 to 316, 

the number of o a t t l e from 4,191 to 4,539, the number of swine 
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from 2,102 to 2,234, while the number of sheep decreased from 

476 to 294. 

In the government of Three Rivers , during the same 

per iod, the area of land under c u l t i v a t i o n increased from 4,772 

"arpents" to 5,792. The yie ld of wheat, however, decreased from 

15,878 i"minots" to 14,001 while the yield of other g ra ins i nc rea ­

sed from 4,486 "minots" to 6,639. The number of c a t t l e , sheep 

and swine deoreased from 1,014, 151 and 661 to 935,140 and 408 

r e s p e c t i v e l y . The number of horses , on the other hand, increased 

from 26 to 38. 

In the government of Montreal, the area of land under 

c u l t i v a t i o n deoreased from 9,347 "arpents" to 7,109 during the 

four year per iod . The y ie ld of wheat decreased from 42,037 

"minots" to 26,848 and tha t of other gra ins from 12,112 "minots" 

to 8,500. The number of c a t t l e deoreased from 2,514 to 1,989, 

the number of swine from 938 to 403, while the number of horses 

increased from 5 to 46 and the number of sheep from 434 to 469. 

The above s t a t i s t i c s show tha t the government of Mon­

t r e a l was mostly responsible for the decrease during the four 

years between the two censuses. I t alone had suffered from the 

devas ta t ions of the I roquo i s . The government of Three Rivers 

had not been v i s i t e d by the ravaging savages and yet the deve­

lopment there cannot be said to have been g rea t even i f many 

of the inhab i tan t s did have to take pa r t in the war. The number 

of inhab i t an t s who l e f t these governments to go a f te r furs in 

the Outaouais country contr ibuted as much i f not more to the lack 

of progress than those who went t o the war. 
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In 1693, Frontenac wrote to the minister (48) that 

the Iroquois had been unable to prevent seeding and harvesting 

in spite of frequent incursions. He stated that the crop had 

been fairly abundant and would have been more so without the 

continual rains which lasted two months and prevented the har­

vesting of the grain in good condition. "We have allowed a few 

vessels, he wrote, to take some wheat to create a demand and to 

encourage the inhabitants to continue the cultivation of the 

soil." 

In a further letter (49) to the minister, Frontenao 

went to some trouble to explain that the reunion of all settle­

ments into villages was impossible because it would mean that 

the inhabitants who had cleared lands would have to abandon 

them. It seems that in these years, the only business which 

prospered was that of land granting. In spite of the war, Fron­

tenao had time to grant nine concessions which totalled over 

198,000 "arpents^" Two of them were located in Acadia, and 

the others in the present counties of Gaspe, Portneuf, L'Islet, 

Lotbiniere and Bellechasse. 

In 1694, Louis XIV again brought up the question of 

expenditures in the colony (50) (51). His main source of com­

plaint was that he was forced to spend a great deal of money, 

and Canadians alone benefited by it. They were plaoed in a 

better position than the people of France^ because they had 

no taxes to pay. Frontenao and Champigny were then instructed 

to take every means in their power to reduce expenses. For the 
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work to be done on fortifications and other publio utilities, 

they must use the soldiers in preference to the inhabitants^ 

beoause this labor was cheaper. They were also ordered not to 

allow the merchants to raise their prices beyond reason, parti­

cularly when they were selling to the king. "His Majesty is 

convinced," the ifcinister wrote, "that the expenses can be great­

ly decreased. The greater part of those which were made for the 

expedition to the Outaouais and other far removed nations^ were 

excessive and served only as a pretext for the costly increase 

in the fur trade and to remove the inhabitants from the defense 

of the country during the war and also from the tillage of the 

soil, the fisheries and other occupations which they should have 

to ensure their subsistence, for the solid establishment of 

their families and that of the colony." 

The above letters repeated the same orders about bush 

ranging, the union of settlements into villages, the fisheries, 

etc. In addition to the reasons previously given for the pre­

vention of bush ranging, a new argument was now presented. 

"They must keep in mind that the constant increase in the quan­

tity of furs and the great abundance whioh resulted from it, 

caused the loss of a great proportion of them and the losses 

thus incurred by His Majesty's farmer are unbearable. His Majes­

ty placed the buying of rurs in one hand only to prevent further 

lowering of prices, but he will be forced to relieve his farmers 

of this trade if the abuses of the bush rangers continued this 

disorder," In order to appreciate fully the above statement, 
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it is necessary to say a few words of the fur trade. While we 

do not propose to enter deeply into the question, we will say4 a 

few words about it in a later chapter. 

In 1694, Frontenac and Champigny (52) wrote to the mi­

nister that they had sent five war parties against the Iroquois. 

They also reported that the army captains who allowed their men 

to work on farms while Canadians were at the war, did so only 

on condition that the soldiers would give them their army #ay. 

In the fall of the same year (53) Frontenao, answer­

ing a suggestion that in order to have peace with the Iroquois, 

it would be necessary for the French to abandon the upper country 

gave his views on the future possibilities of Canada. He was of 

the opinion that the abandonment of the upper country would be 

the end of Canada, because it would be the end of the fur trade. 

"It would be necessary then, to confine ourselves to the cultiva­

tion of the soil which is good," he said, "but it is well to exa­

mine if the colony could support itself by this means alone. Even 

If it produced as much wheat as the two best provinces of France, 

there remains to be seen if this would give it sufficient com­

merce for its subsistence. Wheat would have to be very scarce in 

the world to induce merchants to come to Canada for it and this 

is equally true of every other product of this lower colony. But 

join to this one the upper colony and you will see that the two 

together will form an entity which will give hope of a solid es­

tablishment. The quantity of beaver which comes from the upper 

colony, permits to attract traders who bring with them large 
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quantities of European goods. It is an outlet for France which 

causes merchants to settle here, and people of quality find a 

means of obtaining, their subsistence." In other words, Fron­

tenac believed that New France was useless without the fur trade, 

and this immediately after being told that the surplus of furs 

was causing losses to the king. 

"The bush rangers," he continued, "contribute to this 

oommerce and those who wish to stop them have other motives be­

sides conscience and religion." This statement was probably due 

to the faot that Frontenac felt that he had to justify his posi­

tion in regard to the bush rangers who were his favourites. 

Again in 1694, the king found it necessary (54) to 

remind Frontenac and Champigny of the fact that lend grants must 

not be too extensive so that the inhabitants might be close to 

one another. Let us now see how Frontenao followed this ins­

truction. In 1694, he made four grants which totalled well over 

100,000 "arpents," They were located in the present counties of 

Rimouski, Rouville, Vercheres and Richelieu. In 1695 he granted 

eleven concessions which were roughly 420,000 "arpents" in area. 

(See Table 6, appendix). They were located as follows: four 

in Acadia, one in the county of Vercheres, four in Richelieu, 

one in St. Hyacinthe and one in St. Maurice. It is very evident 

from the above that Frontenac granted concessions to his friends 

wherever they wanted them and that he had absolutely no concern 

for the interests of the king or of the colony. 
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In the same year, Champigny wrote (55) to the minister 

as follows: "The inhabitants of the oolony take care to feed 

swine and other livestock and we notice that since there is an 

abundance of grains in the country they feed many more, parti­

cularly above Three Rivers where the inhabitants have not been 

exposed to the insults of the enemies. Pork has decreased in 

prioe, but the production is not yet sufficient to be able to 

dispense with imports from France and we will need 120,000 

pounds next year." 

"The price of wheat," he continued, "has been very 

reasonable, not having been more than 37 sols 6 deniers, but 

seedings oould not be completed because of the heavy rains and 

the prioe has risen to 45 sols and more but there will be enough. 

There are many inhabitants in the vioinlty of Quebec who grow 

hemp but only for the needs of their families and therefore, it 

must not be hoped that we will be in a position to supply any to 

Franoe for a long time." 

"The clearing and cultivation of land depend principally 

on whether or not the young people of the oolony can be stopped 

from going into the bush to trade, as a very large number left 

the colony these last few years " 

The above statements show that the problem of keeping 

Canadians from going into the wilderness after furs was an im­

portant one. The main reason for this state of affairs was the 

lack of profitableness of agriculture and the fixed price of 

furs whioh guaranteed some profit. We can only repeat that had 
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ag r i cu l tu re been as p ro f i t ab l e as the fur t rade there would 

have been no d i f f i c u l t y to keep the majority of the bush r a n ­

gers in the colony. 

In 1695 a census (56) of the colony was taken which 

reported a population of 12,786 as compared to 11,075 in 1692 

an increase of 1,711 or 14.5 per cent in three y e a r s . Bi r ths 

exceeded deaths (6) during the same period by l ,344j ind ica t ing 

a surplus populat ion which would be due to some immigration and 

to the r e tu rn to the colony of a c e r t a i n number of bush r ange r s . 

The government of Quebec showed a population of 7,977 

as compared to 7,426 in 1692, an increase of 7.4 per cen t . In 

the government of Three Rivers , the population had decreased 

from 1,521 to 1,392 or 9.1 per cent and in the government of 

Montreal i t had increased from 3,484 to 4,270 or 22.6 per cen t . 

I t i s of i n t e r e s t to note that the region of Montreal which had 

suffered the most from the war showed the l a rges t absolute and 

propor t iona l i nc rease . De ta i l s of t h i s census w i l l be found in 

Tables 19 and 20 of the appendix. The c i t y of Quebec and the 

surrounding v i l l a g e s showed dedreases while the majority of the 

remaining l o c a l i t i e s of t h i s government showed increases but in 

many ins tances they were not suf f ic ien t to account for a l l the 

n a t u r a l inc rease . In Three Rivers and the surroundings s e ign io r i e s 

no increases and in some cases , important decreapes were shown. 

Montreal showed an increase of 83.3 per cent but some se ign io r i e s 

of t h i s government showed only s l i g h t increases and many of them 

decreases . The immigration to Montreal had been very important. 
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The correspondence of Ca l l i e r e s revealed tha t a large number of 

bush rangers were then l i v i n g t h e r e . 

The area of land under cu l t i va t i on was reported as 

28,110 "a rpen t s " , a gain of 1,441 "arpents"in three years . In 

add i t ion , 3,595 "arpents" of pasture were reported as compared to 

3,642 in 1692. By governments, the increases or decreases were 

as follows: In Quebec the area of land under cu l t i va t ion increased 

by 2,859 "arpents" and the area in pasture by 47; in Three Rivers 

the area under c u l t i v a t i o n deoreased by 1,282 "arpents" and pasture 

increased by 113; in Montreal the area under cu l t i va t i on decreased 

by 136 "arpents" and pasture by 207 "arpents" . The government of 

Quebec, the re fo re , was the only one to show an increase in land 

under c u l t i v a t i o n and there i s no doubt tha t the sca rc i ty of the 

few previous years had been responsible for i t . In the government 

of Montreal the decrease i s explained by the war. 

In 1695, the production of wheat was 129,154 "minots" as 

compared to 89,711 in 1692. I t w i l l be remembered tha t Frontenac 

had wr i t t en t o the minis te r regarding the abundance of the crop 

of the year . Other g ra ins yielded 41,155 "minots" as compared to 

30,707 in the previous census, a l l three governments con t r ibu t ing 

to the i nc rease . The productions of wheat and other g ra ins had 

increased 47,5 and 21.8 per cent r e spec t ive ly in the government 

of Quebec, 47.4 and 100.9 per cent in the government of Montreal 

and trheat had increased 24.8 per cent in the government of Three 

Rivers while other g ra ins had decreased 22.9 per cen t . 
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The numbers of livestock increased appreciably during 

the same period. The number of horses Increased from 400 to 

580, cattle from 7,456 to 9,181, sheep from 903 to 918 and swine 

from 3,045 to 5,333. The three governments contributed to the 

increase but not in the same proportion (Table 20, appendix)- The 

eensus shows that during the period 1692-1695,in spite of the war 

which played havoc in the upper St. Lawrence region, the agricultu­

ral development of the colony was greater than might have been 

expected. The debaole of the fur trade and the scare of a repe­

tition of the famine which had visited the colony in the years 

1689, 1690 and 1691 were no doubt responsible for this awakening 

of interest in agriculture. 

The crop of wheat which in 1695 amounted to an average 

of 10.1 "minots" pear capita, to which must be added 3.2 "minots" 

of other grains showed the necessity of looking for a market for 

surplus production. The navy of Louis XIV was engaged in a war 

in Europe; Canadians had no vessels to transport their goods 

and trading with New England was strictly frobidden so that the 

situation was not of a nature to encourage further developments 

on agricultural lines. 

In 1696, the king wrote (57) to Frontenac and Champigny 

that fur trade had reached such a state that they must cancel 

the "congas" and refuse to accept furs until further orders. They 

must have, he wrote, "as their main principle, according to his 

orders,to make everyone earn his living within the inhabited 
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parts of the colony, in trade with the Kingdom, the West Indies 

and with the Indians who will naturally bring their furs to them 

in order to get the goods of the Kingdom whioh they need." It 

is to be noted that, as usual, the King was not very specific on 

what he expected these people to do. 

In the same year (1696), Frontenac wrote (58) that he 

had pressed the war against the Iroquois. After so many orders 

from the king he felt that he had to justify his position regar­

ding the bush rangers. "The cultivation of the soil", he wrote, 

"will not be any more advantageous when no one goes to the Outa­

ouais country than it is now, because the majority of those who 

go will never plough. Enough wheat is produced, when the crops 

are good, to feed not only the inhabitants of the colony but also 

the troops which His Majesty maintains in the country and it is 

not possible during the war to bring all the settlements under 

cultivation, there being a large number of seigniories between 

Three Rivers and Montreal whioh have been almost completely aban­

doned because they are so exposed that it is impossible to under­

take to till them and harvest the crops without an almost inevi­

table risk of losing one's life. This forces a large number of 

inhabitants to remain in the forts for a good part of the yearv 

without daring to leave them. It would take six times as many 

troops as we have to protect those who would work at seeding or 

harvesting." 



-291-

"The fisheries", he continued, "can never be of any 

great advantage to the inhabitants of hhis colony until we find 

the means of bringing sufficient salt to be able to undertake it 

with a greater number of men than that employed up to now and who 

oan barely find enough for their subsistence It would 

also be necessary to protect them against the English pirates 

Furthermore, the fish does not come very far up the St.Lawrence, 

at the most to fifty leagues below Quebec, and it is very small ." 

wIhe licentiousness, debauchery, disorders and crimes 

of which the French who go in the bush are accused are greatly 

exaggerated? he went on. *These exaggerations are made by those 

who would like to keep all the trade for themselves." These 

statements show very clearly where Frontenac's interests were. 

We must admit that Frontenac was a great soldier but outside of 

that he looked after his own interests and it did not matter to 

him whether the king lost millions or whether the colony perished 

as long as these interests were served. It must be said, however, 

that his statement to the effect that agriculture could never be 

profitable under existing conditions was true. Canadians would 

have been fools to grow agricultural products only to give them 

away- Only scarcity could help those who had some crops because 

then, they could sell them at a better price. Frontenac must be 

blamed for not having tried to convince the king and the minister 

of the real needs of the colony. 

In 1697, Frontenac wrote (59) that the crop had been 

fairly abundant and that wheat which had sold for six livres the 
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"minot" during the summer had started to decrease in price. This, 

he stated, would help the poor inhabitants who had suffered very 

much from the scarcity and who would have fallen in the most ab­

ject misery without the work on the fortifications whioh had 

enabled them to earn their livelihood. 

It will be recalled that the king had given instruc­

tions that the soldiers be employed at the fortifications in 

preference to the Canadians who wanted a living wage. Champigny 

wrote (60) to the minister on the subject that "nothing is more 

useful than the expenditures which are made in favour of the Ca­

nadians and of the allied Indians, being almost the only ones 

who are sent against the enemy. The distributions from the sto­

res which have been made to them, prove sufficiently that they 

are often called for service, since these distributions are made 

only when they are thus employed. There are not three hundred 

men in the troops, capable of following them through the bush. 

These Canadians and Indians, however, cost little in proportion 

to the soldiers, since we give them only the essential things 

that they need for their use while on war parties; in fact, 

M. de Frontenao and myself have had some consideration for the 

extreme misery in which the wives and children have fallen during 

the past two years while their husbands and fathers were away." 

It is rather sad to be forced to consider that the king begrudged 

them even that. 

"As I am obliged " he continued, "to work for the 

good and the increase of the colony, nothing can be more apt to 
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con t r ibu te to i t than to allow the so ld i e r s to marry as the 

major i ty of them have become labourers . I t i s c e r t a i n tha t 

they w i l l g r ea t ly advance the c u l t i v a t i o n of the s o i l . There 

would a l so r e s u l t from i t a deorease in expenditures by stopping 

t h e i r pay and maintenance without prejudice to the k ing ' s s e r ­

vice s ince i t i s the custom to send the inhabi tan ts instead of 

the so ld i e r s on remote expedi t ions . You may find obstacles to 

t h i s proposi t ion which w i l l come from the of f icers who command 

them, being the only ones to whom t h i s may be detr imental be­

cause they w i l l be deprived of the pay tha t the so ld ie r s who 

work far the inhab i tan t s have to give them otherwise, they 

would not be allowed to work." There i s no doubt tha t the 

above statement was t rue as far as the saving was concerned, 

but i t i s not so sure tha t the increase in a g r i c u l t u r a l produc­

t i o n would have proven benef ic ia l to the colony. 

Frontenac (61) f e l t tha t i t was necessary to explain 

t h a t when they granted large concessions i t was because the 

g rea te r pa r t of the lends were not f i t for c u l t i v a t i o n or be­

oause they wanted to e s t ab l i sh s e i g n i o r i e s . He also went out 

of h i s way to explain how the suppression of the "congas" would 

be de t r imenta l to the colony. 

In s p i t e of a l l the orders which he received to the 

con t ra ry , Frontenao continued h i s policy of g ran t ing vas t areas 

to h i s f r i e n d s . In 1696, he granted nine concessions which 

amounted to nea r ly 500,000 "arpents" (See Table 6, appendix). 

One was located i n Acadia, two in the present county of Gasp6, 
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two in Rimouski, three in Kamouraska and one in Bel lechasse . 

In 1697, he granted f i f t een which t o t a l l e d over 1,400,000 "a r ­

p e n t s . " Ten were in Acadia, one in Gaspe, one in Bonaventure, 

one in Beauce and two in Champlain. In 1698, he granted only 

two which t o t a l l e d over 75,000 "arpents" and were loca ted , one 

in Quebec oounty and the other in Chambly. I t i s very evident 

t h a t , to the l a s t , Frontenac continued to grant lands as he 

p leased, r ega rd l e s s of the wishes of the king and of the obvious 

i n t e r e s t s of the oolony. 

In t h i s same year (1696), the Iroquois f i n a l l y asked 

for peace but Frontenac who had successful ly ended the war died 

before the peace t r e a t y could be signed. Ca l l i e res replaced 

him as governor, and i t was not t i l l four years l a t e r t h a t the 

t r e a ty was signed and a l l t ha t time the inhabi tan ts had remained 

in u n c e r t a i n t y . 

In 1698, another census (62) was taken which revealed 

the presence in the colony of 13,815 French as compared with 

12,786 in 1695 and 11,075 in 1692 (See Table 19, appendix). 

During the l a s t three years , the number of b i r th s had exceeded 

the number of deaths (6) by 1,656 which shows tha t there had 

been emigration from the oolony, allowing for immigration from 

France and far the r e t u r n of some bush r ange r s , of a t l e a s t 

seven or e ight hundred persons if no t more. This oensus shows 

tha t no new se ign io r i e s had beoome occupied since 1695. 

During t h i s three year per iod, the seigniory of Beaupre" 

and severa l v i l l a g e s In the v i c i n i t y of Quebec showed a lack 
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of increase when not an ac tua l decrease . With possibly one 

or two except ions, the se ign ior ies of the government showed 

emigration which in some cases was qu i t e cons iderable . In 

the government of Three Rivers , only a few se ign io r ies showed 

increases in populat ion. In the government of Montreal, eleven 

se ign io r i e s out of a t o t a l of 36 showed decreases , severa l 

o thers showed no increase and in the remainder the increases 

were very smal l . 

The area of land under c u l t i v a t i o n increased (see 

t ab le 20, appendix) by 4,414 "arpents" or 15,7 per cen t . In 

the government of Quebec, the increase was 3,217 "arpents" or 

19.3 per cent , in the government of Montreal i t was 1,502 

"arpents" or 21.5 per cent while in the government of Three 

Rivers there was a decrease of 305 "arpents" or 6.8 per cen t . 

The area in pas ture increased in both the governments of Quebec 

and Montreal but decreased in tha t of Three Rivers , 

In 1698, the crop of wheat yielded 160,978 "minots" 

as compared t o 129, 154 in 1695, an increase of 31,824 "minots" 

or 24.6 per c e n t . The production increased by 38.2 per cent 

in the government of Quebec, by 27.8 per cent in the govern­

ment of Three Rivers but i t had decreased by 1.4 per cent in 

the government of Montreal. 

During the same per iod, the production of other grains 

increased from 41,155 to 55,349 "minots" or 34.5 per c en t . The 

governments of Quebeo and Montreal showed increases of 55.3 and 

26.3 per cent r e spec t ive ly while the government of Three Rivers 
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deoreased by 15.3 per c en t . I t must be remembered tha t the 

crop of 1698 had been good when tha t of 1695 had only been 

f a i r , so t h a t the increase in crops does not represent a 

corresponding increase in seeded a rea , but a l l the same, i t 

r ep re sen t s a development which i s worthy of mention, when 

one keeps in mind the condi t ions of the oolony a t the t ime. 

There i s no doubt tha t the scarc i ty of the previous years 

had gone a long way t o bring about t h i s inc rease . 

The ag r i cu l t u r a l production of the country, accord­

ing to t h i s census, amounted to an average of 10.5 "minots" 

of wheat and 3.6 "minots" of other grains per c a p i t a . We would 

l ike to repeat here t h a t i t is remarkable tha t a g r i c u l t u r a l 

production should have reached th i s point in view of the low 

pr ices and of the de f i n i t e lack of prospect for an ou t l e t for 

the su rp l u s . I t was qui te a l l r i g h t for Louis XIV to forbid 

the fur t rade beoause i t r e su l t ed in losses to himself, but 

we cannot see how he could hope to turn everyone in the colony 

to the t i l l a g e of the s o i l , if he was not prepared to take i t 

upon himself to find means of disposing of the surplus produc­

t i o n . No matter what the reasons might have been for i t , ma­

nufactures had not developed in the colony and the inhabi tan ts 

were t o t a l l y dependent on France far manufactured goods. More­

over something had to be used in exchange for them. Fur ther­

more, Canadians had not thus far acquired su f f i c i en t wealth 

to bui ld v e s s e l s in which to load t h e i r products to go in 

search of markets and i f they had had, they would have been 

prevented from doing so , because t ha t was the prerogat ive of 

the mother country . 
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Now, to r e tu rn to the census of 1698, the number of 

horses increased from 580 to 684 and the increase was almost 

exclus ively in the government of Quebec. The number of c a t t l e 

increased from 9,181 to 10,209 or 11.2 per cen t . In the govern­

ment of Quebec the increase was 21.7 per cen t , in the government 

of Montreal i t was 6.1 per cent while in the government of Three 

Rivers there was a decrease of 30.3 per cen t . 

The number of sheep increased from 918 to 994.the go­

vernment of Montreal being the only one which did not cont r ibute 

to the inc rease . The number of swine, on the other hand, de­

creased from 5,333 to 5,147 or 3.5 per cen t . The government of 

Quebec showed an increase of 10.4 per cent which was offset by 

decreases in the other two governments. 

®n the whole, the government of Quebeo which had not 

suffered from the incurs ions of the Iroquois had made some pro­

g ress but in the other governments there were decreases which 

were caused by the k i l l i n g of c a t t l e during the incursions and 

a l s o by the fact t h a t many farmers were forced to abandon t h e i r 

lands to seek the p ro tec t ion of the fo r t s and thus were unable 

to a t tend to t h e i r l i ves tock . 

In 1699, the minis ter wrote (63) to Frontenac (h i s death 

was not yet known in France) tha t His Majesty was disappointed tha t 

with Champigny he had not yet reduced the pr ice of beaver which 

cos t him much. "His Majesty," he went on, "may become t i r e d of 

a oolony which every year cos ts him large sums and from which he 

der ives no b e n e f i t s . " His Majesty should have r e a l i z e d tha t i f 
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the oolony oost him large sums, it was because of the maladmi­

nistration of his representatives, a fact for which it oould 

not be held responsible. 

The instructions (64) which Callieres received upon 

his appointment as governor were the very same which had been 

sent to every governor since the beginning of the colony. They 

oovered his relations with the clergy, the administration of 

justice,the increase of trade, the evil of bush ranging which 

was responsible for the abandonment of many farms, the esta­

blishment of fisherie»s,the encouragement to be given to the 

cultivation of flax amd hemp, the manufactures, the raising of 

livestock, the large grants which were yet uncleared, the group­

ing of inhabitants into villages, etc. In reading the various 

documents which have been preserved, one cannot help but be 

struck by the fact that between 1663 and 1699, Louis XIV and 

his ministers could not think of any new instructions for the 

governors and intendants. It is true that the evils of the 

early period still existed, but this alone should have been 

sufficient to suggest new methods for the accomplishment of 

their will in the colony. Their interest did not go beyond 

having a secretary^ make an exact copy of the instructions 

which had been sent to previous governors. 

In the same year, Callieres and Champigny wrote (65) 

that the Iroquois had not committed one hostile act in the past 

two years. "If the only hope of peace with the Iroquois," they 

wrote, "has been sufficient to induce the inhabitants as well as 
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the married so ld i e r s to s t a r t the c lea r ing of land along the 

S t , Lawrence, there i s no doubt that when the peace i s assured 

or , a t l e a s t , when there i s nothing to be feared from the ene­

my, there w i l l be a g rea te r number of establishments and we be­

l i eve tha t i t w i l l be be t t e r to s t a r t c lea r ings away from the 

r i v e r so as to increase and f o r t i f y the colony without extend­

ing i t fur ther and th i s i s what we w i l l do when people ask us 

for g r a n t s . We can assure His Majesty tha t there w i l l be d i f f i ­

cu l ty in the execution of t h i s p ro j ec t , because of the poor qua­

l i t y of the l ands , but we w i l l do our best to use them for what 

they are best s u i t e d . " Up to the present a l l g ran ts had had 

access to the r i v e r which was the only means of communication. 

The g r e a t e s t d i f f i c u l t y with C a l l i e r e s ' idea was tha t the g ran t ­

ing of concessions behind those already granted, would neces s i ­

t a t e the opening of many miles of road and there was no reason 

to beliewethat the king would be more generous for roads than 

he had been for other t h ings . 

They told the minis ter that the crop (1699) was not 

good and t h a t i f they had not s t i l l had some of the previous 

crop on hand, they would have found i t hard to wait for the 

next y e a r ' s crop in consequence of which ; they asked for 

300,000 pounds of f lour and 80,000 pounds of pork, 

C a l l i e r e s , in the same l e t t e r , reported to the minis ­

t e r t h a t some English merchants of New York wanted " to send here 

products of t h e i r oountry to exchange for Canadian goods. If 

His Majesty agrees to t h i s proposi t ion we w i l l examine, before 
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allowing it, if this commerce will be advantageous to the oolony 

and not detrimental to the oommeroe of France," To this propo­

sition the minister answered (66) as follows: "His Majesty has 

seen what they wrote on the subject of a reciprocal trade bet­

ween the French and the English and finds that it would be very 

difficult because it would provide an occasion for illicit trade. 

The English would find a way of taking oar furs and of bringing 

woollen goods^ whioh are cheaper in England than in France, to 

the detriment of the manufactures of the kingdom; so, he does 

not see fit to allow this trade and wishes that its establishment 

be prevented," This answer like all the others which we have 

quoted so far, leaves no doubt in anyone's mind that the advantage 

of the colony was of no consequence and that the only interests 

to be served were those of France. Since the price of furs and 

of all agricultural goods were very low in relation to the prices 

which the Inhabitants had to pay for imported products, it cer­

tainly would have been to the advantage of the colony to have 

cheaper woollen goods, but this was not to be countenanced beoause 

it meant that the French merchants would make that much less 

pr of it • 

In the same year, 1699, Champigny wrote (67) to the 

minister that a certain contagious disease (small pox) had visited 

the oolony and that for a while it was thought that many would 

die, as there was not one house which had not been visited by it; 

all that died, however, numbered about one hundred persons. 
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Disputes between governor and intendant were still 

the fashion and in the same letter, he acoused Callieres "of 

favouring a trade in horses with the English, These horses are 

brought into the oolony and are good only to remove money be­

cause there are more horses than necessary," He also acoused 

him of sending soldiers and inhabitants to the bush thus favour­

ing the fur trade which was forbidden by the king. 

Champigny then proceeded to give a description of the 

oolony whioh is worth reproducing in part. "The inhabitants who 

have attached themselves to the tillage of the soil and who have 

located themselves in good spots," he wrote, "live well enough 

finding advantages which the peasants of Franoe have not, being 

nearly all located along rivers where there is fishing, and their 

houses being built in the centre of their land, they do not have 

far to go to work or to draw their firewood/' 

"The merchants are not rich," he continued, "there are 

only a few who are well off. The main commerce is the fur trade 

with the Indians and almost exclusively beaver, and this trade 

is now the cause of dissension between the inhabitants and the 

farmer over the fixation of prioe. The remaining trade is very 

limited and consists mainly in cod fishing and retailing of cloths, 

liquors, furnitures and other goods which come from Franoe." 

"The artisans live well enough beoause they are well 

paid for their work and it is the same for all those who wish 

to work. The most essential need of the colony is of good men 

to cultivate the land, by chaning into grain fields part of the 
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forest. The soil is fertile and produces easily. Wheat, which 

is ordinarily sown in April or May is harvested in August of 

September. Hemp can also be produced. Those who have tried it 

have succeeded well and made good linens. Livestock which farmers 

own in fair enough number helps to procure the subsistence of the 

farmers and there are also all kinds of poultry, fishing and 

hunting." 

"The men are strong and vigorous but without liking for 

permanent labour which ties them down. The women like pomp and 

are excessively lazy, those of the country as well as those of the 

cities." 

"The newly settled soldiers open up new settlements 

along the river in the government of Montreal wath some success. 

It would be advantageous to the colony if the priests of the 

Montreal Seminary who are "seigneurs" of this beautiful island 

granted all their lands, fhey hold them in the hope of selling 

them for a profit instead of granting them for tithes. 

In 1700, Callieres and Champigny wrote (68): "The 

clearings increase every day, by new settlements formed by the 

soldiers and by the children of the inhabitants particularly in the 

Island of Montreal where the soil is more fertile than in other 

localities." Then they went on to say that there had been such 

a scarcity of wheat that they had to lend some to the inhabitants. 

They said also that the orop was not good in this year and that 

the next year they would need 400,000 pounds of flour and 60,000 

pounds of pork. 
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In the winter of 1700-1701, there was a great soarcity 

of wheat in the colony and the Superior Council was forced to 

pass an edict (69) ordering the inhabitants to sell all their 

surplus grain at a fixed price. 

In 1701, Callieres and Champigny wrote a memorandum 

(70) on hemp in Canada which stated: "Of whatever utility, the 

commerce of hemp may be in the future, it is not to be expected 

that the inhabitants will grow it unless the kingjuses his autho­

rity at the start." For this, they suggested that an edict be 

passed ordering the inhabitantis to grow hemp in proportion to the 

area of cleared land which they had. They suggested that those 

who had thirty "arpents" of cleared land be forced to seed one 

and a half in hemp and all the others in proportion. Then, they 

thought that the inhabitants should be forced to prepare the hemp 

in the winter following the harvest in order to have it ready to 

load on the ships and that it should be paid two "sols" six 

"deniers" the pound, Canadian money. We have given previously 

the reasons why Canadians did not favour the growing of hemp. 

In 1702, the minister brought up (71) another question 

which is worth mentioning here, because it illustrates our view 

on the conduct of the merchants who controlled the trade of the 

colony. " I hear from several sources that the inhabitants of 

this colony are in great misery because of the debts which they 

have contracted and that it is to be feared that they will find 

themselves in the necessity of abandoning everything, being unable 

to pay. " 
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"These deb t s , " he continued, 'come from two causes , the f i r s t of 

which is the cupidi ty of the merchants who t ranspor t goods in 

the colony. They are in the hab i t of car ry ihg many use less and 

superfluous things and of forcing the inhab i tan t s to buy them a t 

t h e i r own price atherwise they refuse to s e l l them the n e c e s s i t i e s 

of l i f e . This custom has introduced extravagance among the inha­

b i t a n t s and since they cannot earn su f f i c i en t ly to pay for what 

they buy they coht rac t debts which they never w i l l be able to pay". 

"The other cause is the excessive r i s e in wages tha t 

the fishermen who come from Franc a to work for the inhabi tan ts 

hope to g e t . In the pas t , these wages were fixed a t one th i rd 

of the ca tch , but now there is no l imi t an d i t often happens 

t h a t a f t e r the f i shing is done the inhabi tant has nothing l e f t . " 

" I t i s proposed in the f i r s t place to give these peo­

ple a ten year moratorium on their debts so tha t they may be 

able in the meantime to subs i s t and to save enough to pay them. 

To obviate the f i r s t cause of t h i s e v i l , i t i s proposed to fo r ­

bid to the merchants to s e l l the inhabi tan ts anything besides 

the s t r i c t e s s e n t i a l s u n t i l the end of the f ishing season and 

then to allow them to s e l l only in proportion to the amount of 

f i sh which they have caught being c lea r tha t i t is be t t e r for 

merchants to bring back the i r goods than to s e l l them without 

hope of ever being pa id . " 

The above l e t t e r i s very i n t e r e s t i n g because i t shows 

the condi t ions under which the inhab i t an t s were forced to l ive 

but mainly because i t gives a p ic tu re of the hea r t l e s sness of 

the French merchants who had had the monopoly of t rade in the 
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colony since its very beginning. 

During h is stage as governor, Call ie 'res granted eleven 

se ign io r i e s which t o t a l l e d over 292,000 "a rpen t s . " Two of them 

were located in Acadia, one in the present county of Quebec, one 

in Levis , one in Champlain, one in S t . Maurice, two in Riche l ieu , 

two in Vaudreuil and one in Gasp£. The death of C a l l i t r e s marks 

the end of the period which we propose to cover in t h i s study 

and the above gran ts show t h a t from the very beginning of the 

period to the end, a l l governors and in tendants , Talon included, 

had followed the p o l i c j of g iving large concessions in sp i t e of 

the often repeated orders of the king. 

A memorandum (72) wr i t t en by Le Roy de la Potherye 

and addressed to Pontchar t ra in , probably in 1702.gives a r e a ­

l i s t i c p ic tu re of the inhabi tants of the colony a t the end of 

the period which we propose to s tudy. "We have had a c r u e l 

famine in the whole of Canada in 1700 and 1701," the memoran­

dum sa id . " I have known some inhab i tan t s to die of s t a rva t i on ; 

those of the c ountry side l ived for a long time on roo t s and 

the weal th ies t have had to be content to l i v e on meat a lone . " 

"This was due to the fact t h a t i t had been permitted 

to an ind iv idua l of Quebec t o buy a l l the wheat of the Island 

of Orleans and surrounding country. The year did not appear to 

be good and he bought a l l the wheat. To ge t some af terwards, 

i t was necessary t o pay h i s p r i c e . In 1700, he sent a f l a t boat 

to Montreal with wheat; i t heated and he l o s t four hundred 

"minots ." 
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"A country i s much to be p i t i ed? the memorandum con­

t inued , "when i t i s the vict im of a governor genera l and of an 

intendant who hate each other so much that they could gnaw each 

others h e a r t . Some r e l i e f was brought in the c i ty by d i s t r i ­

buting some of the k i n g ' s wheat, but i t would have been be t t e r 

to s top a t the s t a r t , t h i s t rouble which las ted two years . The 

inhab i t an t s who have large families have suffered g r e a t l y , having 

sold a l l they had to buy wheat. I t i s a p i t i f u l thing to see a 

f a the r , mother, g i r l s and boys sleeping a l l together under the 

same b lanket . This memorandum requ i res no comment to show very 

c l e a r l y not only the s i t u a t i o n of the oolony but also the r e a l 

reason for i t a l l which was the lack of i n t e r e s t of the king and 

of those whose duty should have been to p ro tec t the co lon i s t s and 

to see to the i r happiness and progress . 

Acadia. 1686-1710. We cannot close t h i s chapter without saying 

a few words of the development of Acadia during the period which 

extended from 1686 to the t r ea ty of Utrecht when the province 

f i n a l l y passed into the hands of the Engl ish . 

In the preceding chap te r , we s ta ted t h a t in 1686, the 

populat ion of Acadia was 879 and t h a t there were 90 farms. In 

the same year , the Sieur Per r o t who had j u s t been sent t he re as 

governor wrote (73) : "The people ins tead of applying i t s e l f to 

the t i l l a g e of the s o i l which can produce everything, tha t i s 

necessary to l i f e , have sca t t e red themselves in such a way tha t 

they a re very fa r removed from one another and think of nothing 

but of t rad ing in the bush and of leading a scandalous l i f e with 
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Indian women. I t would be necessary to group them together and 

to encourage them to carry on the f i s h e r i e s . There are in the 

country many nice pas tures for the feeding of l i ve s tock . " 

In a l e t t e r (74) , Perrot wrote that he had found a 

grea t abuse in the grant ing of lands to pr iva te i n d i v i d u a l s , * 
1 l having not iced tha t some of them had grants of s ix ty leagues 

frontage, which they could not t i l l and which served only to keep 

them away from the s e t t l e d places so tha t they might l ive more 

e a s i l y in debauchery with Indian women. This comes from the fact 

t h a t le Borgne de Be l l e i s l e has obtained near ly a l l the g r a n t s . 

He is a man given to drinking and he gran ts the same concession 

to several persons which is the cause of many court c a se s . The 

governor i s e ighty years old and deaf. The k ing ' s a t to rney and 

the c lerk a r e ignorant . " Such was the s i t ua t i on of Acadia a t the 

beginning of t h i s per iod . A study of Table 6, appendix, w i l l 

show t h a t the abuse of large grants had been much worse in Acadia 

than in Canada, 

In a fur ther memorandum (75) wr i t t en in the same year , 

or perhaps the nex t , he gave a desc r ip t ion of the country and of 

i t s inhab i tan t s which is wel l worth reproducing in part because i t 

g ives a very i n t e r e s t i n g p o r t r a i t of the country and of the mode of 

l i v i n g of the Acadians. He f i r s t commented on the beauty of the 

country and on the abundance of f i s h . "Port Royal," he wro te , 

" i s far removed from the f i sh ing and i s good only for indus t r ious 

l aboure rs . The inhab i tan t s are located along the r i v e r . They 

harves t s u f f i c i e n t wheat for t h e i r own subs is tence and to obtain 
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t h e i r other n e c e s s i t i e s . There must be one hundred and f i f ty 

men capable of bearing arms and many ch i ld ren . The country p ro ­

duces a f a i r quan t i ty of wheat, peas, apples and ohe r r i e s 0 

The inhabi tan ts appear to be l e s s industr ious than 

those of Canada, yet l i ve b e t t e r . They are never without meat 

or bread, but they never think of saving. As long as they have 

su f f i c i en t t o s a t i s f y t h e i r present needs, they ask for no more." 

"When the father and mother g e t old and they have 

married ch i ld ren , they give away a l l they have on condit ion t h a t 

they w i l l be fed and kept during the i r l i f e time and t h a t the 

married ohi ldren pay the weddings of t h e i r brothers and s i s t e r s 

which i s only in proportion with what they have. Sometimes i t 

is the e ldes t and sometimes the youngest of the family who keeps 

the p a r e n t s ; i t i s usua l ly the one who g e t s along be t t e r with 

the father and mother. The dowary is seldom more than twenty 

or twenty-five franespn goods, a cow in ca l f , a ewe, a sow and 

when the dowary i s g r e a t e r , in the ease of the weal th ie r people, 

a fea ther mat t ress i s added. They do not care about these things 

even though they need them and the i r con t rac t s are often signed 

only s i x months or a year a f t e r the wedding," 

"By a l l appearances, the fear of work has so fa r p re ­

vented the c l e a r i n g of the high lands. The sna i l area which they 

have c leared around Port Royal produces much rye which they saw 

in t h e f a l l as in Franoe, but as the lands are t i r ed and they 

do not manure them, or very l i t t l e , the y i e ld i s now very low and 

they leave much of the land i d l e , which has made the surroundings 
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0 f Port Royal agreeable and has given short pasture su i t ab le 

far sheep and formed nice lawns which these animals l i ke and 

on which they feed very w e l l . " 

"By not c l ea r ing the high lands they have saved them­

selves the work of cu t t i ng the wood, of gathering i t in p i l e s , 

of burning i t , of hoeing the land with t he i r hands, not being 

able to use the plough among the stumps and of removing the 

stumps which would r equ i re much more work than the swamps, be­

s ides the necess i ty of manuring if they want to derive benef i t s 

from these l ands . On the other hand, in the swamps they have 

only the f i r s t work to do which i s to enclose and drain them 

and then leave them idle far a year to remove the sa l t and then 

plough them to obtain much g ra in . But they have not r e a l i z e d 

tha t th is destroyed t h e i r meadows and now they are short of 

fodder and cannot feed as many c a t t l e as they did previously . 

The breed of c a t t l e which they have i s very bad and of l i t t l e 

u se , being unable to milk the cows unless the calves suck them 

on the other side a t the same t ime. This i s the reason why they 

very seldom k i l l ca lves because the cow not allowing herse l f to 

be milked would immediately dry up " 

"The swamps being a l l taken (around Port Royal) the 

young people who did not want to c l ea r the high lands went l ike 

a sworm of bees to other swamps t h i r t y leagues away a t a place 

ca l l ed Les Mines where they grow much wheat." 

"At the end of the Bay is the seigniory of Beaubassin 

where there are about twenty farms and a large area of meadows 
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which are not as good for wheat as for the feeding of c a t t l e 

because of the fogs which a re prevalent in summer and keep 

the wheat from r ipen ing . The meadows could wel l support 

100,000 c a t t l e . The majority of farmers already have twelve 

or f i f t e e n c a t t l e and even twenty, ten or twelve swine and a s 

many sheep. They do not bother to bring these animals into 

the s t a b l e s except for two or three months of the year which 

is the cause that the wild dogs k i l l many. They have not yet 

much land ploughed but when they w i l l have enough to supply 

themselves with wheat, they w i l l be able to do without foreign 

products . The women weave c l o t h , l inens and k n i t s tockings . 

They wear Indian shoes ." 

"On the other side of the Bay i s the S t . John River, 

wel l known for i t s furs and for the c i v i l war between the Sieur 

de la Tour and the Sieur d'Aulnay and which caused i t s des ­

t r u c t i o n . There are only three persons there who do not t i l l 

land and do nothing but go from place to place t o ge t f u r s , 

l iv ing a l azy , d i s so lu te and vagabond l i f e . They are always 

poor and are of no u t i l i t y to the colony, on the cont ra ry , they 

prevent good inhabi tan ts from s e t t l i n g there and t i l l i n g the 

s o i l . " 

"The set t lement of Pesmonquaddis on the Ste Croix 

River , i s a very advantageous locat ion for f i s h i n g . The man 

who obtained i t as a seigniory with over f i f t y leagues of coun­

t ry has only three Inhabi tan ts who do not c lea r land any more 
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than he does . They spend the i r time trading in furs with the 

Indians and the "seigneur" and h i s chi ldren l i v e a l i f e of 

debauchery with Indian women." 

"Pentagouet i s the boundary of New England and was 

destroyed during the war. There i s one gentleman who l i v e s 

there with h i s s e rvan t s . He has cleared no land and done 

nothing except the fur t r a d e . On the western coas t , there are 

no c l ea r ings and the inhabitantsjobtain t h e i r l ivel ihood from 

the fur t r a d e . " 

"At Cape Sable, there are two sons of M. de la Tour 

with four or f ive inhab i tan t s who do not grow one grain of 

wheat. They l ive on f i s h , game and the fur t r a d e . At La H&ve, 

a good por t , one can s t i l l see the remains of a for t and houses 

with l a rge apple t r e e s . There are only two inhabi tan ts who l i ve 

in wantonness and t i l l no land. In Chedabouctou Bay, M. de 

Meulles s e t t l e d three or four Inhabi tants who hope to e s t ab l i sh 

go od farms. " 

We have devoted considerable space to th i s memorandum 

because we thought that i t gives a good p ic tu re of Acadia and i t s 

i n h a b i t a n t s . 

For the reasons given in P e r r o t ' s memorandum, the i n ­

hab i t an t s were poor and heavi ly in debt . In 1688, the minis ter 

wrote (76) to the Directors of the Company of Acadia expressing 

the k i n g ' s s a t i s f a c t i o n of the fact t h a t they were not pressing 

the inhab i t an t s of Port Royal for the payment of the debt of 

8,000 l i v r e s which they owed and that they were sending 
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merchandise for 12,000 more. " I t is in your i n t e r e s t as well 

as in the k i n g ' s , " he wrote, "to prevent these inhabi tants from 

t rading with the Engl ish, and the only way t o succeed, i s to 

supply them with the th ings they need." The t rade with the En­

g l i s h , by Acadians as wel l as by Canadians, was advantageous to 

them because they received be t te r pr ices far t he i r goods, but 

i t c reated competition for the French merchants and, t he re fo re , 

had to be stopped. 

In the same year , Ins t ruc t ions (77) to the Sieur 

Goustin who was sent as judge in Acadia recommended him to ad­

minis te r j u s t i c e in such a way t h a t the inhabi tants would have 

nothing to think of but the c lear ing of t h e i r lands and the i r 

commerce. He was also ins t ruc ted to find l o c a l i t i e s where 

se t t lements could be made and the number of inhabi tan ts which 

could find i t s l ive l ihood there . He was to ld to encourage the 

c lea r ing of lands by making the inhabi tan ts see t h a t i t was the 

only way in which they could assure t h e i r l ive l ihood . 

As an answer to the above l e t t e r , the Sieur de Meneval 

wrote (78) to Seignelay (1688), descr ibing the poverty of Port 

Royal, due to the lack of labourers and to the high price of 

imported goods. He reported tha t only half of the so ld ie r s had 

arms and "of the t h i r t y who arr ived t h i s year, only f i f t een had 

r i f l e s . " A few so ld i e r s , he repor ted , wished to marry and Mene­

va l thought tha t t h i s was the only way of s e t t l i n g the country , 

un le s s the king wanted to send "engages" because the inhabi tan ts 

had no one to do t h e i r work. 
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I t would be neoessary for the king to send flour 

for the t roops , because the country did not produce enough to 

feed everyone. Even with the abundant crop of the l a s t year 

there had been scarc i ty and he thought tha t the present year 

would be worse because of the add i t iona l t h i r t y so ld ie r s and 

also because of " three or four high t ides which had come in 

Maroh and flooded most of the swamps with the wheat, which 

had been seeded." 

He believed t h a t if cod f ishing were to progress the 

king would have to supply funds to e s t ab l i sh i t . Following the 

k i n g ' s i n s t r u c t i o n s , he s ta ted tha t he had looked for l o c a l i t i e s 

"where set t lements could be es tabl ished but I have not yet d i s ­

covered any where high lands are s u i t a b l e ; time perhaps w i l l 

discover them when the country i s more th ick ly s e t t l e d and the 

inhab i tan t s are forced by necess i ty of t i l l i n g more lands . I 

bel ieve with some reason t h a t the tremendous work of cu t t i ng the 

t r e e s and c lea r ing the land scares them, not having people to 

help them, nor a su f f i c i en t number of c a t t l e to supply the manure 

which i s abso lu te ly e s s e n t i a l , and tu rns them t o the swamps along 

the r i v e r s where, even if there i s a g rea t deal of work involved 

to dyke them, they undertake i t more w i l l i n g l y , being surer of a 

crop once they have seeded them. Furthermore, these lands carry 

a crop every year i f the high t i de s do not flood them, which 

happens once in a whi le . The reason why they e s t a b l i s h t h e i r 

se t t lements so far apar t is to take advantage of these swamps 

which are small in area and so I do not see a change of forming 
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large communities, because as soon as the inhabi tan ts have c h i l ­

dren old enough to work, they go elsewhere to find swamps. I t 

is thus t h a t Les Mines, t h i r t y leagues from here (Port Royal) has 

been es tab l i shed in the l a s t six years by the young people of Port 

Royal where they could no longer l i v e . There are there now t h i r t y 

or t h i r t y - f i v e farms, but they are very sca t te red l i k e those of 

Port Royal. The advantage which they a lso find in loca t ing along 

the r i v e r s i s that they use them as a communication with one ano­

t h e r . Furthermore, the whole country being covered with bush, i f 

they es tabl i shed t h e i r set t lements on the high lands , they would 

have to c lear a la rge space around t h e i r houses and around the 

f i e l d s where they would sow wheat, so much to allow the c i r c u l a ­

t ion of a i r as to keep the wild animals away and t h i s scares the 

few people who a re he re . " 

To sum up, the above, i t i s suf f ic ient to say tha t the 

Acadians did not c l e a r more land because they did not l i k e work 

and furthermore, there was no need for i t . As long as they ob­

tained t h e i r subsistence tha t was a l l tha t was needed because 

if they had produced a surplus they would not have been ab le to 

dispose of i t because t h e i r only market, Boston, was forbidden 

t o them. 

In 1689, Nicolas Denys wrote a memorandum (79) on h is 

establ ishment a t Nepissigny on the Bay of Chaleurs in which he 

s t a t ed t h a t he had one hundred and three French inhab i tan t s in 

h i s concession who worked a t c lear ing land and f i s h i n g . He had 

been t i l l i n g the s o i l by hand for four years and already produced 
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J ^ r t of the wheat, vegetables , f r u i t s and herbs which he needed. 

He proposed in the present yearx to plough the land with oxen. 

In 1690, the Sieur de Saocardy (80) in a memorandum 

gave h i s views on the a g r i c u l t u r a l methods of the Aoadians. "The 

lands a t Par t Royal," he wrote , "are d i f fe ren t from those of Che­

dabouctou Bay beoause they a re su i t ab l e for the production of 

wheat. The high lands would a l so be good i f the inhabi tan ts 

could stand the expense of c l ea r ing them, but they s t ick to mea­

dows because they have no labourers to help them and they would 

s tarve to death while c lear ing one "arpent ." Then he went on to 

say t h a t t h i s type of cu l t i va t ion was detr imental to the oolony, 

because the meadows once ploughed could not supply hay or pasture 

for c a t t l e . "The lack of demand for beef," he sa id , "might ex­

cuse them in t h i s " but i t made the inhabi tan ts lazy because they 

did not have enough work t o keep themselves occupied and f u r t h e r ­

more by not keeping c a t t l e , they were without manure to f e r t i l i z e 

the high lands which did not produce without i t . The i nhab i t an t s , 

he claimed, were so used to t h i s type of c u l t i v a t i o n tha t r a t h e r 

than tackle the high lands the chi ldren leave the i r homes and go 

•thirty or forty leagues away to places where there were such mea­

dows. As a r e s u l t there were few farms which did not have five 

or six hundred fathoms of frontage and t h a t was the reason why 

the set t lements were so s c a t t e r e d . 

In 1693, i n a memorandum (81) to the Sieur Vil lebon, 

governor, the minis te r wrote t h a t , in the p a s t , His Majesty had 

p a r t i c u l a r l y recommended to the governors of Acadia to do a l l in 
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t h e i r power to induce the Inhabi tants to t i l l the s o i l and 

to r a i s e l ivestock and t h a t he had learned tha t with the ex­

cept ion of Port Royal, Les Mines and Beau bass in they had occu­

pied themselves , p a r t i c u l a r l y those of the S t . John River, ex­

c l u s i v e l y a t the fur t rade with the Indians. The concessions 

which His Majesty granted, he sa id , were for the sole purpose 

of the c u l t i v a t i o n of the s o i l and he gave de f in i t e orders to 

the governors t o see t h a t the grantees l ived up to the terms 

of t h e i r cont rac t and a l s o to l im i t the concessions which were 

too l a r g e , some of which contained s i x t y leagues of land for 

one family. This was not reasonable, he sa id , and prevented 

the inhabi tan ts of Canada, who could not find there f e r t i l e 

lands which were not subject to the invasions of the I roquois , 

from coming to s e t t l e on the St . John River. For these r e a ­

sons, he ordered Villebon to repor t on the s t a t e of these 

concessions. 

The census (82) of 1693 permits us to measure accu­

r a t e l y the a g r i c u l t u r a l development of Acadia during the seven 

years which had elapsed s ince the census of 1686 which we have 

already s tud ied . The population of the colony was reported as 

1,018 as compared to 879 in 1686. The three l o o a l i t i e s of Port 

Royal, Beaubassin and Les Mines had a population of 926 or a l ­

most 91 per cent of the t o t a l population of Acadia as compared 

t o 776 and 88.3 per cent in 1686. I t can be seen from the above 

t h a t tiie populat ion outside of the three above named places was 

bare ly worth mentioning. 
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The number of farms increased during the period from 

90 to 144, Port Royal and Les Mines being responsible for the t o ­

t a l i nc rease . Of the 144 farms repor ted , 77 had less than 10 

"arpents" of land under c u l t i v a t i o n . The area of land under c u l ­

t i v a t i o n increased from 897 "arpents" in 1686 to 1,840 in 1693 and 

again the t o t a l increase was in Port Royal and Les Mines. 

The number of c a t t l e reported was 1,793 and 1,725 of these 

were reported in the three above mentioned l o c a l i t i e s . These c a t t l e , 

which represented an increase of 80.8 per cent since 1686, were 

repor ted by 148 fami l i es , 54 of which reported ten heads or l e s s . 

The number of sheep was 1,832, an increse of 141.4 per cent in 

seven years . The number of swine increased 102,9 per cent to 

1,232 during the same per iod. Deta i ls of t h i s census may be found 

in Tables 14 and 15 of the appendix. 

The year 1693 was the eighty-ninth since de Monts had 

landed on S t e . Croix Island with his small colony. One hundred 

and for ty- four farmis and one thousand eight hundred and forty 

"arpents" of land under c u l t i v a t i o n in almost a century, do not 

c o n s t i t u t e a record to be proud of, but on the other hand, i f one 

considers only the period 1686-1693, the development was qui te 

apprec iab le . More than ha l f of the farms reported in 1693 were 

nothing more than home gardens and could not produce enough to 

support a family. 

The next few years a f t e r 1693 were e n t i r e l y occupied by 

the war and the English pounced upon the colony on several occa­

s ions , causing the inhabi tants to l ive in a cont inual s t a t e of 

unres t which was not conducive to the development of the colony. 
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In 1695, a census (83) of the S t . John River d i s t r i c t 

showed the presence of 10 families with a population of 49 per ­

sons . There was 106 "arpents" of land under c u l t i v a t i o n and 73 

in p a s t u r e . Ca t t l e numbered 38, swine 116 and poultry 362. The 

crop of t h a t year yielded 130 "minots" of wheat, 370 of corn, 30 

of o a t s , 170 of peas and 3 of beans. 

In 1698, the minister wrote (84) to Villebon tha t as 

i t appeared tha t the inhabi tants of Port Royal, Les Mines and 

Beaubassin did not have enough f e r t i l e lands to t i l l , he must 

encourage those who would be without employment t o s e t t l e where 

they would be able to work more usefu l ly for themselves and t h e i r 

f ami l i e s , e s p e c i a l l y where they could fish and where they would 

be in a p o s i t i o n , l a t e r on, to carry on the t rade wi 1h the West 

I nd i e s . 

In the same year a census (85) covering Port Royal, 

Beaubassin and the S t . John River was taken. The population of 

Port Royal was repor ted as 583 as compared to 500 in 1693. That 

of Beaubassin was 183 as compared to 119 and t h a t of the S t . 

John River 42 as compared to 21 in the previous census. 

The number of farms in Port Royal decreased from 77 to 

73 during the five years while in Beaubassin i t increased from 14 

to 24 and on the S t . John River from 6 to 10. The number of 

c a t t l e decreased in Por t Royal from 955 to 936 while in Beaubassin 

i t had increased from 309 to 352 and on the S t . John River from 

14 t o 4 5 . The number of sheep decreased in Port Royal from 

1,240 to 1,136 and in Beaubassin from 272 to 160. The number of 
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swine decreased from 733 to 576 in Port Royal, while in Beau­

bassin i t increased from 142 to 160 and on the S t . John River 

71 were repor ted where none had been repor ted in the preceding 

census. The only place of any account which was omitted from 

t h i s census was Les Mines and there i s no reason to think tha t 

the ac t ion there would have been g rea t l y d i f fe ren t than in the 

other p l a c e s . The census a lso reported tha t there were 1,799 

f r u i t t r e e s on 58 farms. Deta i l s of t h i s census may be found 

in Tables 16 and 17 of the appendix. 

Commenting on th i s census, Villebon wrote (86): 

"These inhab i tan t s have not yet cu l t iva ted a suff ic ient quan­

t i t y of land but they w i l l do i t as their needs inc rease . I t 

i s necessary to wait u n t i l they have repaired the losses which 

they have suffered in the l a s t war." 

In 1699, the minister (87) imparted t o the governor 

tha t "His Majesty has resolved to work ser ious ly a t the e s t a ­

blishment of a considerable colony in Acadia and as th i s can 

only be done by means of the f i she r i e s he wishes him to ascer ­

t a i n from the p r inc ipa l inhabi tan ts of the country the l o c a l i ­

t i e s where f i shing is most abundant and what i s necessary for 

the establishment of f i s h e r i e s . The one which has appeared to 

be the best so f a r , has been the formation of a strong company 

which would send the number of fishermen necessary and which 

would then buy the f i sh a t a fixed price,* *We have seen before 

what these r e so lu t ions of the king meant. 
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Answering the above memorandum, Villebon wrote (88) 

a desc r ip t ion of the various places in Acadia which i s of i n t e r ­

e s t because i t gives a descr ip t ion of the ag r i cu l t u r a l develop­

ment of the country. "At Les Mines, located a t the end of the 

French Bay, the re i s no f i sh ing , but , on the other hand, the 

lands are very advantageous for the production of grains such as 

wheat, r y e , peas, oats and a l l kinds of vegetables . If the i n ­

hab i t an t s were as industr ious as those of Canada, they would be­

come wealthy in a very short t ime, but the majority of them work 

only as much as is absolu te ly necessary for the maintenance of 

t he i r fami l ies . The majority of the women make a l l the c l o t h , 

l inen and s tockings necessary for the ir family from the hempx 

which they grow and the wool which they get from the i r sheep. 

This place w i l l become considerable j u s t as soon as the inhabi ­

t an t s have found a market for the i r goods and the king sends 

"engages" so tha t the inhabi tants can bring t h e i r lands in to 

c u l t i v a t i o n , " The above statement shows t h a t the s i tua t ion in 

Acadia was the same as in Canada. The inhabi tants would have 

produced more a g r i c u l t u r a l goods i f there had been some means 

of disposing of them. The king, the minis ter and the governor 

should have known t h a t the inhabi tants would not work hard t o 

produce goods j u s t for the pleasure of giving them away. 

"There is above Les Mines," Villebon continued, "a t 

about eighteen leagues a sett lement (Cobequid) of e ight or ten 

farmers who have drained swamps in the l a s t two years and who 

have very n ice wheat t h i s year . There is s t i l l room there for 

an equal number of farmers ." 
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"Between Port Royal and Les Mines, there i s twenty-six 

leagues . The farmers who have several ch i l d r en , e s t ab l i sh a few 

of them towards Les Mines and Beaubassin, not being able to bring 

themselves to c l ea r the upper lands , the work appearing too d i f f i ­

cu l t to them, though they are more r e l i a b l e than the swamps which 

are sometimes flooded and then have to l i e id le far two years 

while they lose t h e i r s a l t . Jus t as soon as the king sends people 

from France, these lands w i l l be taken." 

"At River Pomoncoup, there i s one family of ten persons. 

They grow peas and wheat and have t h i r t y c a t t l e , three sheep, e igh t ­

een swine and one water m i l l . At Cap Negre, there i s one family of 

n ine persons . They grow suff ic ient grain for the i r subsistence and 

they have five or s ix c a t t l e . There is suf f ic ien t good land there 

for five or s i x more fami l i e s . At Cap Razoir there are two fami­

l i e s who own ten or twelve c a t t l e and a few sheep. At Par t La Heve 

there are two famil ies who l i v e from hunting and f i sh ing . At Che­

dabouctou Bay, the re was a f ishing establishment which was des ­

troyed by the English during the l a s t war." Then, speaking of 

Port Royal, the wr i te r went on: " I t i s over s ix ty years since i t 

has been es tab l i shed and the land produces much gra in such as wheat, 

r y e , peas , oats not only far the maintenance of the population but 

a l so to s e l l to other l o c a l i t i e s of the country . Hemp and f lax grow 

wel l and many inhab i tan t s manufacture suf f ic ien t l inens far a l l 

t h e i r needs . " 

"Port Royal," he continued, " i s a small Normandy for 

apples ; the inhab i tan t s could produce much more and make c ider if 
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they were more indus t r ious , but the majority works only for i t s 

subsistence and neglec ts to increase the number of f ru i t t r e e s 

which w i l l be done when the country is more s e t t l e d . Several 

species of apples and some pears are grown a t Port Royal. There 

were a lso some cherry t r e e s which were ru ined . " 

"They have a l l s o r t s of vegetables in abundance," he 

continued, "suoh as cabbages, bee t s , onions, c a r r o t s , chive , 

s h a l l o t s , t u r n i p s , parsnips and a l l s o r t s of salad herbs which 

grow very w e l l . Wheat s e l l s for for ty " s o l s " the "minot" and 

weighs only for ty one and a ha l f pounds. Beef i s worth only two 

" s o l s " a pound and on foot i t i s worth forty to f i f t y l i v r e s . 

Sheep are worth seven l i v r e s and pork two or three " so l s " a pound. 

Fowls not fat tened are worth ten " so l s " and chickens eight or ten 

" s o l s " a p a i r ; a suckling pig is worth f i f teen to eighteen " s o l s " , 

eggs f ive " s o l s " a dozen and but ter eight " so l s " a pound. Hares 

and pa r t r i dges s e l l for four to five " s o l s . " The above statement 

gives a very good p ic ture of the development of the colony and of 

the p r ices which the inhabi tan ts obtained for their goods." 

In 1701, the Sieur de Broui l ian was sent to Acadia as 

governor and h i s i n s t ruc t i ons (89) told him t h a t he was to do a l l 

in his power to put a stop to the f i sh ing which the English car r ied 

on along the coast of Acadia. Moreover he was to discourage the 

fur t r a d e among the inhab i t an t s and maintain i t only in so far as 

i t was necessary to keep the Indians in the fr iendship of the 

French and i f he could induce the Indians to spec ia l i ze in other 

furs than beaver, he was to do i t . He was a l so to encourage the 
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lumber t rade as much as he could and for t h i s reason the king 

was w i l l i n g to order some for his a r s e n a l s . He was a lso to 

encourage the c u l t i v a t i o n of the s o i l and the r a i s i n g of l i v e ­

stock so as t o , some day, render th i s colony as f lour i s ing as 

t ha t of t he Engl i sh ." 

In 1701, another p a r t i a l census (90) of Acadia, showed 

the population of Port Royal a s 456, a decrease of 21.8 per cent 

s ince 1698. The area of land under cu l t i va t i on was 462 "arpents" 

as compared to 1,257 in 1698. This decrease is hard to explain 

and makes one doubt the accuracy of the previous census. During 

the same period, the number of c a t t l e decreased from 936 to 715, 

the number of sheep from 1,136 to 768 and the number of swine 

from 576 to 462, In Beaubassin, the population increased from 

183 to 188 during the four year per iod. The area of land under 

c u l t i v a t i o n decreased from 298 "arpents" to 189. The number of 

o a t t l e increased from 352 to 379, the number of sheep from 160 

to 306 and the number of swine from 160 to 169. At Les Mines, 

the census showed a population of 490 as compared to 307 in 

1693. The area of improved land increased from 360 to 485 

"arpents" during the same period. The number of c a t t l e was 713 

as compared t o 461 on the previous da te , the number of sheep was 

722 as compared to 320 and the number of swine 542 as compared 

to 315. This census shows tha t very l i t t l e development had taken 

place during the period and j u s t i f i e s the statements made by the 

governors tha t the Inhabi tants produced only for t h e i r subs i s tence . 
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In 1704, de Brouilian. reported (91) to the minis ter 

tha t the inhab i tan t s were in extreme misery because of a draught 

which reduced the inhabi tan ts to the point of having to go wi th­

out bread. 

Between 1704 and 1710, very l i t t l e of i n t e r e s t took 

place in the colony. In 1710, the minis ter wrote (92) to Suber-

case , governor, a l e t t e r which revealed the a t t i t u d e of the go­

vernment with regard to the co lon ie s . " I s e e , " he wrote , " tha t 

now they (the inhabi tan ts ) manufacture l i nens , you must send 

samples to see the q u a l i t y . As they could use the i r lands for 

other things which would be more useful than hemp and flax and 

as the manufacture of l inens might also become detr imental to 

the commerce of the Kingdom and of the colony, you must do your 

utmost to make them understand t h a t i t i s not in the i r i n t e r e s t 

t o continue to manufacture i t and as you say tha t hemp grows 

w e l l , i t would be be t te r to send i t to France because they w i l l 

find i t mare advantageous and more usefu l to the t r a d e . " This 

was a r e p e t i t i o n of the old question tha t colonies were e s t a ­

blished so le ly for the good of the mother country. Every yard 

of l i nen manufactured by the i nhab i t an t s , meant a yard which the 

French merchants would not s e l l and, therefore , i t was not to be 

countenanced. 

In 1703, another census (93) showed the population of 

Por t Royal to have increased by 29 in two years , t h a t of Beau­

bassin by 57 and t h a t of Les Mines to have decreased by 63 during 

the same per iod . The settlement of Cobequit whieh Villebon s ta ted 
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in 1699 to have eight or ten inhab i tan t s now had a population 

of 87. 

The l a s t census (94) of the period which we propose to 

study was taken in 1707. The population of Port Royal was then 

566 as compared to 583 in 1698 and the number of famil ies 96 as 

compared to 99 a t the previous d a t e . The number of farms had i n ­

creased from 73 to 83 , the number of c a t t l e from 936 to 963, of 

sheep from 1,136 to 1,245 and of swine from 576 to 974. At Beau­

bass in , the population had increased from 183 to 271 and the num­

ber of famil ies from 29 to 45 . The number of farms had increased 

from 24 to 40, the number of c a t t l e from 352 to 510, the number 

of sheep from 178 to 500 and the number of swine from 160 to 328. 

At Les Mines the population was 578 as compared to 307 in 1693 

and the number of famil ies 83 as compared to 57 in the previous 

census . The number of farms was 73 as oompared to 47 in 1693. 

During uie same per iod , the number of c a t t l e had increased from 

461 t o 766, the number of sheep from 320 to 718 and the number of 

swine from 315 to 639. At Cobequid the population was 82, five 

l e s s than, in 1703. There were 17 farms and the inhabi tan ts owned 

180 c a t t l e , 124 sheep and 114 swine. 

In 1710, Port Royal was captured by the Engl ish, three 

years l a t e r by the t r e a t y of Utrecht the French renounced the i r 

r i g h t s over the colony and the Acadians s t a r t ed a period of un­

c e r t a i n t y which culminated in t he i r d i spe r sa l in 1755. 

We have t r i e d to show in t h i s chapte r , the extent of 

the development of ag r i cu l t u r e in Acadia during the l a s t twenty-five 
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years of the French Regime. During th i s per iod, the number of 

farms had increased from 90 to about 230 and the numbers of l i v e ­

stock had more than doubled. The a g r i c u l t u r a l development, while 

small when considering the absolute f igu res , had been, much more 

considerable during these twenty-five years than in the preceding 

e igh ty . 

In one hundred and ten yea r s , the small colony s t a r t ed 

on Ste . Croix Island by de Monts, had reached a population of about 

1,600 and approximately 230 families were l i v i n g on farms but wel l 

over half of these farms were nothing mare than home gardens whioh 

could not produce a suf f ic ien t amount of goods to support a family. 

About twenty-five hundred c a t t l e , twenty-seven or twenty-eight 

hundred sheep, twenty-three hundred swine and some poul t ry were 

the ex ten t of the development of the l ives tock indus t ry . S l i g h t ­

ly over two thousand "arpents" of land had been brought in to c u l ­

t i v a t i o n during the per iod . A development equal to about one-

tenth of the present development of the smallest county of Nova 

Scotia was a l l tha t France could boast of a f t e r one hundred and 

ten years of occupation in America. 

I t must be admitted, however, t h a t during t h i s century , 

the Acadians had had many reasons for not a t tending to the e s t a ­

blishment of a solid colony. In the f i r s t p lace , the French 

government had been content to t r ans fe r i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 

with regard to the development of Acadia to a number of companies 

whose d i r e c t o r s had nothing in mind beyond the i r own i n t e r e s t s . 

To t h i s must be added the c i v i l war which turned French agains t 
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French and which , for many y e a r s , t h r e a t e n e d t o d e s t r o y com­

p l e t e l y the c o l o n y . Fu r the rmore , t h e ever r e c u r r i n g i n c u r s i o n s 

of the Eng l i sh kept the c o l o n i s t s i n a p e r p e t u a l s t a t e of u n r e s t 

which was not of a n a t u r e t o induce them to bui ld permanent 

s e t t l e m e n t s , because they never knew the minute t h a t the r e s u l t 

of t h e i r work would be comple te ly d e s t r o y e d . F i n a l l y , the i n h a ­

b i t a n t s themselves p r e f e r r e d the easy , l a z y l i f e of the fur t r a d e 

which t h e y had l ea rned under the guidance of the old companies in 

the days when the o b t a i n i n g of furs was a l l t h a t m a t t e r e d . I t 

must be sa id a l so t h a t the Acadians could not see any p o i n t i n 

producing mare than what t hey needed for t h e i r s u b s i s t e n c e b e ­

cause they d id n o t have a market v/here they could have d isposed 

of any s u r p l u s . France had taken good ca re t o prevent t h e i r 

t r a d i n g with Boston but had n e g l e c t e d t o provide markets e l s e ­

where and , what was s t i l l worse , France d i d not see with p l e a ­

su re t h a t the i n h a b i t a n t s were making t h e i r own c l o t h s and l i n e n s 

( l e t t e r of t he m i n i s t e r to Subercase) because every yard manu­

f a c t u r e d in the co lony , meant one yard t h a t the French manu­

f a c t u r e r s would not s e l l . In view of t h e above c o n s i d e r a t i o n s , 

i t i s not s u r p r i s i n g to see t h a t the colony had not developed 

any more than i t had . 
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PART III 

Summary and Analysis of Causes. 

Chapter 1 

Summary. 

In the present study, we have endeavoured to show with 

as much d e t a i l as a subject of th i s nature can permit, the deve­

lopment of Agricul ture in Canada during the XVIth and XVIIth cen­

t u r i e s . At f i r s t , we s tated what, in our opinion, cons t i tu ted 

the e s s e n t i a l condit ions t h a t a country, wishing to e s tab l i sh 

co lon ies , must provide for i t s c o l o n i s t s . Then we have t r i e d to 

e s t a b l i s h , by means of quotat ions from the various documents 

a v a i l a b l e , how far France had gone to f u l f i l l these condit ions in 

America. Whenever poss ib l e , we have t r i ed to make these quota­

t i o n s prove our contention with a minimum of comment on our p a r t . 

The establishment of colonies in the midst of the wi lder ­

ness , three thousand miles removed from c i v i l i z a t i o n , demands the 

fulfi lment of many conditions and a t the beginning of the colony, 

i t is impossible to deal separa te ly with anyone of these condi­

t ions because they are so i n t e r r e l a t e d t h a t they exercise a grea t 

dea l of influence one upon the other and accidents which prevent 

the operat ion of one af fec t the functioning of a l l the o t h e r s . 

The f i r s t e s s e n t i a l far the development of any colony 

i s popula t ion. Without populat ion, t r a d e , ag r i cu l tu re or indus­

t r i e s cannot develop; but then, population cannot subs is t wi th­

out the o thers because in order to induce immigrants to leave 



- 333 -

country and home for a new land there must be more promise than 

j u s t the bare means of keeping body and soul together . Immi­

grants must have reason to believe tha t what they are going to 

i s be t t e r than what they are leaving behind. The duty of the mo­

ther country must, t he re fo re , be to provide t h i s assurance and in 

order to do so , i t must a s s i s t immigration and subsidize the ear ­

ly development of the country. Our purpose in th i s study has 

been to e s t ab l i sh whether or not France had given t h i s moral and 

f inanc i a l a s s i s t a n c e . 

The treatment of the development of ag r i cu l tu re in 

Canada, t he re fo re , necess i t a ted the deal ing with a l l other sub­

j e c t s which might have had some influence on the rnanner of s e t t l e ­

ment of the count ry . If population did not come, then the coun­

t ry could not develop; moreover if one pa r t i cu l a r indust ry r e ­

ceived a l l the a t t en t i on of the co lon is t s and p a r t i c u l a r l y of 

those in charge of the government, then the other indus t r i e s were 

bound to remain in the background. For these reasons , we have 

t r i e d to deal with a l l the subjects which exerted influence on 

the development of ag r i cu l tu re and we have attempted to do i t by 

means of quotat ions which in places might appear to be unduly 

long but which bring out, in the very language of those who had 

in t h e i r hands the bui ld ing up of the colony, the r e l a t i o n b e t ­

ween these various f a c t o r s . 

The economic and p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n of France during 

the period under study, was bound to exercise a great dea l of 

influence on the development of Canada. I t was not to be expected 
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"that the p o l i c i e s adopted in Canada would be superior or even 

dif ferent from those followed in France. As a background to 

t h i s study and to enable the reader to apprec ia te more fu l ly 

the events which took place in Canada, we have, there fore , 

endeavoured t o g i v e , in a few pages, a p ic tu re of France during 

the period 1492-1763. The reader w i l l be be t te r able to judge 

of the p o l i c i e s of France in Canada a f t e r having obtained know­

ledge of the condit ion of the French people during the period 

and of t h e methods employed by the min i s te r s to obtain the funds 

necessary to maintain the Court in a l l i t s glory and use l e s sness . 

We then thought t ha t i t would be advisable to give a 

chronological l i s t of the events which took place in Canada, 

during the same per iod, merely to show t h a t the government of 

Canada was a f a i t h fu l image of that of France. Since the kings 

were not ab l e , r igh t in France under the i r own eyes, to see that 

orders were followed and t h a t the various o f f i c i a l s of the 

government did not turn everything to t h e i r own i n t e r e s t s , i t 

is not surpr i s ing tha t they did nothing to suppress, in Canada, 

abuses which a l l through the period were c o s t l y to them and 

det r imenta l to the progress of the colony. 

After giving a descr ip t ion of the a g r i c u l t u r a l condi­

t ion of Canada a t the time of discovery, we proceeded to des­

cr ibe the experiments of C a r t i e r , Roberval, the Marquis de la 

Roche, de Monts and Poutr incour t and of Champlain who may be 

said t o have la id the r e a l foundation of the colony when he 

landed in Quebec in 1608. We t r i e d to follow the development 
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of the colony year by year and while t h i s method had the d i s ­

advantage of br inging back the same subject over and over again 

i t made i t possible to arrange our documents in such a way tha t 

we could follow the ef fec t of one factor upon another as we 

went a long . 

At the beginning of the XVIIIth century (1702) the 

populat ion of New France had reached about 15,000 and tha t of 

Acadia about 1,600. Between 1608 and 1702, the number of 

b i r t h s (1) reached the t o t a l of 21,155 and the number of deaths 

6,385, showing that the colony had contr ibuted to i t s own popu­

l a t i o n increase to the extent of 14,770. The number of immi­

grants who came to Canada between 1608 and 1702 numbered around 

10,000, These f igures show at a glance how much Canada l o s t 

through emigrat ion. 

The area of land brought in to c u l t i v a t i o n in New France, 

during the XVIIth century, amounted to roughly 35,000 "arpents" 

and in Acadia i t reached 2,000 (See Table 18, appendix). The 

crops reached 217,000 bushels.161,000 of which were wheat. In 

New France the number of horses reached 684, the number of c a t t l e 

10,209, of sheep 994 and of swine 5,147 (census of 1698) while in 

Acadia (1707) there were about 2,500 c a t t l e , 2,500 sheep and 

2,200 swine. 

In order to ^ive a be t t e r idea of the development of 

a g r i c u l t u r e in New France during the XVIth and XVIIth c e n t u r i e s , 

we thought tha t a comparison with a present county with approxi­

mately the same population as the whole of New France in 1700 
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would be of i n t e r e s t . Let us take as example the county of Two 

Mountains which according to the census (2) of 1931 had a popu­

l a t i o n of 14,284 or about 1,000 l e s s than the population of New 

France in 1702. This county which i s the t h i r t e en th smallest in 

the province reported in the census of 1931 an area of 89,819 

acres of land in f ie ld crops, orchards, gardens and small f r u i t s 

and 27,273 acres in pas tu re . The crop production in 1930 amounted 

to 1,083, 626 bushels of g r a i n s of a l l kinds and in addi t ion 

172,041 pounds of tobacco were produced. The number of horses 

was 4,617, of c a t t l e 22,296, of sheep 2,959 and the number of 

swine 10,917. The t o t a l land area of the county i s 279 square 

miles and the area in crops and pasture 183 square mi les . If 

we now compare the s t a t i s t i c s of the census of 1698 with the 

above, we find that the area in crop was only 30 pericent of that 

found in the county of Two Mountains in 1931. The area in pasture 

was only 25 per cent and the crop y ie ld 19 per cent of what i t 

was in the county of Two Mountains in 1931. In l ives tock , the 

inhab i tan t s of New France in 1698, had less than 15 per cent of 

the ho r ses , 45 per cent of the c a t t l e , one th i rd of the sheep and 

47 per cent of the swine owned in 1931 by the farmers of the 

county of Two Mountains. To complete the p i c t u r e , one may attempt 

to v i sua l i z e 65 square miles of land in cu l t i va t i on sca t t e r ed , on 

both s ides of the S t . Lawrence, a l l the way from Gaspe to 30 

miles above Montreal. With regard to the development of Acadia, 

we said in the previous chapter tha t i t amounted to l e s s than one-

ten th of the present development of the smallest county in the 

province of Nova Sco t i a . 
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The whole agricultural economy of the country centred 

around the production of wheat for the subsistence of the colony. 

A good year always brought a surplus which had to be disposed of 

at a sacrifice because of the lack of demand and of the fact that 

the French merchants insisted on bringing flour for the troops. 

The storage of wheat necessitated the building of granaries which 

the colonists could not afford and besides the shortness of funds 

forced them to dispose of the wheat at whatever price they could 

obtain for it so as to be able to buy a few essentials which 

they could not produce. If the crop was poor, the area in wheat 

was not large enough to assure the needs of the colonists and 

the whole country was placed at the mercy of France which assist­

ance was never sure to reach the colony because of the English 

vessels which patrolled the seas. 

The colonists never attempted to keep large numbers 

of livestock for several reasons. The climate of the country 

did not permit the wintering of animals outdoor and, therefore, 

to keep livestock, the inhabitants had to go to the expense of 

building stables. This first reason was not very serious be­

cause lumber was plentiful and the cost of putting up suoh 

stables was small. A more serious problem was that of feeding 

livestock during the winter months. In 1700, the Inhabitants 

had not yet learned to grow fodder crops and were entirely 

dependant for the feeding of animals on natural hay which grew 

only in certain areas and had to be transported long distances. 

The most important reason why livestock was not kept was that 
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there was no demand for beef and pork. Even the hides could not 

be used because the tanner ies which Talon had es tabl ished had 

ceased to opera te . We have shown how the intendants spoke of 

the necess i ty of e s t ab l i sh ing t anne r i e s , but t h i s did not enter 

in to the views of the French manufacturers who made p ro f i t s on 

the shoes which they exported to Canada. There i s no doubt 

whatever tha t if Canadians had been assured of a p rof i t ab le 

market for t h e i r surplus beef and pork, they would soon have 

overcome the f i r s t two ob jec t ions . 

Because of the increasing area of wheat which in f a i r l y 

abundant years assured a considerable su rp lus , the governors and 

intendants were faced with the problem of finding a subs t i t u t e 

cash crop which would bring the farmers fa i r revenues while de­

creasing the area of wheat. The king and the minis ter favoured 

the production of hemp because the kingdom had to export large 

q u a n t i t i e s for the navy. They did not , however, favour the 

manufacture of l inens because of the competition tha t t h i s would 

c rea te for the manufactures of France. The growing of hemp was 

never popular among Canadians for three main reasons . The f i r s t 

was that they did not know much about i t and i t s preparat ion r e ­

quired a grea t deal of work. The second was tha t the pr ice 

which the king offered to pay for i t was not suf f ic ien t to make 

i t p r o f i t a b l e . The th i rd reason was tha t hemp was not subject 

to t i t h e s and for t h i s reason was discouraged by par ish p r i e s t s 

who feared t h a t the increased popular i ty of hemp would decrease 

t h e i r revenues . 
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The manufactures which Talon had es tabl i shed during h i s 

stage in Canada had ceased operat ions under h i s successors . The 

inhabi tan ts were a t the mercy of a few French merchants for the 

purchase of imported goods and would have g rea t ly benefited by 

manufactures in the country . The king who had expressed to Talon 

h i s wi l l ingness to a s s i s t f i nanc ia l ly the establishment of manu­

fac tures in the colony had changed h i s views under the pressure 

of the manufacturers of France. In a l e t t e r (3) to Raudot, 

Pontchar t ra in expressed the views of the king on the sub jec t . 

"In g e n e r a l , " he wrote, " i t i s not convenient that manufactures 

be es tabl i shed in Canada because t h i s could not be done except 

to the detriment of the manufactures of France, you must see 

tha t the goods of Canada are takn to France to be manufactured. 

This must be the genera l view though manufactures must not be 

completely forbidden." 

The f i s h e r i e s were not prosperous because Canadians 

did not own the neoessary vessels to carry them to the l o c a l i t i e s 

where there was fish to be caught and furthermore, s a l t was so 

expensive t ha t the inhabi tants could not afford to buy i t . The 

fur t rade which at the outset had been very prosperous was now 

bankrupt• 

Such were the accomplishments tha t France could boast 

of i n America a f t e r 168 years of occupation, i f we count from 

the days of Jacques Car t i e r or 94 years i f we count only from 

the date of the foundation ofQue bee. Whether we count from one 

date or the o t h e r , i t is nothing t o be proud of and the shor tes t 
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way to d e s c r i b e the development i s to say t h a t i t was a d ismal 

f a i l u r e . 

What were the c a u s e s of t h i s l ack of p rog res s? They 

were many and we cannot hope to cover them a l l in the s h o r t 

space which we propose to devote to i t . .7e p ropose , however, 

t o enumerate a few whieh have appeared to us as being the most 

i m p o r t a n t . No ma t t e r how these causes might have mani fes ted 

t h e m s e l v e s , t h e y can a l l be t r aced back to one main cause which 

was the l ack of i n t e r e s t of the k i n g s , t he m i n i s t e r s , and as a 

n a t u r a l consequence of the governors and i n t e n d a n t s in the w e l ­

f a re of t he colony and of t h e c o l o n i s t s , 
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Chapter II 

Lack of interest of the kings, the ministers, the go­

vernors and the intendants in the welfare of the colony. 

As we pointed out in the previous chapter, time and 

space does not permit to go into extensive details on this sub­

ject. Throughout this study we have repeatedly drawn the atten­

tion of the reader to its various manifestations and now we only 

wish to give a summary of our conclusions. 

This lack of interest on the part of France in the 

development of Canada dates back to the discovery of the country. 

We have shown that in 1534, the only reason why Francis 1 sent 

Jacques Cartier to discover new lands was that he hoped to get 

his share of the gold with which the Spaniards and the Portuguese 

were flooding Europe. Cartier did not find gold, and far over 

sixty years the only ones interested in the new countries were 

the Normans, the Basques and the Bretons who came to fish along 

the banks of Newfoundland. It must be admitted, however, that 

during this period the wars against the House of Austria -fMerrstsn 

•th1^^*?^^©^. and the religious wars within the Kingdom were suffi­

cient to keep the kings busy at home. 

After the religious wars, Henry IV made grants on con­

dition that any establishment made would not cost him anything. 

Then the fate of the new country was left into the hands of com­

panies. De Monts made a real start and would have succeeded in 

establishing a solid colony in Acadia, but the king must be 

blamed for having revoked his grant just because of the pressure 

exerted by the French merchants who were no longer allowed to 
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t rade in the new Y»orld. Tnen de Monts sent Champlain to Quebec 

and the r e fu sa l of the king to take an i n t e r e s t in the newly 

discovered country was responsible for a l l the d i f f i c u l t i e s which 

Champlain had with the various companies, whose d i r ec to r s were 

in t e res t ed so le ly in p r o f i t s and did not want the establishment 

of a permanent colony because they feared tha t every co lon is t 

would eventual ly be a competitor in the fur t r ade . "The com­

p a n i e s , " wr i t e s Salone (1 ) , "had only a mediocre i n t e r e s t in the 

n a t i o n a l wel fare , above a l l they wanted dividends, that i s to say, 

they were only i n t e r e s t ed in the exp lo i ta t ion of the i r p r i v i l e g e . 

The establishment of immigrants would have cost too much and imme­

d i a t e l y a f t e r t he i r establ ishment , they would have become compe­

t i t o r s . " 

The condit ions under which grants were made to the various 

companies contained ample provis ions for uie so l id establishment of 

the oolony, but nobody cared whether they were f u l f i l l e d or no t . 

Champlain, though employed by a company es tabl ished solely far the 

fur t r a d e , soon r ea l i zed tha t if a settlement was expected to stand 

i t must have ag r i cu l tu re as i t s b a s i s . He complained (1619) to 

Louis XIII tha t the d i r ec to r s of the company were not f u l f i l l i n g 

t he i r duty with regard to the set t lement of the country, but 

nothing was done about i t . A l l the companies which followed in 

succession from de Monts' t o the Caen's were a l i ke and Louis XIII 

must be blamed for not seconding the e f for t s of Champlain and not 

forcing them to l i v e up to their c o n t r a c t . 
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With the coming of Richelieu to the government, there 

appeared to be some reason to bel ieve t h a t , a t l a s t , something 

of a permanent nature would be done in Canada. We have seen 

how colonies were par t of the dream which he hoped to r e a l i z e 

for France. He formed the Company of New France (Hundred 

Associates) to which he granted the newly discovered country 

and we have seen the condi t ions which he had se t down for them 

to f u l f i l l . Unfor tunately , the war with England ruined the 

company and i t was impotent for the remaining years of i t s 

ex is tence . At the death of Richel ieu , i t was allowed to lease 

i t s p r i v i l eges to the "Compagnie des Habi tants" which put the 

colony near bankruptcy and f i n a l l y the Hundred Associates 

surrendered t h e i r p r iv i l ege in 1663. During the whole period, 

i t was allowed to i n s t i t u t e various experiments that were to 

prove det r imental to the development of the colony, yet Louis 

XIV never moved one f inger to help the few c o l o n i s t s . 

In 1663, Louis XIV took in to h i s own hands the des­

t i n i e s of New France and with Colbert i t seemed that something 

would be done. His enthusiasm las ted only one year and, un­

wi l l ing to go to the expense of e s t ab l i sh ing c o l o n i s t s , in 1664 

he t rans fe r red h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y in to the hands of another 

company which t r i e d to der ive from the country a l l the p r o f i t s 

i t could with a minimum of expense and ten years l a t e r abandoned 

i t . 

The only ray of sunshine for the colony, during the 

period which we have covered in t h i s study, was the appointment 
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of Talon as intendant and far th i s we must be thankful to Louis 

XIV and Colber t . Unfortunately, Talon had been in the colony 

only a few years when he was told that he could no longer count 

on ass i s t ance from the king. Gone were the beaut i fu l dreams 

which he had made and h i s disappointernent contr ibuted g rea t ly 

to the i l l n e s s which necess i ta ted h is re tu rn to France. 

The king in c rea t ing the pos i t ion of intendant in the 

colony wanted to have somebody who would keep a check on the 

governors . He must be blamed for having so i l l defined h i s 

du t i e s tha t a l l through the regime i t was the cause of cont inual 

d isputes which re ta rded the development of the colony and often 

put i t s very l i f e in danger. 

We have seen the economic condit ion of France during 

the period and we cannot blame the king too harshly for having 

wanted to wish the expense of es tab l i sh ing New France on a 

company, but we can blame him very severely for not having seen 

to the fulf i lment of the obl iga t ions which they had undertaken 

and for not foreseeing the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of the country. 

The lack of i n t e r e s t of the king and of the min is te rs 

was a l so revealed forc ib ly in t h e i r a t t i t u d e s during the wars 

with the I roquo i s . From the very beginning of the colony, the 

Iroquois were a menace to the c o l o n i s t s . Some h i s t o r i a n s have 

blamed Champlain for the enmity of these savages, because of 

the p a r t he played with the Hurons and the Algonquins in the i r 

wars aga ins t them. Be tha t as i t may, once the war was s t a r t e d , 

the re was nothing to do but see i t through and only help from 
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France could do i t . Champlain had asked for a few so ld ie r s to 

end i t . He did not receive them. The p ro tec t ion of the colony 

was one of the ob l iga t ions of the company and yet the king and 

the minis ter were too l i s t l e s s to force i t to i t s fulf i lment . 

From 1634 to 1665, the inhabi tan ts were cons tan t ly exposed to 

exterminat ion. The French who had immigrated to Canada were 

forgot ten by the mother country and t r ea ted as s t r ange r s . 

Even during the l a s t Iroquois war, Denonville and Frontenac 

had to plead for so ld i e r s and the number sent was i n s u f f i c i e n t . 

As a consequence, the inhabi tan ts were massacred and had to 

take up arms in the i r own defense and thus were impeded in the i r 

work for the development of the colony. A small army sent a t 

the very beginning would have put an end to the war forever . 

The king was too in te res ted in the a f f a i r s of Europe to pay 

a t t e n t i o n to the small colony located three thousand miles away. 

The lack of i n t e r e s t of the king and the government 

in the colony and i t s inhabi tan ts i s a l so manifested in the way 

the trade was r egu l a t ed . At the outse t the companies had the 

monopoly of a l l the trade of the colony and the i r sole i n t e r e s t 

was to make as large p r o f i t s as they could. Al l means were good 

to achieve t h i s end. They charged exhorbitant p r ices for the 

goods which they brought in to Canada and paid as l i t t l e as they 

pleased for what they took in exchange. The inhab i tan t s were, 

t he re fo re , e n t i r e l y a t the i r mercy. Talon was able to obtain 

a c e r t a i n degree of freedom for the t r ade , but the inhab i tan t s 

were s t i l l a t the mercy of the company for the t ranspor t of 



- 346 -

t h e i r goods. Even af ter the p r ices of furs were fixed, the 

s i t u a t i o n was no be t t e r because the merchants were allowed to 

r a i s e the p r i c e s of the goods which they exchanged for the fu r s . 

I t was not the pr ice tha t the inhabi tan ts received for t h e i r 

goods t h a t mat tered , i t was the r e l a t i o n between tha t pr ice and 

what they had to pay for the goods which they had to buy tha t 

determined whether or not the t rade was p ro f i t ab le to the inha­

b i t a n t s . In other wards, even i f wheat had sold for f i f t y francs 

a "minot," i t would not have been prof i tab le if , on the other 

hand , the inhab i tan t s had had to pay f i f t y francs for a package 

of need les . P a r i t y pr ice may be a new expression, but what i t 

r ep resen t s i s as old as ba r t e r ing , 

A memorandum (2) wr i t t en by Duplessis in 1704 and 

e n t i t l e d "What a "minot" of wheat taken a t Quebec can bring back 

in t r a d e , " i l l u s t r a t e s the point we wish to make and also shows 

why a g r i c u l t u r e in the colony was not su f f i c i en t ly remunerative 

to a t t r a c t the i n h a b i t a n t s . "A "minot" of wheat bought a t Quebec 

during abundant years a t the p r i ce of two l i v r e s , w i l l be ivorth 

a t Pla isance in f lour or b iscui t four l i v r e s for which one can 

obtain four l i v r e s worth of fish which w i l l be paid in, France 

eight l i v r e s in merchandise which in turn w i l l s e l l in Canada for 

twelve l i v r e s . " This, in ordinary a r i t h m e t i c , makes a p r o f i t of 

s ix hundred per cent for the merchants whose only expense was the 

processing of wheat in to f lour or b i scu i t and the f r e igh t . I t is 

not necessary to give any explanation to the above to show t h a t 

ag r i cu l t u r e was not p r o f i t a b l e . 
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The merchants a lso took advantage of every possible 

opportunity to r a i s e further their p r i c e s . Frontenac and Cham­

pigny (1692) reported (3) to the king that the merchants were 

taking advantage of the war to r a i s e the i r pr ices out of reason 

and suggested tha t the merchants of S t . Malo be allowed to enter 

in competition with those of La Rochelle. 

The king, the very next year , expressed the view (4) 

tha t Frontenac should do something to prevent the r a i s i n g of 

p r i c e s , "The r a i s i n g of p r i c e s , " he wrote, "by the inhabi tants 

and the French merchants having become excessive, i t would have 

been necessary for you to put a stop to i t , using a l l the means 

a t your d isposal to maintain p r ices a t a reasonable l e v e l . " He 

s t a t ed tha t i t was important to leave the trade f r ee , but when 

indiv iduals went too f a r , i t was necessary to use a l l the prac­

t i c a b l e means to put a stop to i t . The king was highly incensed, 

not because of the p l ight of the inhab i t an t s , but because Fron­

tenac and Champigny had had to pay too high a pr ice for the needs 

of the t roops . He ins t ruc ted Frontenac to see t h a t the merchants 

did not take advantage of the fact tha t they had no competitors 

to r a i s e the i r p r i c e s , but he said that he could not allow the 

merchants of S t . Malo to send vessels to Canada, because he was 

too much in need of s a i l o r s for h i s navy. 

The king must be blamed for th i s a t t i t u d e which r e ­

vealed an u t t e r d isregard for the welfare of the inhabi tan ts who, 

once they had crossed the A t l a n t i c , were considered as t o t a l 

s t r a n g e r s . 
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The king must a lso be blamed for having neglected 

r i g h t along to find a market for the surplus a g r i c u l t u r a l p ro­

ducts of the colony. He and h i s minis ters should have known 

tha t ag r i cu l t u r e would not develop beyond the production of 

the subsis tence of the farmers unless there was a p rof i t ab le 

market for a g r i c u l t u r a l goods. They should have known also 

tha t the farmers could not produce a l l the i r needs on t h e i r 

farms and tha t in order to buy what they could not produce 

they had to s e l l t h e i r surplus and a t a pr ice which would 

enable them to obtain t h e i r needs. I t was quite a l l r i gh t for 

them to wri te memorandum af te r memorandum t e l l i n g the governors 

and intendants to force the inhabi tan ts to grow the things that 

France needed a t her p r i c e , but they should have known tha t the 

inhab i tan t s would do i t only i f by so doing they could obtain 

t h e i r l ive l ihood . The farmer, l i ke everyone e l s e , has a r i gh t 

t o expect h is l ivel ihood and a few of l i f e ' s legi t imate comforts 

and pleasures from h i s profession and if he cannot obtain them, 

he w i l l turn to something e l s e . In t h i s case , the farmers 

turned to the fur t rade which eventual ly cost the king a grea t 

deal more than the few sac r i f i ce s which he would have had to 

make to assure the disposal of surplus a g r i c u l t u r a l products . 

He did not do i t because he thought that the French merchants 

derived benef i t s from the trade and as a consequence ag r i cu l tu re 

remained in the background and unable to support the population 

devoted to i t . A comparison of the a g r i c u l t u r a l development of 

New France with t h a t of New England i l l u s t r a t e s what Louis XIV 

could have done i f he had cared t o , (5) 
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Of the lack of i n t e r e s t in the colony shown by gover­

nors and in t endan t s , we do not propose to say much here because 

a l l through th i s study we have endeavoured to point out i t s 

many mani fes ta t ions . With very few exceptions, the governors and 

in tendants were e i the r incapable or so engrossed in the p ro tec ­

t ion of t h e i r own i n t e r e s t s tha t they neglected the welfare of 

the colony. In a memorandum (6) on the s t a t e of Canada, Ruette 

d 'Auteui l wrote; "If the a f f a i r s of the country are in bad shape, 

i t is not due to the country i t s e l f but to those who have guided 

i t for many years and who thought of nothing but the i r own per­

sonal fortunes and cared l i t t l e for i t s development or i t s main­

tenance." Then he explained tha t if the population had not 

increased in Canada, i t was because the governors and intendants 

who often were r e l a t i v e s or fr iends of the min is te r s l ied to the 

king in order to pro tec t t h e i r own i n t e r e s t s . 

There is no doubt that the king and the minis ters are 

to be blamed for the conduct of the governors and in tendants . 

They knew t h a t t he i r orders were not being executed in the colony 

and yet when a new governor or intendant was sent to the colony 

they could think of nothing be t t e r than to repeat the same old 

i n s t ruc t i ons over and over again. 

Another memorandum (7) wr i t t en by De Lino to Pontchar­

t r a i n in the ea r ly years of the eighteenth century , further e s ­

t ab l i shes the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the governors and in tendan t s . 

"Those who f i r s t es tabl ished t h i s colony," he wrote, "cannot 

have been a t t r a c t e d by the beauty of the country nor by i t s 
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c l imate , because i t is nothing but mountains covered with 

snow for three quar ters of the year and the r e s t of the time 

is mostly bad weather. I t must, the re fore , have been the 

fur t r a d e , the f i sh ing and the lumber which induced them to 

s e t t l e he re . These t rades which today make the wealth of the 

count r ies of Northern Europe and which should have made the 

wealth of th i s country are today the cause of i t s ru in because 

of the abuses which were committed and which Your Highness has 

been in the imposs ibi l i ty of remedying, never having been 

t ru ly informed because of the contradic t ions found in many of 

the memoranda which were presented and in which those who have 

wr i t t en them were more anxious to serve the i r own i n t e r e s t s 

than to remedy the e v i l s which were found in the colony." 

We cannot think of a bet ter way of ending t h i s chapter 

than by quoting Rameau (8) on the subject . " I t i s , no doubt, 

very sad for our na t iona l pride to r e c a l l , in s t a r t i n g t h i s 

subject ( co lon ies ) , the f a t a l issue of attempts which a t the 

ou tse t could give the most legi t imate hopes and which f a i l e d . " 

A few pages l a t e r he wrote: "Unfortunately, the erroneous sys ­

tems and the fa l se ideas which then governed our co lonies , and 

the bad adminis t ra t ion which r e s u l t e d , caused our colonies to 

vege ta te , while those of the English j u s t along side of ours 

progressed in an ext raordinary fashion. On the other hand, 

the thought lessness and the incapacity of the Court of Ver­

s a i l l e s l e f t our colonies exposed, almost defenseless , to the 

a t t a cks of t h e i r neighbours who, ten times more numerous than 
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our co lon i s t s crushed them in spi te of a clever and energetic 

r e s i s t a n c e worthy of a more i n t e l l i g e n t , l e s s fr ivolous and 

more helping mother country ." 

In a l a t e r chapter (9) a f te r comparing the French 

colonies with the English and pointing out some of the advan­

tages tha t the French had over the English he wrote: "How 

i s i t , then, that our colonies have always been so humil ia t ingly 

in fe r io r to those of the English? The faul t i s evidently in the 

d i r e c t i o n which our e f fo r t s rece ived; t h i s heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 

belongs to the government of the metropolis and h i s to ry must 

judge i t very severe ly ." Then he continued; "What are the 

e s s e n t i a l needs and the s t r i c t dut ies t h a t a metropolis wish­

ing to e s tab l i sh coloniesynot simply t rading establishments 

must f u l f i l l ? Create immigration, a s s i s t and encourage i t , 

in the beginning, prepare and f a c i l i t a t e the i n s t a l l a t i o n of 

immigrants with generous s o l l i c i t u d e ; give them the g r e a t e s t 

poss ib le s ecu r i t y ; pay the cost of establishment of the f i r s t 

publ ic u t i l i t i e s ; such i s the ro le that circumstances demand 

of t he mother country. Men are t ransplanted l i k e t r e e s , with 

the same d i f f i c u l t i e s and the same cares ; i t i s necessary to 

ensure the formation of new roo t s if we wish to give them 

the i r own l i f e . At two different pe r iods , we have seen the 

French government attempt to f u l f i l l the condit ions of t h i s 

program, under Richelieu and under Colbert , during a time which 

was unfor tuna te ly too shor t ; but outs ide of these two m i n i s t e r s , 

we meet with such absolute ca re l e s sness , tha t we do not even see 

the i n t e n t i o n of doing the things which the s i t u a t i o n demanded." 
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" I t i s evident ly up to the s t a t e to crea te immigration to a 

new country, to encourage i t even if i t i s the cause of some 

s a c r i f i c e s and to maintain i t u n t i l such a time tha t the e v i ­

dent successes of the new co lon i s t s w i l l be great enough to 

c r ea t e a r e g u l a r immigration movement. To obtain these r e s u l t s 

i t i s neoessary t o exercise every possible care to assure the 

success of immigrants and to make them overcome the f i r s t d i f f i ­

c u l t i e s , both moral and ma te r i a l , of the establishment of a 

co lon i a l nucleus; i t i s also necessary to mult iply and f a c i l i t a t e 

communications and r e l a t i o n s between the two coun t r i e s , so t h a t 

the co lon i s t s may be in a posi t ion to make thei r s i t u a t i o n known 

and to draw new immigrants among the i r friends and r e l a t i o n s . 

In a l l t h i s there i s g rea te r need of care and ac t ive s o l l i c i t u d e 

than of money." 

"The French government," he went on, "never seemed to 

know that there were such d u t i e s . Communications between Canada 

and Franoe were scarce , d i f f i c u l t and often discouraged r a the r 

than f a c i l i t a t e d ; near ly a l l the immigrants, once they had ar r ived 

in Canada seemed to have become t o t a l s t rangers to the i r friends 

and r e l a t i o n s in France, and a f te r Talon, the government c o n t r i ­

buted very l i t t l e to the sett lement of the country. As for the 

p ro tec t ion of the country, we know how precarious i t was and what 

types of gar r i sons were maintained in the country, when under the 

most f u t i l e p re t ex t s of false p r ide , France wasted armies and 

t r e a s u r e s in Europe." F i n a l l y , Rameau- concluded by saying tha t 

"the French government l ike a speculator who wishes to make 
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p r o f i t s w i thou t t ak ing any r i s k s , n e g l e c t e d t h e fu l f i lmen t 

of a l l the d u t i e s which the e s t ab l i shmen t of a colony demands." 

In t h e above , we be l i eve t h a t Rameau has g i v e n a 

b e t t e r summary than we could g ive o u r s e l v e s of a l l the t h i n g s 

which we have t r i e d to po in t out dur ing the course of t h i s s tudy 

and we do not be l i eve t h a t comments on our p a r t a re n e c e s s a r y . 
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Chapter I I I 

Se ign io r i e s , "Seigneurs" and Inhabi tan t s . 

The wr i t e r wishes to s t a t e a t the very beginning of 

t h i s chapter that he does not wish to find any faul t whatever 

with the Feudal system as i t was prac t i sed in Canada. The sys ­

tem had many advantages which could have been of ass i s tance in 

the bui lding up of a strong colony. We only want to bring out 

a few of the abuses which crept in to the system and which were 

de t r imenta l to the orderly development of the colony, discouraged 

the inhab i t an t s and kept the country, almost defenseless , c o n t i ­

nua l ly exposed to the incursions of the I roquois . 

We have repeatedly mentioned the f i r s t and possibly 

the graves t error committed. I t has to do with the s ize of the 

g ran t s and the manner in which they were d i s t r ibu ted throughout 

the whole colony. From the date of the f i r s t concession to the 

surrendering of the p r iv i lege of the Hundred Associates to the 

k ing , 1623-1663, over 13,000,000 "arpents" of land were conceded 

in New France alone and in Acadia the grants made during the 

same period amounted to over 3,700,000 "a rpen t s . " I t w i l l be 

remembered that in 1663, the t o t a l population of New France was 

in the neighbourhood of 2,500 and in Acadia only a few hundreds. 

We cannot blame the company of New France for having made these 

g ran t s because by th i s method, the d i r ec to r s hoped to f u l f i l l 

t he i r ob l iga t ion with regard to the establishment of the number 

of co lon i s t s prescribed by the i r c h a r t e r , the fulfi lment of which 
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the i r own f inanc i a l s i t ua t ion prevented. The king, Richelieu 

and l a t e r Colbert are to be blamed for not seeing tha t the 

grantees l ived up to t he i r undertaking. 

The f i r s t g ran ts made by the company had some chances 

of success o r , at l e a s t , were worth the experiment, "but un­

fo r tuna t e ly , " wr i t e s Salone (1 ) , "the company f e l l into the 

hands of an ambitious and incompetent man, Jean de Lauzon. He 

undertook to stop the d i s t r i b u t i o n of concessions in the colony 

and he had the pre ten t ion of keeping for himself a l l the a v a i l ­

able l ands . In 1635, he gave to his young son the seigniory of 

La Ci t i e re which amounted to about 8,000,000 "arpents" and the 

next year he added to i t the seigniory of Lauzon and the Island 

of Montreal. He did not even t ry to c lea r them and in 1665 he 

had only t h i r t e e n co lon i s t s in his seigniory of Lauzon." Those 

were abuses which the king and the minister could have stopped 

if they had r e a l l y wanted t o . 

I t is a lso i n t e r e s t i ng to note (Table 6, appendix) the 

geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n of these s e i g n i o r i e s . The f i r s t seven 

g ran t s were made in the present counties of Quebec and S t . Maurice, 

while the eighth one, La C i t i e r e , extended from Quebec to Mon­

t r e a l and in to the United S ta tes to the south. Then in 1636, 

g ran t s were made in the counties of Gaspe, Champlain, Levis and 

Montmorency. In 1637, they extended in to the counties of Lot-

b i n i e r e , Bel lechasse , Portneuf, Nicole t and Ber th ie r . In 1638 

and 1639, further gran ts were made in the count ies of Champlain 

and Quebec. I t w i l l be r eca l l ed (Table 5 , appendix) tha t in 
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1639 the t o t a l population of the colony was only 274 and 

already gran ts had been made in eleven count ies . I t w i l l 

be remembered, however, tha t the majority of these grants 

were without population for more than forty yea r s . What chan­

ces had a population of 274 over such a vast a rea , when the 

only means of communication was the St . Lawrence which was 

open to navigat ion only par t of the year? I t i s very evident 

tha t those who had obtained these concessions did not have in 

mind the a g r i c u l t u r a l set t lement of the country. The governors 

had made those grants to the i r friends where they would have the 

best advantages for the fur t r ade , regard less of whether or not 

they were advantageous to the development of the colony. 

I t i s t rue tha t the king and the minis ter recognized 

the e v i l of the system but they did nothing to stop i t beyond 

passing ed ic t s which were never enforced. If they had been 

r e a l l y in t e re s t ed in es tab l i sh ing a solid a g r i c u l t u r a l colony, 

they would have found the means of enforcing them. 

When Talon arr ived in Canada, he a lso recognized the 

disadvantages of these large grants and i t seemed for a while 

tha t he would redress the e v i l , but during h i s s tay in the co lo ­

ny, he himself made f i f ty-seven g r a n t s , r a i s i n g the area granted 

thus far to wel l over 14,000,000 "a rpen t s . " (Table 6, appendix). 

This f igu re , however, contains some dupl icat ion because some 

s e i g n i o r i e s , l ike La C i t i e r e , had been reunited to the Domain 

and regranted to o thers 0 



- 357 -

Frontenac and Denonville, we have seen, continued the 

same policy of grant ing vast areas to f r i ends . The king and the 

minis te r were fu l ly cognizant of the fac t tha t t h i s policy was 

de t r imenta l to the colony and very often recommended that these 

large gran ts be subdivided i f not cleared within reasonable t ime. 

The king even se t t h i s reasonable time at six yea r s . I t can r e a ­

d i ly be imagined tha t grants which varied from t en to two hundred 

and f i f t y thousand "arpents" had a very small chance of being 

even p a r t l y cleared in six yea r s . These grants had been made for 

the purpose of the fur t rade to fr iends of the governors who did 

not confiscate them and the king and the minis ter did nothing 

mare than to wr i te vague l e t t e r s about i t . 

We can only conclude tha t with the exception of the 

very f i r s t ones, grants were made more as a convenience in the 

car ry ing on of the fur trade than for the establishment of a g r i ­

c u l t u r a l se t t lements and tha t those who made them never paid any 

a t t e n t i o n to whether or not they were detr imental to the welfare 

of the colony. 

The "SeijEgieurs." We now wish to say a few words of those people 

who were able to obtain these large grants which in many instances 

were much larger than present day count ies . At the ou t se t , the 

g ran t s were made to r i ch persons of France who the d i r ec to r s of 

the company thought would send co lon i s t s to s e t t l e them. Such 

were Lauzon who obtained the se igniory bearing his name, the 

Sieur de la Renardidre who obtained Beaupre, Jacques Cas t i l l an 

who obtained the Island of Orleans and many others who never 
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were residents. Then many seigniories were granted to religious 

orders, particularly the Jesuits and the Ursulines and it must 

be said to their credit that they were the very best "seigneurs." 

Others like Robert Giffard and the Sieur de la Bouteillerie esta­

blished their residence on their seigniories and did valuable work 

in establishing colonists. Still another class were the army offi­

cers who had come with Tracy, who had been allowed to enter into 

civil life and to whom Talon had granted seigniories on the out­

skirts of the colony where they were to settle with their compa­

nies and serve as outposts for the protection of the country. 

Between 1634 and 1663, the war interfered with the 

development of the seigniories which were located above Three 

Rivers, Even if the "seigneurs" had wanted to obtain colonists 

they would not have been able to find any who would have been 

willing to settle in these regions which were continually exposed 

to the incursions of the Iroquois, After 1667, did they take 

advantage of nearly twenty years of peace to establish solid 

settlements? In the first place, many concessions were owned 

by people who lived in France and never came to the colony. Then, 

many other grantees were officers just out of the army, who lacked 

the necessary agricultural knowledge to be of assistance to colo­

nists who did not know any more than they did. The descendants 

of the older families who had obtained grants had the necessary 

experience, but were so poor that they could not do anything to 

hasten the development of their concessions. The bringing of 

colonists and their maintenance until they could eke out a 
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living off their farms cost money and they did not have it. 

It will be recalled that we cited statements of Denonville 

and de Meulles regarding the poverty of the "seigneurs." 

Many of them had to enter the service of the king where they 

earned their livelihood and that of their families but they 

could not earn sufficiently to pay the expense of maintaining 

colonists on their grants. Many of them turned to the fur 

trade hoping that they would derive sufficient profits to 

improve their seigniories. The number of "seigneurs" who could 

afford to do something for the development of their seigniories 

were not more than half a dozen in number. 

Another defect of the "seigneurs" which was perhaps 

as important as their poverty was that they could not remain 

in place and their ambition made them ask for more than they 

could look after. For example, Robert Giffard was not content 

with his seigniories of Beauport, St. Ignace and St. Gabriel 

(the latter two eventually were given to the Jesuits) which to­

gether totalled to more than 300,000 "arpents," he obtained 

another concession on the Saguenay (Mille Vaches) where he ruined 

himself with the fisheries. Jean Bourdon, who was king's attor­

ney, obtained the concession of Riviere au Griffon (Gaspe) in 

1636 for the establishment of fisheries; in 1637, he obtained 

the seigniory of Autray (7,000 "arpents") in the county of Ber-

thier; in 1639 and in 1646, he obtained the concession of two 

"fiefs" (50 and 75 "arpents" respectively) in the suburbs of 

Quebec; in 1649, his wife obtained the seigniory of Jacques 
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Cartier (17,600 "arpents") in Portneuf; in 1653, he obtained 

the seigniory of Neuville (14,000 "arpents") in Portneuf and 

of Malbaie (169,000 "arpents") in Charlevoix. Similarly, the 

Le Neuf family obtained the seigniories of Dutort, Le Neuf, 

Dusable, Vieupont and Cap Chat, located all the way from Gaspe1 

to Three Rivers. Simon Denis at the same time obtained the 

seigniory of Cap Trinite opposite Montreal and the privilege 

of sedentary fisheries at Canso and while he was ruining him­

self at Canso, his seigniory remained uncleared. We could con­

tinue this recitation of duplication of efforts almost inde­

finitely but no purpose would be served by it. It is evident 

that the colony could not progress in the hands of such men. 

Fishing, hunting, trading anything was good enough to divert 

these people from what should have been their sole task, the 

tillage of the soil. 

The above is one of the main reasons why agriculture 

did not progress as it should have. The Feudal system cannot 

be blamed for these abuses, rather the governors and the in­

tendants who made the grants and the king and the minister who 

ratified them must shoulder the whole responsibilityfor it. 

The Inhabitants. Before closing this chapter, we would like 

to say a few words of the inhabitants who settled in Canada. 

We have seen how the "seigneurs," because of their poverty and 

of their lack of interest could not select their colonists. 
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The first point which we would like to mention is 

the lack of agricultural experience of the colonists. We 

must, however, admit that there were exceptions. Such were 

the colonists brought by Giffard, La Bouteillerie, the Je­

suits and others who had selected them carefully. The census 

(2) of 1665-6, showed the presence in the colony of 1,305 men 

between the ages of sixteen and seventy. Of these, 763 or 

more than 58 per cent were reported as armourers, gunsmiths, 

bakers, hatters, surgeons, shoemakers, curriers, drapers, 

bailiffs, masons, merchants, joiners, millers, sailors, wea­

vers, etc.; in all, fifty different trades or professions 

other than agriculturist were reported. Aside from these 

763, many others were adventurers who could not claim any 

particular trade or profession. Out of the 1,305, only 476 

were actually on lands though not necessarily tilling them. 

After the few immigrants who came with Talon, the 

bulk of the colonists were soldiers who left the army to be­

come settlers. Many of these also were adventurers and seek­

ers of fortune who had no knowledge of land clearing or of 

Arming in general. They did not receive sufficient assistance 

from their "seigneurs" nor from the government and many be­

came discouraged; not being able to make a go of farming they 

turned to the fur trade. In this they were encouraged by the 

"seigneurs" and the merchants who were interested in obtain­

ing as many furs as possible. The lack of prospects in agri­

culture was also a powerful incentive to direct them to the 

fur trade. 
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There is no need to repeat here anything that the 

governors and intendants wrote of the laziness and instability 

of the inhabitants. We have mentioned it during the course of 

this study. Rameau (3) wrote on the subject: "The French 

Canadian race has always loved voyages, adventures, the semi-

savage live of the hunter in the wilderness; the promise of 

gains which the fur trade gave attracted a large portion of 

the young people of the colony into the wilderness to hunt and 

trade and upon their return they spent their profits in 

debauchery, exactly like sailors returning from a profitable 

voyage. During this time, children disappeared from the fami­

lies, the farms were deserted, there was a smaller number of 

marriages; many men remained in the Indian country; many others, 

demoralized and worn out by their disorders remained without 

families and the colony, struck in its morality as well as in 

its power, did not have the increase which it should have had. 

We must admit the truth of the above statement, but we would 

like to point out that the cause of this state of affairs was 

more than just the love that the Canadians had for that type of 

life. There was, first, the encouragement which some "seigneurs" 

and the merchants gave to the fur trade. Then, there was the lack 

of prospects in agriculture which we have mentioned several times. 

Another cause of this apparent liking for the fur trade 

must also be mentioned because it attacked the very foundation of 

the agricultural settlement of the country. The inhabitants had 

many difficulties with the "seigneurs" on the question of grants. 
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In a letter to the minister, Raudot described the situation 

which was very serious because it endangered the settlement 

of the colony. He asked that the king make a declaration to 

assure the inhabitants of the possession of the lands on which 

they were located. He asserted that in the whole colony very 

few land titles were such that no difficulty could be made to 

the holder. "It is only by this means, " he wrote, " that you 

can establish peace and tranquility in this country which, 

without this precaution will always be unhappy and incapable 

of development. These inhabitants who should be occupied at 

the cultivation of their lands are continually forced to aban­

don them to sustain lawfsuits which they have no chance of win­

ning. Concessions have been made here without formality, many 

inhabitants have only the verbal consent of the "seigneurs" far 

their grants, others only have sample notes which do not contain 

the conditions of the grants. From this, many abuses have arisen. 

There resulted that many of these inhabitants who have improved 

their lands without having valid titles, have been subjected to 

rents and fees which were very onerous, the "seigneurs" agreeing 

to give them valid contracts only at conditions which they were 

forced to accept if they did not want to lose the improvements 

which they had made. For these reasons all seigniories have 

different rents and fees, depending on the character of the 

"seigneur" who made the concession. " Some "seigneurs", he con­

tinued, ̂ introduced clauses which were contrary to the "Coutume 

de Paris" which was to have been followed in the colony. 



-364-

"In some concessions, "he wrote, "the capons which are 

paid to the "seigneurs, " are paid in kind or in cash at the 

"seigneur's* choice. These capons are valued at thirty "sols" and 

they are really worth only ten. The "seigneurs" force the tenants 

to pay them in money and this gives them much embarrassment because 

very often they have no money and even if thirty "sols" are not a 

large sum, it is quite considerable in this country where currency 

is very scarce." 

"The "seigneurs" have also introduced banal ovens in their 

seigniories", he continued, " and the inhabitants cannot use them 

because of the distance between their settlements and the residence 

of the "seigneurs". It would not be possible for them to transport 

their doughs during the winter because they would freeze. The 

"seigneurs" do not exact this fee now but they will do it to vex 

them in the future." 

"I would believe that to create some uniformity in the 

colony and to render to the inhabitants the justice which the 

"seigneurs" have never rendered to them until now, and to guard 

them against the vexations to which they will, no doubt, be exposed 

in the future, it would be necessary that His Majesty made a decla­

ration which would fix all rents and fees for the future." 

Conditions such as the above were not of a nature to 

encourage the settlement of lands and the inhabitants cannot be 

blamed too harshly for having preferred the free life of the wilder­

ness. The Feudal system cannot be blamed for these abuses, but the 

government must take the blame for having allowed them to operate. 
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The king must have been impressed by these declarations 

of Raudot because a few years later he sent Catalogne to make a 

survey of the colony. In his report (5), Catalogne started by 

giving a description of the country and of each Seigniory in par­

ticular, pointing out the ones which had suffered from the incur­

sions of the Iroquois. Then, he proceeded to give a series of 

reflections on the colony and on the means of effecting its deve­

lopment. "If the lands were not better tilled in Europe than they 

are in this country," he wrote, " three quarters of the population 

would die of starvation." "In relation to the vast area of the 

colony," he continued, " there is not one quarter of the number 

of labourers necessary to till the soil well. The inhabitants do 

not take sufficient care in the cultivation of the soil, being 

certain that one "minot" of wheat sown on land tilled as it is in 

France will produce twice as mush as it does the way it is sown 

in Canada." 

"It would be necessary", he wrote, " to force the inha­

bitants to the cultivation of the soil by depriving them of the 

privilege of travelling which takes them away from their work 

and this because a trip gives them thirty or forty "ecus" while it 

makes them lose a whole season and their lands remain untilled." 

"It would be necessary", he continued, " to oblige the "seigneurs',' 

in order to facilitate the establishment of their seigniories, to 

give sufficient land at a reasonable price for the establishment 

of community pastures and to construct mills and other public uti­

lities. Many inhabitants spend one third of their time taking 

their wheat to the grist mill fifteen and twenty leagues away. 
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It would also be necessary to force the "seigneurs" whose sei­

gniories are not yet settled to grant lands to tenants free of 

rent until six years after the lands are under cultivation." 

"The lands, " he wrote, " have been surveyed by 

surveyors who lacked intelligence and this is often the cause of 

difficulties between inhabitants and His Majesty should pass an 

edict regularizing the deeds." 

"There has been a custom established in the country," 

he continued, " which does not appear to be natural but which is 

authorized by magistrates. It is to allow livestock to roam and 

ruin grain fields and meadows, there being very few closed in 

fields, and this is the cause of many disputes between neighbours. 

There would have to be guardians who would lead the animals to 

community pastures. He who has very little land sends his live­

stock to pasture on his neighbour's farm saying that it is the 

custom." 

The above survey establishes the fact that the reports 

made by Raudot were true and yet it was not till several years 

later that the king proclaimed an edict to regularize the method 

of granting lands. There is no doubt that the above difficulties 

contributed a great deal to make the inhabitants love the free 

life of the wilderness. If the king had been conscious of his 

duties towards the colony, he would never have permitted such abuses 

to continue and he. therefore, must be blamed for not creating in 

the colony conditions which would foster agricultural development. 
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CHAPTER IV 

The fur trade and the bush rangers. 

All through the French Regime the fur trade was the 

victorious rival of agriculture. It continually attracted men 

who would have been much more usefully employed at clearing land 

and consequently agriculture suffered. For this reason, we have 

thought that this study would not be complete without a few 

words on the development of the fur trade and its necessary evil 

the bush ranger. 

In 1704, Riverin who, from the beginning,had been 

interested in the establishment of fisheries and who had suffered 

because of the fact that the attention of everyone was turned to 

the fur trade, wrote a memorandum (1) giving the history of the 

fur trade in Canada. The memorandum leaves no doubt in anyone's 

mind that he was very strongly opposed to the fur trade, but there 

is no doubt that the facts which he gave were true. " If the trade 

in beaver," he wrote, " was, at the beginning, the main cause of 

the establishment of a French colony in Canada it can be said that 

the bad use which was made of this commerce has reduced this colo­

ny to the sad state in which it is today. It has been thought 

that for the good of the colony it was necessary to establish a 

monopoly of this trade." 

The author of the memorandum then went on to say how 

after abandoning Acadia, de Monts sent Champlain to establish a 

settlement at Quebec and " the great trade in beaver which 
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Champlain had seen at the time of his first discoveries took 

precedence over all that they had seen in Acadia. They preferred 

the profits of this commerce to the possession of all this beau­

tiful country where the English have since established themsel­

ves solidly. Without analyzing whether or not they were right 

in acting thus, it is certain that it is only for the furs that 

Champlain went to Quebec for the second time in 1608 and that he 

started a settlement as Lieutenant of de Monts and associates." 

"The beginnings were humble and met with many difficul­

ties, " he continued. "The associates did not agree any too well. 

The Basques vessels and those of St. Malo and elsewhere came for 

the trade in spite of the defenses Finally de Monts and 

his associates having abandoned the enterprise, the king appoin­

ted Champlain to govern in His name. Champlain formed a new 

company of merchants and returned to Canada in 1615 with a small 

garrison for the fort at Quebec, missionaries, two or three 

families and some livestock He made alliances with the 

Indians which were advantageous to the trade." 

Such were, according to Riverin, the causes for the 

establishment of the colony. "From 1608 to 1663," the author 

continued, "the companies who supplied the needs of the cmlony 

reserved the right to all the beaver trade with the Indians and 

if the inhabitants traded, it was for the company to whose stores 

they were forced to take their furs to pay for the merchandise 

which they had received. These furs added to those brought to 

France by fishing vessels, made them more common and the profits 
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of the trade decreased." 

"Up to this time," he went on, "this famous company 

of Cardinal Richelieu had not much advanced the affairs of 

Canada. Too little help on its part and the continual incur­

sions of the Iroquois was keeping the country in such a sad 

state that His Majesty resolved to take it over after the cession 

that the company made after having had it for thirty years." 

"The great Company of the West Indies succeeded to 

the Hundred Associates" and the king sent Tracy, Courcelles and 

Talon to put order in the colony. Then Riverin went on to explain 

that Talon had obtained the freedom of trade for the colonists 

and finally when in 1672, M. le Comte de Frontenac came to re­

place II. de Courcelles, the colony had progressed more in six 

years than during the fifty-seven since Champlain had established 

it. It is not to be doubted that this progress would have con­

tinued if in 1674 it had not been asked to reestablish the mono­

poly of the fur trade." 

"The West Indies Company", he continued, " had granted 

to the inhabitants the privilege of the trade for themselves on 

condition that they would give one quarter of their furs to the 

company. The quantity of furs became so great that the price of 

beaver hats came down to as low as forty francs. This decrease 

became worse after the coming of Tracy and the Carignan regiment. 

Furs were still worth seven or eight grancs a pound and everyone 
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wanted his share of the trade and some started to go into the 

bush after them and the quantity became so great that the price 

fell still lower." 

"The inhabitants became alarmed; it was understood that 

as the population would increase, the price would come down, but 

the remedy (the establishment of a monopoly) was worse than the 

evil. It was done in good faith in the hope of maintaining the 

trade by fixing prices. It will be seen how the fixed price 

brought the colony to its present state." 

"The West Indies Company, not having met with more 

success than the preceding companies, was revoked in 1674 and 

His Majesty established the Western Domain which he placed in 

the hands of a farmer. The price of beaver was fixed according 

to quality and the farmer was to pay for it with bills of exchange 

on the French treasury. There was reason to believe that this 

would be beneficial to the inhabitants and the farmer alike. 

The price was fixed and advantageous and the farmers hoped to 

make profits. They did not expect that the inhabitants of Canada, 

attracted by this sure profit, would abandon everything else for 

the fur trade and that they would find themselves, because of the 

tremendous increase in the quantity of furs, in the impossibility 

of consuming all these furs and hence of paying the fixed price," 

"By desiring this fixed price as what could contribute 

the most to the happiness of the inhabitants, it was not realized 

that by giving them such profits it would turn them away from all 

other occupations, such as farming, fishing and from all other 
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useful and honest pursuits, that they would abandon themselves 

entirely to this odious trade which would ruin their morals, 

make them insubordinate and that it would bring the worst of 

all evils, an excessive surplus of the furs which they had re­

garded as their sole wealth," 

"This was not long in coming, the merchants of the 

country turned all their attention to beaver and they did not 

limit themselves to those that the Indians brought to them, 

being assured that the farmer would have to pay for all the 

furs they could gather. All their thoughts turned to means of 

obtaining more furs. Going to get them in the most remote 

places, appeared to them to be the best means, but as it was 

not possible for them to leave their families for such long and 

hard trips, they hired the young men of the colony to go for 

them. They loaded them with merchandise and to encourage 

them, gave them a share of the profits." 

"All that was needed to undertake this trade was the 

permission of the governor. The one who was there at the time 

(Frontenac) did not refuse it to his friends. In a short while, 

there was so much beaver that the farmers were forced to abandon 

the proposition." 

The above gives, in Riverin's language, the description 

of the genesis of the bush ranger. Then he went on with the 

abuses which were bound to creep into such a system. "To remedy 

this situation," he continued, "the king cancelled the permis­

sions, but the governor having alleged that they were necessary 

to hold the Indians as our allies, he was allowed to grant a 



- 373 -

certain number (25). The intention of His Majesty was that 

these "conges" would be distributed to poor families by the 

governor and the intendant, but the governor never allowed the 

intendant to take cognizance of them, stating that it was de­

creasing his authority. He distributed them himself, increased 

the number as he pleased and to maintain himself in possession 

of this trade of which he had become the master, he established 

posts in the Indian country the commandment of which he gave 

to his friends. These posts soon became the "rendez-vous" of 

all the bush rangers," 

"The king, having heard this, abolished the "congas" 

and ordered him to recall all the bush rangers, otherwise they 

would be severely punished. The evil did not cease for all 

that; the bush rangers did not come back, means were found to 

send them merchandise and from time to time whole bands left 

for the Indian country. This started quarrels between the 

governor, the intendant and the Superior Council which brought 

the recall of both the governor and the intendant." 

"The bush rangers had become so numerous and so bold, 

encouraged by so much protection, that they threatened to emi­

grate to New England, if they continued to be bothered. His 

Majesty thought it advisable to grant them an amnesty and to 

reestablish the twenty-five "conges" to remove the danger of 

having them fall again into disobedience and he ordered the 

new governor (de la Barre) to use them (the 'bonges") better 

than his predecessor and forbade him to distribute them with­

out the participation of the intendant (de Meulles)." 
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"The governor and the intendant arrived together in 

the colony in 1682, but the disorder did not cease. The chief 

of the bush rangers (Du Lhut), fearing arrest, had gone baok 

to Franoe and after the amnesty he returned to Canada on the 

same vessel as the governor and succeeded in gaining his favour 

and in inspiring him with the desire far the large profits of 

the fur trade. Upon arriving at Quebec he (Du Lhut) introduced 

him to merchants who were capable of undertaking anything under 

his protection, Du Lhut returned to the Outaouais country. The 

bush rangers saw him with pleasure and then did not bother to 

return home nor to take advantage of the amnesty. Those who came 

back to the colony, only came to bring down their furs and then 

returned to the bush with more merchandise," 

"The governor and the intendant soon agreed on the dis­

tribution of "conges;" they distributed them between themselves 

and sold them to merchants who undertook to buy from the intendant 

some merchandise which he had brought from France. They granted 

as many "conges" as they wished and gave some to others to prevent 

murmuring and then gave others under pretext of passports which 

they multiplied to the point where in a short time there were more 

than six hundred bush rangers." 

"An accident happened," continued the author of the 

memorandum, "three canoes of rangers were pillaged by a band of 

young Iroquois. The news came to Quebec where it was thought 

that all the other canoes would have the same fate, and then 

there was no other thought than for the destruction of the 
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Iroquois. It was, therefore, to avenge these three canoes that 

it was decided to declare war on the Iroquois. Advice was asked 

at Court and three companies were sent which arrived in november 

1683. Preparations took the whole winter and in 1684, the gover­

nor left (for Lake Ontario) with his three oompanies and eight 

hundred inhabitants, two hundred bush rangers and four hundred 

Indians were to join the expedition." Then, at some length, the 

writer described the war where "six hundred men died of misery 

and privation" and the dishonourable peace which was responsible 

for the recall of de la Barre. 

Riverin also gave, in this memorandum, a description 

of the bush rangers which is worth repeating here. "They are 

Frenchmen born in Canada," he wrote, "or who have come from 

France to reside here. They are young men; old age is incapable 

of supporting the fatigues of this trade. Some of them are of 

good families, others are only simple inhabitants or sons of in­

habitants and others have no profession and are called "volun­

taries," Some are hired by merchants, others are on their own. 

They travel in canoes. Their food consists in biscuit, peas, 

corn and alcohol and they subsist mainly from hunting and fishing 

and sometimes they are forced to fast or to eat moss." 

"Each canoe carries about 3,500 livres worth of mer­

chandise, price of Canada, which have cost less than 1,500 in 

France and when beaver was at a high price they brought back 

7,000 livres worth with this. They do all kinds of meannesses 

to the Indians to obtain their furs,.o As it does not take 
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long to carry on this trade, they live in perpetual laziness 

which leads them to all sorts of debauchery. Gambling, drunken­

ness and women often consume the capital as well as the profits 

of their trade. They live in complete independance. Some of 

them deal only in alcohol. Profits are immense in this trade 

because the Indians give all they have for liquor. As much as 

15,000 livres worth of beaver have been bought with one hogshead 

of liquor worth 200 livres. The placing of the beaver trade in 

one hand is the main cause of all these evils," 

"The bush rangers after having lived this life for a 

while are incapable of returning to civil life, to the cultiva­

tion of the soil or to any other trade." 

After the description of the fur trade and of the bush 

rangers, Riverin proceeded to describe the war which Denonville 

carried on against the Iroquois. He stated that under Denonville 

and Champigny, an attempt was made to regulate the fur trade and 

"it was the first time that the "conges" were distributed accord­

ing to the king's wishes." Riverin then described the expedition 

of Denonville against the Iroquois and how 2,000 of them were 

routed. "The governor," he wrote, "recognized the impossibility 

of beating the Iroquois and made peace with them. He found out 

that the cupidity of the merchants and of the bush rangers was 

the cause of the war and he understood that it was unfair to 

reduce the whole country to ruin because of the interests of 

a few individuals." 
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He then described the conditions to which the war had 

reduced the colony and he continued: "The ardour far gathering 

beavers did not decrease during these troubles; everyone found 

the means of sending merchandise to the Outaouais country. The 

bush rangers were not coming back; they were over six hundred 

in number and they increased the quantity of beaver to such an 

extent that in 1684 the farmers had to abandon the farm. The 

colony was satisfied and for at least four years there was a 

surplus of five or six hundred thousand pounds of beaver." 

"The better the farmers paid, the larger was the quan­

tity of beaver brought. So much was gathered that in 1700 the 

farmers were discharged of a debt of 3,762,508 livres 10 sols 

which His Majesty had to take over. Everything was done to find 

the consumption of these beavers. It was resolved to stop the 

"conges" and to decrease the price of beaver considerably. Hear­

ing of this proposed decrease, the colony was up in arms and the 

fear that the Indians would abandon the French and take their 

furs to the English, if the accustomed price was not continued, 

was brought forward. Finally in 1700 the deputies of the colony 

signed a treaty whereby they took full control of the beavers and 

new expenses were incurred. The commissioners began to refuse 

the bills of exchange and this brought the oolony to the verge 

of ruin. The company owed 900,000 livres. Pettifogging began 

between deputies and commissioners, the Court named referees and 

the merchants who had not been payed for their bills of exchange 

were unable to buy merchandise and in 1703 only a small number 
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of vessels came to Canada." These news, he went on to say, caused 

consternation in the colony and scarcity was extreme. Then Riverin 

ended the memorandum by a series of considerations on the evil of 

the reunion of heaver trade in one hand which he claimed was res­

ponsible for the plight of the colony. His opinion in this matter 

was not shared by everyone. In 1689, Ruette d'Auteuil in a memo­

randum (2) claimed that unless the beaver trade was kept in one 

hand, it would lose its value. He also claimed that the cause 

of the lack of demand for furs was that the English were obtain­

ing too many from the Indians and were then competing with France 

on the Dutch market. 

The king himself recognized that the fixed price of 

beaver was the cause of the excessive amount of furs which were 

delivered to the farmers. In 1695, he wrote (3) to Frontenac 

and Champigny as follows: "Things have reached the point where 

it is evident that the means taken to help the colony and to 

prevent the abuses of bush ranging and to employ the inhabitants 

at more suitable pursuits have become useless, and the remedy 

has been worse than the evil. The fixing of a high price, accord­

ing to quality, for beaver, having had an effect contrary to what 

had been expected, the farmers have made losses which they can no 

longer suffer.. " In 1696, the king found it necessary to 

write (4) to Frontenac telling him to refuse to accept beaver 

furs until he received further orders from him. In the same year 

he abolished the "conges" and directed that furs be accepted only 

in the public markets of the colony. 
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Riverin's memorandum may lack accuracy in certain details, 

but it illustrates well the reason why the fur trade was the vic­

torious rival of agriculture and it establishes clearly that the 

inhabitants had good reasons for turning their attentions to the 

fur trade. The price of furs was fixed and the more furs that 

were brought to the farmers, the greater were the revenues. With 

agriculture, the situation was quite different. There being no 

outside markets for agricultural goods and demand within the 

colony being quite inelastic, it was very evident that increased 

production could not help but bring down prices so low that far­

mers could not obtain sufficient with their surplus to provide 

the needs of their families. There is no doubt whatever, that 

if the king had followed the policy of price fixing, at a pro­

fitable levels for agricultural goods, production would have 

increased and we do not hesitate to assert that the majority of 

the bush rangers would have preferred to remain in the colony 

rather than live in the wilderness. We must, therefore, say that 

if there were bush rangers it was because the inhabitants could 

not find anything else to do which was equally profitable. 
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CHAPTER V. 

Conclusion. 

In this study we have shown the development of agri­

culture in Canada during the XVIth and XVIIth centuries. We 

have endeavoured to place the responsibility for the apparent 

lack of development of agriculture where it belonged. 

We have established beyond possible doubt that the 

kings and ministers of France did not fulfill their duty re­

garding the establishment of New France. If all through the 

period the colony was in a state of semi ruin, it was because 

they did not have sufficient interest to supervise their in­

vestments in Canada. We have shown that they were badly served 

in the colony but they never were sufficiently interested to 

find it out and to act accordingly. Even the small amount of 

money which the king spent in America would have accomplished 

great things if there had been someone really interested in the 

welfare of the colony to supervise the spending of it. Further­

more, if this had been done, the king would not have suffered 

the heavy losses which he suffered in the debacle of the fur 

trade. 

We have tried to establish that small as it was, the 

development of agriculture was all that could be accomplished 

under the existing conditions. It was futile for the king to 

expect that every Canadian would go on producing agricultural 

goods when there was no outlet for the produce and when price 

relationships were such that a farmer could not buy sufficient 

clothes for his family from the sale of his entire crop. 
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We have established the responsibility of France's 

policy of trying to establish colonies solely for the good of 

the mother country without consideration whatever for the wel­

fare of these people who had abandoned country and home to build 

another France across the Atlantic. When we consider the lack of 

generosity of the king and of the French government for New France, 

it becomes a matter of wonder to consider the results obtained, 

and we are forced to admire these poor colonists who established 

themselves in Canada, almost in spite of the mother country. The 

colonists who opened up Canada to civilization in the face of an 

abandonment which has no equal in the history of colonial esta­

blishments must truly have been a great people. 

In a study of this nature, it has been impossible to 

enter into many details as time and space did not permit. The 

writer has tried to give in each chapter the outline of as many 

separate studies which could be made by others who might be in­

terested in the early development of Canada, 

In preparing this thesis, which has required many months 

of research in dusty manuscripts, the writer has acquired a very 

great admiration for his ancestors who have toiled so hard, in 

the face of difficulties which to our generation would appear un-

surmountable. If those who will read these pages, with some in­

dulgence for their many faults, will only acquire the desire for 

further study of the life of these people who have laid the 

foundation of this country which we are so proud to call our own, 

the writer will be more than fully repaid for his work0 
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A P P E N D I X 



TABLE 1 . ifTLMATE OF THE NATIONAL '^lAlTH OF C li,_D~, \ ITH PERC iNTAGE OF C, 

"•• r 
IPGNENT ITEMS, 1 9 3 3 . 

I 
tQ 
CD 

I 

CLASSIFICATION 

Farm values (land, buildings, implements, 
machinery and livestock) 
Agricultural products in the possession 
of farmers and traders 

Total Agricultural Wealth 
Mines (capital employed) 
Forests (estimated value of accessible 
raw materials, pulpwood and capital 
invested in woods operations) 
Fisheries (capital invested in boats, 
gear, etc., in primary operations) 
Central electric sta> ions (capital invested 
in lands and buildings other than office 
buildings aid in equipment, materials, etc.) 
Manufactures (machinery and tools, and estimate 
for capital in rural lands and buildings, du­
plication excluded) 
Manufactures (materials on hand and stocks in 
process, duplication excluded) 
Construction, custom and repair (estimate of 
capital invested in machinery and tools and 
materials on hand) 
Trading establishments (estimate of the value 
of furniture and fixtures, equipment and 
materials on hand) 
Steam railways (investment in road and equipment 
Electric railways (investment in rod and equip* 
ment) 
Telephones (cost of property and equipment) 

Aggregate 
Amounts 
$'000 

4,760,844 

802,946 

5,563,790 
800,292 

2,090,821 

25,380 

1,309,801 

949,721 

368,070 

32,385 

708,043 

)|3,365,464 
223,704 

530,491 

Percentage 
of Total 

p . c . 

18.48 

3.11 

21.59 
3.10 
8.11 

0.10 

5.08 

3.69 

1.43 

0.13 

2.75 

13.06 
0.87 

1.28 

Average 
Amounts 
per Head of 

Population (1) 

445.73 

75.17 

520.90 
74.93 

195.75 

2.38 

122.63 

88.92 

34.46 

0.03 

66.29 

315.09 
20.94 

30.94 



TION 

i 

co 
to 
i 

Urban r e a l property (assessed v r lu - t i ons and 
exempfed proper t ies and estimate for under­
value Hon by assessors and for roads , sewers, 
e t c . 
Canals (amounts expended on construct ion to 
Kerch 31 , 1954) 
Harbours (approxim te amounts expenaed to 
March 2 1 , 1934) 
Shipping (including a i r c r a f t ) 
Automobiles (est imate of the value of 
automobiles reg i s te red) 
Highways, e t c . 
Household furnishings , c lo th ing , e t c . (value 
estimated from production and t r t d e s t a t i s t i c s ) 
Specie , coin , and other currency held by the 
Government, chartered banks and the genera l 
public) 
Grand Total 

(1) Estimated population of Canada, June 1, 
1933, 10.681,000 

^ g r e g a t e 
"iouni s 
v'OOO 

6,913,530 

267,671 

502,264 

135,506 
392.211 

689,523 
913,397 

186,362 

25,768,236 

Percentage 
of Total 

P, c . 

26,85 

1.04 

1.95 

0.53 
X « O Ci 

2.68 
5.54 

0.72 

/verage 
.liiount s 

per Hetad of 
-cpulotion (1) 

100.00 

647.27 

25.06 

47.02 

12.69 
36.72 

64.54 
85.52 

17.45 

2,412.53 

This t ab l e i s taken from the 1959 Canada Year Book. 
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'ABLE 2 - NET VALUE OF RODUCTIUN IN C^.'DA BY INDUfTRIEB, 1936 (l) 

INDUSTRIES 

A g r i c u l t u r e 

F o r e s t r y 

F i s h e r i e s 

T r a p p i n g 

M i n i n g 

E l e c t r i c power 

T o t a l s , P r i m a r y P r o d u c t i o n 

C o n s t r u c t i o n 

C u s t o a and r e p a i r 

(2) 
M a n u f a c t u r e s ' 

T o t a l s , S e c o n d a r y P r o d u c t i o n 

Grand t o t a l s 

Value 

1 
6 9 0 , 3 7 9 , 0 0 0 

2 3 1 , 9 3 7 , 5 6 1 

3 4 , 2 3 4 , 0 6 3 

9 , 2 1 4 , 325 

2 9 1 , 9 7 2 , 3 5 9 

1 3 3 . 5 6 1 . 3 8 7 

1 , 3 9 1 , 2 9 8 , 6 9 5 

1 5 5 , 8 5 1 , 1 6 2 

9 7 , 3 5 3 , 7 1 2 

1 , 2 8 9 , 5 9 2 , 6 7 2 

1 , 5 2 2 , 7 7 7 , 5 4 6 

2 , 6 6 5 , 8 6 1 , 6 8 9 

P e r c e n t a g e of 
n e t v a l u e by 
i n d u r t r y t o 
t o t a l n e t 
P r o d u c t i o n , 

1936 
P - ° r 

2 5 . 9 0 

8 . 7 0 

1 .28 

0 . 3 5 

1 0 . 9 5 

5 . 0 1 

5 2 . 1 9 

5 . 1 0 

3 , 6 5 

4 8 . 3 7 

5 7 . 1 2 

1 0 0 . 0 0 

(1) This table is taken from Canada Year Book, 1939, 
English Edition, p.178. 

(2) This item includes such items as dairy factories, 
sawmills, etc., which are also included in other 
headings above. This duplication amounts to 
$248,214,552. 
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TABLE 5 - CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF THE PRINCIPAL EVENTS WHICH 
OCCURRED IN FRANCE BETWEEN 1492 AND 1765 (1) 

1492 - Charles VIII took over the direction of the affairs of his Kingdom. 

1494 - Italian wars. Conquest of Naples. 

1495 - Formation of the "Ligue de Venise". 

1496 - Loss of the Kingdom of Naples. The financial situation of France was 
such that money had to be borrowed at very high rates of interest to 
pay the cost of the war. 

1498 - Death of Charles VIII. Louis XII King. 

1499-1500 - Conquest of Milan. 

1501 - French expedition in the Orient. Failure of this Crusade. Naples again 

taken by Louis XII. 

1502 - War with Spain. 

1505 - The Spaniards entered into Naples. Defeat of the French army on the 

Garigliano. 

1504 - Treaty of Blois. 

1506 - Revolt of Genoa. 

1507 - Alliance with Spain and as a result Maximilien lead an army into Italy. 

1508 - Formation of the "League of Cambrai" against Venice. 

1509 - Louis XII declared war on Venice. 

1510 - Rupture of the treaty of Cambrai. 

1511 - Louis XII declared war on Pope Jules II. Formation of the Holy League 
between the Pope, Spain, Venice and England against France. 

1511-1512 - Campaigns of Gaston de Foix. 
1515 - War against England and the Empire. Louis XII alone against the whole 

of Europe. Invasion of France by the Swiss and the English. 

1514 - Peace treaty between France and England. Louis XII had to pay a heavy 
ransom to Henry VIII. 

1515 - Death of Louis XII. Francis I, King. The war of Italy continued. 

1518-9 - Peace treaties marked the end of the war of Italy which had occupied 
France for 25 years. 

1519-1547 - Struggle against Charles V. 
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1521-1526 - War against Charles V. 

1525 - Verazzano visited the coast of America. 

1525 - Francis I was taken prisoner. 

1526 - Treaty of Madrid. To regain his liberty Francis had t» give up two 
provinces, renounced his rights on Italy and paid a ransom of over 
9,000,000 francs. 

1526-1529 - Second war against Charles V. 

1529 - Treaty of Cambrai. 

1554 - Jacques Cartier took possession of New France. 

1556-1558 - Third war against Charles V. 

1558 - Truce of Nice. 

1542-1546 - Fourth war against Charles V. 

1546 - Treaty of Ardres with Henry VIII. 

1547 - Death of Francis I. Henry II, King. 

1547 - Revolt in Saintonge and Guyenne. 

1552-6 - War against Charles V. 

1556 - Truce of Vaucelles. 

1557-1559 - War against Philippe II. 

1559 - Treaty of Cateau-Cambresis. Henry II took advantage of this peace 

to check the Reform. Death of Henry II. Francis II, King. Religious 
persecutions. 

1560 - Death of Francis II. Charles IX, King. Catherine de Medicis, Regent. 
First religious wars. 

1565 - Edict of Ambroise. 

1567-8 - Second religious war: The Huguenots. 

1568 - Treaty of Longjumeau. 

1568-1570 - Third religious war. 

1570 - Treaty of St. Germain. 

1572-5 - Fourth religious war. 

1575 - Treaty of la Rochelle. 

1574 - Death of Charles IX. Henry III, King. 
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1574-5 - Fifth religious war. 

1576 - Treaty of Beaulieu. 

1576-1580 - Sixth and seventh religious wars. 

1580 - Treaty of Fleix. 

1585-1594 - Eighth religious war. 

1589 - Henry III murdered. Henry IV, King. 

1595 - Henry IV renounced Protestantism. 

1595 - War against Spain. 

1598 - Treaty of Vervins. Edict of Nantes. Henry IV took advantage of this 
period of peace to bring back the Feudal Lords into submission and to 
repair the damages done to France by thirty years of civil war. 

1610 - Death of Henry IV (murdered). Louis XIII, King. Marie de Medicis, Regent. 

1610-1617 - Concini, Minister. Squandered the reserves built up by Sully and 
Henry IV. 

1617-1621 - Ministery of Luynes. 

1620 - Revolution. 

1622 - Treaty of Montpellier. 

1624-1642 - Ministry of Richelieu. 

1627-8 - Religious war. Protestants helped by England. 

1629 - Treaty of Alais. End of religious wars. 

1652 - Revolution of Montmorency. 

1655-1648 - France played a part in the 50 years war. 

1642 - Death of Richelieu. 

1645 - Death of Louis XIII. Louis XIV, King. Anne of Austria, Regent. 
Mazarin, Minister. 

1648 - Treaty of Westpbalie. 

1648-1659 - War against Spain. 

1649-1655 - The Fronde. This civil war coming after the long external war 
caused extreme poverty. 

1650 - Treaty of Oliva and Copenhagen. 
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.661 - Death of Mazarin. During his ministry the public debt increased by 450 
millions while he amassed a fortune which exceeded 50 millions (approximately 
200 millions in present day currency). Louis XIV took the direction of his 
Kingdom. Colbert became Minister. 

.664 - Assistance to Hungary against the Turks. 

L665 - Assistance to Portugal. 

L667 - War in Flanders. 

L668 - War in Franche-Comte. Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. 

L672-1678 - War with Holland. 

L678 - Treaty of Nimegue. 

L685 - Death of Colbert. 

L685 - Edict of Fontainebleau which repealed the edict of Nantes. Emigration 
of Protestants. 

L686 - Treaty of Augsbourg - Union of most of Europe against France. 

L688 - War against the Empire, England and Holland. 

L696 - Treaty of Turin. 

L697 - Treaty of Ryswick. 

L701-1712 - Wars in Italy, Germany, Spain, Holland and England. 

L715 - Treaty of Utrecht. 

L715 - Death of Louis XIV. Louis XV, King. Regency of Philippe d»Orleans. 
Critical financial situation. 

L716 - Bank of John Law. 

L719 - War against Spain. 

L720 - Bankruptcy. 

JZ1 - Peace treaty with Spain. 

.725-1726 - Ministry of Bourbon. 

.726-1745 - Ministry of Fleury. 

.755-1755 - War of the Polish Succession. 

.758 - Treaty of Vienna. 

.741-1748 - War of the Austrian Succession. 

.745 - Death of Fleury. 

.748 - Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. 
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1756 - Seven years war. 

1765 - Treaty of Paris. 

(1) This table was prepared from the Work of E. Lavisse, previously cited 
and from Histoire de France by C. S. Viator, Paris. Librairie classique 
et d1education. A. Pigoriau, 15 quai de Conti. 1887. 
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TABLE 4 - CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF THE PRINCIPAL EVENTS IN THE 
HISTORY OF CANADA BETWEEN 1492 AND 1765 (1) 

1492 - Christopher Columbus discovered America. 

1497 - John Cabot discovered Labrador. 

1500 - Gaspar Corte-Real discovered Newfoundland. At this time the Basques, the 
Bretons and the Normands were doing the cod and whale fishing on the Grand 
Banks of Newfoundland and on the coasts of Canada. 

1518 (or perhaps 1528) - The Baron de Lery left France with colonists, but contrary 
winds forced him to abandon the project, after leaving some livestock on 
Sable Island. 

1524 - Verazzano explored the coast of America. 

1554 - First voyage of Jacques Cartier. He took possession of the country in the 

name of Christ and of France. 

1555 - Cartier1s second voyage. Ascended the St. Lawrence to Hochelaga. 

1541 - Cartier's third voyage. 
1542-5 - Roberval with two hundred colonists of both sexes wintered at Cap Rouge. 

Rescued in 1545 by Senneterre and probably Cartier on his fourth voyage. 

1562 - Jean Ribaut explored the coast of America and built a small fort in South 
Carolina. 

1598 - First attempt at colonization), in Acadia. Troilus Du Mesgouez, Marquis de 
la Roche, obtained from Henry IV a commission of Lieutenant-general in 
Acadia. He landed 60 convicts on Sable Island, five years later eleven 
of them were repatriated by Chefdhostel. 

1599 - Chauvin and Dupont-Grave obtained the monopoly of the fur trade in Canada 
and Acadia. In 1600, they sent four ships to Tadoussac. They left sixteen 
persons who would have all died, had they not been helped by the Indians. 
Chauvin carried on the fur trade for two more years. 

1605 - De Chastes sent Champlain and Dupont-Grave on an exploring tour of New France. 

1604 - Mr. de Monts' Company sent settlers to Acadia under the command of Champlain 
and Poutrincourt. They spent the winter on Ste Croix Island where thirty-
five men died of scurvy. 

1605 - Port Royal founded by de Monts. 

1607 - Port Royal abandoned. 

1608 - De Monts sent two ships to New France. One commanded by Dupont-Grave was 
for the fur trade at Tadoussac; the second was to carry Champlain and thirty 
colonists to start an establishment on the St. Lawrence. Quebec founded. 
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1609 - Champlain visited the lake which bears his namej in a first encounter 
with the Iroquois, he put them to flight. 

1610 - Champlain returned to Quebec. Second expedition against the Iroquois, 
on the River Richelieu. They were again defeated. 
Poutrincourt returned to Acadia with choice settlers. 

1611 - Poutrincourt brought two Jesuit Fathers to the colony. 

1615 - Mme de Guercheville sent a ship with forty eight colonists under the 
command of La Saussaye. They started a settlement on St. Sauveur Island. 
The English under Argall destroyed this settlement, and then Port Royal. 
The settlers took refuge among the Indians. Champlain formed a company 
under the protection of the Comte de Soissons and later under the Prince 
of Conde obtaining the monopoly of the trade. 

1615 - Champlain explored the Great Lakes. In a third encounter with the 
Iroquois he was wounded and forced to winter in the region. 

1617 - Louis Hebert, the first settler, arrived at Quebec with his family. 

1619 - After a dispute with the shareholders of the Company, Champlain was 
placed at the head of New France. 

1620 - Champlain returned to New France with his wife and began the construction 
of Fort St. Louis at Quebec. The Recollet convent was erected. 

1621 - Champlain published a few ordinances for the good conduct of settlers and 
the maintenance of order in the colony. A new Trading Company was formed 
under the Caen. Trouble between the two companies. 

1625 - First attempts of the English to colonize Acadia under Sir William Alexander. 

1624 - Peace treaty between the Algonquins and the Hurons on one side and the 
Iroquois on the other. 

1625 - Henri de Levis, due de Ventadour, succeeded Montmorency as Viceroy of 
New France. 
The Jesuits arrived in New France. 

1626 - Champlain established Br farm near Cape Tourmente. 

1627 - The "Company of New France" called that of the "Hundred Associates" was 
founded. 

1629 - Quebec taken by Kirke brothers. Champlain was brought to England and 
later proceeded to France. Only five families totalling thirty-four 
persons remained in New France. 

1652 - Quebec restored to France by the treaty of St. Germain-en-Laye. Raymond 
de la Ralde, Du Plessis Bochard and Emery de Caen took possession of 
Canada. 
Isaac de Razilly took possession of Acadia and was appointed Lieutenant-
general for the King. He settled at La Heve. 

1655 - Champlain resumed the office of Governor. 
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1654 - Three Rivers founded by de la Violette. Robert Giffard obtained the first 
seigniory. On the fourth of June 1654 he landed at Quebec with his family 
and some settlers, in all forty-two persons. 

1655 - First college founded at Quebec. Death of Champlain. More settlers arrived. 
Second Governor: M. de Montmagny (1656 to 1648). 

1656 - Arrival of forty-five settlers, who settled mostly on the coast of Beaupre. 

1656 - The war started between Hurons and Iroquois. Island of Montreal granted to 
Jacques Girard for Jean de Lauzon. 

1640 - Foundation of the Montreal Company, which purchased the Island of Montreal 
from Lauzon. 

1642 - Foundation of Montreal by M. de Maisonneuve. He arrived with thirty-seven 
settlers and soldiers and three women. 

1645 - Some colonists were sent to Montreal under the command of Louis d'Ailleboust 
de Coulonges. 

1644 - Sieur de la Barre brought colonists and a company of soldiers to Montreal. 

1645 - M. de Montmagny signed a peace treaty with the Iroquois, the Algonquins and 
the Hurons. The Company of the Hundred Associates transferred its rights 
to the "Compagnie des Habitants". 

1647 - The "Conpagnie des Habitants" imported the first horse into the Colony as a 
gift to M. de Montmagny. 

THIRD GOVERNOR: M. d'Ailleboust (1648 to 1651) 

1648 - War started between the Hurons and the Iroquois. 

1647-8 - Proposal of a trade treaty between New France and New England. 

FOURTH GOVERNOR: M, de Lauzon (1651 to 1657) 

1652 - The Iroquois continued the war. The Governor of Three Rivers and fourteen 
Frenchmen were massacred. 

1655 - Maisonneuve arrived in Montreal with one hundred and five settlers. 

1654 - Peace treaty with the Iroquois. 
Micolas Denys obtained the concession of Newfoundland, Cape Breton, 
St. John's Island. 
The English seized Acadia. 

1656 - The Iroquois again declared war. 
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FIFTH GOVERNOR: M. d'Argenson (1657 to 1661) 

1658 - Canada erected into an Apostolic Vicariate: Mgr- de Laval, titular bishop. 

1660 - Dollard and sixteen companions saved Ville Marie from destruction by the 
Iroquois. 

SIXTH GOVERNOR: M. d'Avaugour (1661 to 1665) 

1665 - The Company of New France surrendered its rights, and the government 
became vice-regal. 

SEVENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Mesy (1665 to 1665) 

1665 - Sovereign council established. 
One hundred and fifty nine settlers arrived at Quebec. 

1664 - The West Indies Company obtained the privileges of the Company of New 
France. The Island of Montreal became the property of the Sulpicians. 
Misunderstandings between de Mesy and Mgr. de Laval. 

EIGHTH GOVERNOR: M. de Courcelle (1665 to 1672) 

1665 - Arrival of M. de Tracy , Intendant Talon and the Carignan regiment. First 
horses brought into New France. Forts Sorel, Chambly and Ste Therese 
erected on the Richelieu River. 

1666 - The King by an edict of April the 8th granted to the colony the freedom of 
trade with the Indians. 
Tracy lead an expedition against the Iroquois but instead of finding the 
Iroquois country arrived at Corlar (Schenectady) in New Holland. A second 
expedition was lead in the fall. The Canadian Militia took part each time. 
A peace treaty was signed with the Iroquois. 

1668 - Navigation established between Quebec and the West Indies by Talon. 
Talon returned to France. Bouteroue replaced him. 

1669 - Talon returned to Canada with 550 settlers. 

1670 - Hudson Bay Company founded. 

1670 - Talon asked for a special currency for Canada. 

1671 - The Sieur de St. Lusson took solemn possession of Sault Ste Marie and 
surrounding country in the name of Louis XIV. 

NINTH GOVERNOR: M. de Frontenac (1672 to 1682) 

1672 - Fort Cataracoui built on the north shore of Lake Ontario. Talon returned 
to France. 

1675 - Jolliet and Father Marquette discovered the Mississipi. 
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1674 - The King abolished the West Indies Company which was not fulfilling its 
obligations. 
Difficulties between Frontenac and Perrot; intervention of the Sulpicians 
and of the Abbe de Salignac-Fenelon. 

1675 - Jacques Duchesneau was appointed Intendant. 

1679 - Difficulties between Frontenac and Duchesneau over a question of precedence 
at the Sovereign Council and the trading of liquor with the Indians. La Salle 
had the ship Griffon built on Lake Ontario. 

1680 - La Salle built Fort Niagara. He received the grant of the seigniory of 

Cataracoui. 

1681 - Formation at Quebec of the Company of the North. 

1682 - Recall of both Frontenac and Duchesneau. 

TENTH GOVERNOR: M. de la Barre (1682 to 1685) 

1682 - M. de Meules, Intendant. 
War again declared by the Iroquois. 

1684 - La Barre's expedition against the Iroquois with 1,200 troops. The Governor, 
having signed a disadvantageous peace treaty, was dismissed by Louis XIV. 

ELEVENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Denonville (1685 to 1689) 

1686 - Denonville prepared for an expedition against the Iroquois. Champigny 
replaced de Meules as Intendant. 

1687 - Arrival of Vaudreuil with 800 soldiers. Denonville carried the war into 
the country of the Tsonnontouans with 800 soldiers, 900 Canadians and 500 
Indians. The soldiers brought over by Vaudreuil remained behind to look 
after the settlements. 

1689 - Massacre of the inhabitants of Lachine by the Iroquois. 

TWELFTH GOVERNOR: M. de Frontenac (1689 to 1698) 

1689 - England declared war to France. 

1690 - Three war parties defeated the English at Corlar (Schenectady), Salmon 
Falls (New Hampshire) and Casco. Siege of Quebec by Phipps. Exploits of 
Madeleine de Vercheresx at Vercheres Fort. Bread was taxed at Quebec on 
the basis of four livres to the bushel of wheat. 

1691 - Frontenac and Champigny made card money to obviate the lack of currency. 

1691 - The English of New England under Schuyler made a descent upon Quebec by 
Lake Champlain and were repulsed at La Prairie de la Madeleine. 

1695 - Fort Cataracoui was rebuilt by Frontenac. 
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1696 - D'Iberville captured St. John, Newfoundland and Fort Pemaquid. 
With 1,000 soldiers, 800 Canadians and 500 Indians, Frontenac lead an 
expedition against the Iroquois who asked for peace. 

1697 - Treaty of Ryswick: Hudson Bay restored to France, and part of Newfoundland 
to England. 

1698 - Death of Frontenac. 

THIRTEENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Calliere (1698 to 1705) 

1701 - Great treaty of peace signed at Montreal between the Indians and the French. 
Detroit founded by Lamothe Cadillac and Mobile by Lemoyne de Bienville. 
Canadians granted the right to manufacture. Beginning of the war of the 
Spanish Succession, which was to have repercussions in Canada. 

1702 - Beauharnois replaced Champigny as Intendant. 

FOURTEENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Vaudreuil (1705 to 1725) 

1705 - 500 Indians under Michel Le Neuf de Beaubassin attacked New England coast. 

1704 - The settlements of Deerfield and Haverhill destroyed by Hertel de Rouville. 
Church attacked Port Royal in Acadia, but was repulsed by Governor Subercase. 

1705 - Canadians captured the English posts on Newfoundland. Raudot replaced 

Beauharnois as Intendant. 

1706 - Troubles with the Indians at Detroit. 

1707 - March attacked Port Royal, but was driven off. 

1708 - Death of Mgr. de Laval. 

1709 - M. de St. Ovide captured the forts defending St. John, Newfoundland. 

1710 - Port Royal captured by the English. 

1711 - Walker's fleet, bound for Quebec, destroyed by a storm in the Gulf of 
St. Lawrence and Nicholson's army, which was to have effected a junction 
with Walker, retreated. 

1712 - Trouble with the Indians at Detroit. 
Begon, Intendant. 

1715 - Treaty of Utrecht. France ceded to England Acadia, Newfoundland and Hudson 
Bay. Louisbourg founded by the French in Cape Breton or lie Royale for the 
purpose of establishing fisheries and of receiving the inhabitants of New­
foundland and Acadia. 

1714 - Card money in the colony amounted to 2,000,000 livres. The French government 
redeemed it at half its value. The redemption was not completed until 1720 
and at a loss of five eights of the value. 

1718 - New Orleans founded by Lemoyne de Bienville. 
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FIFTEENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Beauharnois (1726 to 1742) 

1727 - Dupuy became Intendant. 

1729 - Massacre of the French in Louisiana by the Natchez. Fort Frederick erected 
at the head of Lake Champlain. 

1751 - Discovery of Lake of the Woods and Lake Manitoba by La Verendrye. 

1751 - Hocquart was named Intendant. 

1735 - La Verendrye discovered Lake Winnipeg. First forge erected at St. Maurice. 

1757 - Hocquart sent products of Canada to be exhibited in France. 

1745 - La Verendrye's eldest son discovered the Rocky Mountains and the source of 
the Missouri. 

1745 - Louisburg taken by the English. 

1746 - Loss of d'Anville's fleet intended to capture Louisburg. 

1747 - The English defeated at Grand Pre. 

ADMINISTRATOR: M. de la Galissonniere (1747 to 1749) 

1748 - Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. Louisburg and Cape Breton restored to France. 
Bigot appointed Intendant. 

1749 - Halifax founded by Lord Halifax who brought there 600 English families. 

SIXTEEN GOVERNOR: M. de la Jonquiere (1749 to 1752) 

1752 - Death of la Jonquiere at Quebec. 
Administrator: Charles Le Moyne, 2nd Baron of Longueuil. 

SEVENTEENTH GOVERNOR: M. Duquesne de Menneville (1752 to 1755) 

1755 - The English admiral, Boscawen, captured two vessels of Dieskau's fleet 
in the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Braddock defeated by Dumas at Monongahela. 
Fort Gaspareaux and Beausejour taken by the English. Acadians dispersed 
by order of General Monckton. Baron Dieskau, French general, wounded 
and made prisoner with his troops at Fort Edward by the English general, 
Johnson. 

EIGHTEENTH GOVERNOR: M. de Vaudreuil (1755 to 1760) 

Seven years war (1756 to 1763) 

1756 - Arrival of Montcalm, Levis, Bourlamaque and Bougainville. 

1757 - Capture of Fort George by Montcalm. 
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1758 - Louisburg taken by the English. Victory of Carillon. The English 
took Fort Frontenac (Kingston). French forced to abandon Fort Duquesne. 

1759 - Forts St. Frederick and Niagara captured by the English. The English 
defeated at Montmorency. Battle of the Plains of Abraham. Quebec 
capitulated on the 18th of September. 

1760 - Battle of Ste Foy, where the French under Levis won a victory. 
Capitulation of Montreal. 

1765 - Signing of the treaty of Paris. 

(1) This chronological list was taken partly from the Quebec 
Statistical Year Book, published by the Quebec Bureau of 
Statisticsj partly from F. X. Garneau, Histoire du Canada, 
cinquieme edition, Paris, Librairie Felix Alcainj and partly 
from notes taken from the various documents of the Canadian 
Archives in Ottawa. 
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TABLE 5 - CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF POPULATION GROWTH IN CANADA, 
1605 - 1763(D 

1605 - Port Royal founded - 44 settlers surviving of the 79 persons 
who had wintered on lie Sainte-Croix during the preceding 
winter. 

1608 - Q,uebec founded - 28 settlers wintered, including Champlain. 

1609 - New France - Population: 8. (Of the decrease 17 were due 

to deaths during the winter). 

1610 - New France - Population: 18, 

1611 - New France - Population; 17. 

1612 - New France - Population: 16. 

1613 - New France - Population: 47. 

1613 - St, John's, Newfoundland founded - 62 persons wintered who 

had been left by Whitburn. 

1614 - New France - Population: 47, 

1615 - New France - Population: 51, 

1616 - New France - Population: 60. 

1617 - New France - Population; 64, 

1618 - New France - Population: 66. 

1619 - New France - Population: 77, 

1620 - New France - Population; 60. 

1621 - New France - Population: 79. 

1622 - New France - Population: 66. 

1622 - Newfoundland - 32 persons wintered with Captain Wynn. 

1623- New France - Population: 66. 

1624 - New France - Population; 62. 

1626 - New France - Population: 81. 

1627 - New France - Population: 55. 
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1628 - New France - Population: 76. 

1629 - New France - Before the taking of Quebec the population 
was 85. After the taking of Quebec, 116 persons wintered, 
90 of these being English belonging to Kirke's Expedition. 

1630 - New France - Population; 100. The decrease is due to the 

departure of 2 French and the death of 14 English. 

1631 - New France - Population: 101. 

1639 - New France - Population: 274. 

1640 - New France - Population: 359. 

1650 - New France - Population: 675. 

1653 - New France - Population; 2,000. 

1654 - Newfoundland - Population: 1,750, 

1663 - New France - Population: 2,500 of whom 800 are in Quebec. 

1666 - New France - Population: 3,215. 

1667 - New Franoe - Population: 3,918. 

1668 - New France - Population: 6,582. 

1671 - Acadia - Population: 392. 

1673 - New France - Population: 6,705. 

1673 - Newfoundland - French population; 64. 

1675 - New France - Population: 7,832. 

1676 - New France - Population; 8,515. 

1679 - New France - Population: 9,400. 

1679 - Acadia - Population: 515. 

1680 - New France - White population: 9,719; Indians segregated 

in villages, 960. 

1680 - Newfoundland - Population; 2,181. 

1681 - Hew France - Population; 9,677, 
1683 - New France - White population: 10,274; settled Indians 

1,512. 
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1683 - Port Royal (Acadia) - Population; 800. 

1685 - New France - White population: 10,977; settled 
Indians, 1538. 

1686 - New France - White population: 11,130; settled 

Indians, 1,436. 

1686 - Acadia - Population: 894. 

1687 - Newfoundland - French population: 663 including servants 
and sailors, 

1688 - New France - White population: 10,523; settled Indians, 

1,259. 

1689 - Acadia - Population: 813. 

1691 - Newfoundland - French population: 155. 

1692 - Newfoundland - English population: 377 men. 

1692 - New France - White population: 11,075; settled Indians, 

1,356. 

1693 - Acadia - Population: 1,018. 

1695 - St. John River (New Brunswick) - Population: 49. 

1695 - New France - White population: 12,786; settled Indians, 
853. 

1696 - Newfoundland - English population: 2,321. 
1698 - New France - White population: 13,821; settled Indians, 

1,540. 
1698 - Acadia (Port Royal, Beaubassin St. John River) -

Population: 814. 

1700 - New France - Population: 15,000. 

1706 - New France - Population; 16,745. 

1707 - Acadia (Cobequid, Les Mines, Chignecto, Port Royal) -
Population: 1,508. 

1707 - New France - Population: 17,530. 

1712 - New Franoe - Population; 19,711. 
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1713 - Havre St. Louis (He Royale) - Population: 160. 

1713 - New France - Population; 18,469. 

1714 - New France - Population; 20,099. 

1714 - Acadia -Estimate (total); 4,000. 

1714 - Newfoundland - British population; 3,160. 

1716 - New France - White population: 20,903; settled 
Indians, 1,935. 

1716 - H e Royale - Population: 1,472. 

1718 - New France - Population; 23,325. 

1719 - New France - Population; 22,503. 

1720 - St. John Island (Prince Edward) - Population; 100, 

1720 - New France - Population; 24,594. 

1720 - H e Royale - Population: 1,740. 

1721 - New France - Population: 25,923. 

1721 - Les Louisianes - Population: 659. 

1722 - New France - Population: 26,589. 

1722 - Les Louisianes - White population: 1,745. 

1723 - New France - Population: 26,999. 

1723 - H e Royale - Population: 2,670. 

1724 - New France - Population; 27,159. 

1724 - H e Royale - Population: 2,243. 

1726 - New France - Population; 29,859. 

1726 - H e Royale - Population: 3,131. 

1726 - Les Louisianes - Population; 2,230 white. 

1727 - New France - Population; 31,184. 

1728 - St. John Island (Prince Edward) - Population: 336. 

1730 - New France - Population: 34,753. 
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1730 - St. John Island - Population: 325. 

1731 - Acadia - Population: 6,000. 

1732 - New France - Population: 35,417. 

1734 - New France - Population: 37.716. 

1734 - H e Royale - Population: 3,388. 

1734 - St. John Island - Population: 572. 

1736 - New France - Population; 39,586. 

1737 - New France - Population: 40,223. 

1737 - H e Royale - Population: 4,038. 

1737 - Acadia - French population: 6,958 (Northern part of 
the peninsula). 

1739 - New France - Population: 45,362. 

1748 - Acadia - Estimated French population: 12,500. 

1749 - Nova Scotia - British population: 2,544. 

1749 - He Royale - Population; 1,980. 

1750 - Detroit - Population; 453. 

1751 - St. John Island - Population: 1,572. 

1752 - Nova Scotia - British and German population: 4,203, 

1752 - lie Royale - Population: 5,928. 

1752 - St. John Island - Population: 2,124. 

1754 - New France - Population: 55,009. 

1755 - Acadia - Estimated French Population: Before the pros--
cription, 19,300; after the proscription, 13,300. (These 
figures include H e Royale and St. John Island). 

1755 - Nova Scotia - British population: 5,000. 

1758 - Hew France - Population: 72,000 to 73.000. 

1759 - New France - Population; 82,000. (This estimate is 
too large). 

1760 - New France - Population; 70,000, 



404-

1765 - Newfoundland - Population; 15,484. 

1765 - Canada - Population: 76,973. 

1765 - Nova Scotia - French population: 2,300; British and 
German population, 9,789. 

1765 - Acadian Mainland (New Brunswick) - French population: 
6,250. 

1765 - Cape Breton - French population: 19000. 

1765 - St. John Island - French population: 800. 

1765 - Detroit - French population: 600. 

(1) This table is taken from Volume I of the Seventh Census 
of Canada, 1931, pages 133 to 153. Reference should be 
made to this volume for the sources of information of 
the above figures. 
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To ta l 1636 

1637 
Fief des U r s u l i n e s 
Ste Croix 

B e r t h i e r or Be l l echasse 

Godefroi or Line t o t 

Grondines 

F i e f Dutor t 

D'Autre" 

i t 

n 

i i i 

II 

i H 

" 

i II 

H 

i i 

II 

if 

ft 

i i 

II 

II 

i i 

i t 

i t 

i t 

tt 

it 

n 

i t 

ft 

i t 

i i 

i i 

II 

Tota l 1637 

Co.of New France 

Montmagny 

La Fer t£ 

C o . o f New France 

ii tt it it 

I I it tt n 

Granted t o County Approximate 
Area 

} Claude de S t . E s t i e n n e | 

i S ieur de Lauzon • 

J S ieurs Des Cha te l e t s j 
i and De Maur i 

} Jean Bourdon j 

i Abbe Madeleine i 

• Simon Le Maitre ] 

{ Sieur de l a Renardiere j 

i Jacques C a s t i l l a n i 

' J e s u i t Fa thers ] 

i Ur su l ines 
i II 

J Nioolas Marsolet 

i Jean Godefroi 

! H o s p i t a l i e r e s ( H o t e l Dieu) 

• Michel Le Neuf .Sieur 
i du H£risson 
} Jean Bourdon 

Acadia J 

J 

Quebec } 

Levis J 

Montmorency ! 

II j 

— 

Quebec i 
Lo tb in ie re j 

Be l l echasse 

[Portneuf 

iNioolet 

^•Berthier 

8 

9 

1 

2 

675,360 

,000,000 

28,000 
,378,720 

21.100 

,411.200 

254,000 

635.000 

53,260 

68,400 
,442,960 

12 

70,500 

2,600 

15,800 

70,560 

5.300 

7.000 
171,760 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 



^ ign io ry and Year Granted by Granted t o County Approximate 
Area 

1638 

F i e f P ingue t 

H e aux Reaux 

1639 

Ba t i soan 

F i e f S t . J e a n 

F i e f S t . J o s e p h 
T o t a l 1639 

1 

1 

1640 

Deschambault 

• c t . S u l p i c e 

Mont rea l I s l a n d 

To ta l 1640 

1646 

F i e f S t . F r a n q o i s 

R i v i e r e du Sud 

F i e f Le Neuf 

To ta l 1646 

Co.of New France 

i» II ii ii 

Jacques -ie l a Fer t6 | 

Co.of New France 

M.de Montmagny 

Co.of New France 

II it II ii 

II II II it 

M. de Montmagny 

Co.of New France 

Jacques de l a F e r t e 

J e s u i t F a t h e r s 

J e e u i t F a t h e r s 

Jean Bourdon 

U r s u l i n e s 

F ranqo i s Cftavigny 

S i e u r s de Fancamp and 
de l a Dauvers i e re 

Jean Bourdon 

M. de Montmagny 

Michel l e Neuf 

2,646 

Champlain i 

Quebec J 

it ii i 

Por tneu f i 

Montcalm j 

Montcalm 

Quebec 

Montmagny 

1,760 

50 

60 
1,870" 

10,580 

84 ,600 

147 , 900 

2 4 3 , 08) 

75 

! 41 ,000 (6) 

! 7 ,000 

48,075 



1 
CO 
o 

1 

S e i g n i o r y and Year J 

1647 ! 

La P r a i r i e ae l a Madeleine! 

S t . I g n a c e • 

S t . G a b r i e l J 

Gent i l l y i 

P o r t n e u f J 

L r A s s o r p t i o n J 

De Maure i 

Deschambault J 

D'Autr<§ | 

To ta l 1647 ,' 

1649 j 

Dusable J 

Jacques C a r t i e r i 

Vieupont i 

To ta l 1649 } 

1651 ,, • 

Sillery j 
Cap de l a Madele ine J 

T o t a l 1651 ! 

Granted by J 

Jean de Lauzon i 

Co.of New France J 

it ii ii it • 

H II II tt J 

II II ii it i 

II i i it it i 

M. de Montmagny i 

Co.of Nê v France j 

n it n it i 

Co.of New France } 

ii n n n J 

ii II II II ' 

Co.of New France i 

J acaues de l a Fert6i 

Granted t o 

J e s u i t F a t h e r s 

Rober t Gi f fa rd 

n it 

N i c o l a s Marso le t 

S ieur de l a P o t t e r i e 

Le Gardeur de Repent ignjj" 

S i eu r de Maure 

F r a n c o i s Chavigny 

Jean Bourdon 

Jacques Le Neuf de 
l a P o t e r i e 

Anne Gasnier (wife of 
Jean Bourdon) 

Michel Le Neuf du 
He r i s son 

J e s u i t F a t h e r s 
ii ii ii 

County { 

Lapca i r ie i 

Q,uebe£ j 

M ' 

N i c o l e t i 

Po r tneu f J 

L 'Assomptionj 

Por tneuf • 

II II i 

B e r t h i e r j 

S t .Maur i ce 

P o r t n e u f 

S t . M a u r i c e 

Quebec 

Champlain 

Approximate 
Area 

56 ,400 

141,100 

141,100 

8.800 

31 .700 

169,300 

12,600 

10 ,580(7 ) 

7 .000 

578,580 

10 

17,600 

35 ,200 

i 52 ,810 

| 10 .580 

! 282 ,200 
292,780 



Seigniory -nd Year Granted by 

1652 

G- udarville 

Gap I"srosiers 

Riviere de L'Apsomption 

Total 1662 

1653 

Benuport 

Yamachiche 

°> i ' i i l le V&ches 
o 

» Fief Morin 

Neuvil le 

"i&lbaie 

Total 1653 

1664 

Island of St .Chris tophe 

1655 

Fief de L ' l l e St .Joseph 

1656 

ft.Roeh des ("•.ulnales 

Jean de Lauzon 

Jeun de Lauzon 

Jean de Lauzon 

ii »i 

Granted to County approximate 
, rea 

Louis de Lauzon 

D'Ailleboust de 
Coulonges 

Ch'Tl^s dn Lauzon 

nobert Giffard 

•°ieur Boucher 

Robert Giff.-.rd 

Noel Morin ] 

Jean Bourdon i 

II II it | 

Jesuit Fathers i 

Pieur Boucher . } 

Nicolas Juchereau « 
Sr.de Ft.Denis ! 

| Portneuf 

i Gasoe 

| L'Assomi tion 

"uebec j 

Ft. "Maurice j 

aguenay i 

Montmagny J 

Portneuf J 

Charlevoix i 

r.t.Ŷ urice } 

'"t. Maurice J 

L'Islet } 

! 10,000 

i600,000 

10,580 (8) 

620,580 

17,600 (9) 

10,580 

84,670 

1,760 

14,000 

169 , 000 

297 , 610 

50 

42,300 
OV6 
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S e i g n i o r y and Year 

F i e f Boucher 

P o i n t e du Lac 

Tota l 

1657 

Becancour 

Longue i l 

T o t a l 

1662 

o F i e f de Cap Chat 

T F i e f C rev i e r 

S t . F r a n c o i s 

R i v i e r e au S;-tumon 

I s l a n d s M a d e l e i n e , 
S t . J o h n , B r i o n 

Bonne Peche 

Tota l 

1664 

Champlain 

i 

1656 

165 7 

1662 

Granted by i 

Jean de luuzon j 

n it II 

Co.of Neiv France 

Jeande Louzon 

| M. D'Avaugour 

i n n it 

i Jean de Lauzon 

i Co.of New France 

| it ii n it 

i M. d'Avaugour 

i M. de Mesy 

Granted to j 

P i e r r e Boucher i 

Jean Sauvsge t j 

P i n r r e Le Gurdeur i 
de Repent igny j 

Ch >rles Leffioyne i 

Miche l LeNeuf de ] 
l a V a l l i e ' r e s i 

Cha r l e s Crev ie r 

P i e r r e Boucher i 

! Louis C o u i l l a r d de 
i I ' E s p i n a y 

! f i e u r D o u b l e t 

[ P i e r r e Denis de 
i l a Ronde 

[ S i eu r de l a Touche 
i Champlain 

County j Approximate 
, , rea 

St.?: u r i c e i 

rt n 11 | 

N I c o l e t ! 

Chambly J 

Gasp6 J 

Yamaska i 

— 

i Gaspe 

| Champlain 

200 

3 ,500 

46 ,000 

100,000 

5 ,000 

105,000 

28 ,200 

6,700 

7 .000 

6.000 

— (10) 

3 ,500 

I 51 ,400 

S 10 ,580 



Seigniory and Year 

1665 

Longueil 

1668 

Fief St .Maurice 

Cap St .Michel 

1669 

Total 1668 

Ste.Marie 

i 1670 
H ______ 
<* Labadie 

Pointe du Lac 

1672 

Total 1670 

lie Perce 

Arpentigny de Martignon 

Potior de St.Denis 

Marsan de Soulanges 

Joybert 

Ste.Thereee Island 

Granted by 

Jean de Lauzon 

Jean Talon 

M. de Courcelles 

M. de Courcelles 

Jean Talon 

M. de Courcelles 

Jean Talon 

Granted to » County 
J 

Charles Le Moyne 

Jeanne Jalope 

Jacques LeMoyne & 
Michel Mersier 

Sieur Lemoine 

Sieur Labadie 

Sieur de Norman ville 

Pierre Denys de la 
Ronde e t a I 

Sieur de Martlgnon 

Sieur Potter de 
St.Denis 

Sieur Marsan de 
Soulanges 

Sieur de Joybert 

Sieur du Gue 

Chambly 

St.Maurice 

Verchdres 

Quebec 

S t .Maur ice 

Gaspe 

R. S t . J o h n 

w it n 

Approximate 
Area 

St.Helen & ^1) 
Rond Islands 

14,100 (12) 

2.500 

16,600 

2,600 

10*580 

3.500 

14,080 

7,000 

254,000 

84,000 

28,200 

7,000 



Seigniory and Year Granted by 

i 
CVJ 

Bouchard Islrmd 

L ' I s l e t du Portage 

Riviere Quelle 

Ste.Axme de la Pocat iere 

T i l l y 

La Durantaye 

Klco le t 

Sorel 

St.Ours 

^ Chambly 

Contrecoeur 

Varennes 

Ste.Anne de la Perade 

Berthier 

D ' O r v i l l i e r s or Antoya 

La V a l t r i e 

Parrot Island md others 

Gsstineau 

Les Ecureui ls 

St.Lusson 

Jean Talon 

Granted 

Cieur 

Tieur 

to | 

Fortel j 

Grandville j 

Gieur de la Bou- j 
t e i l l e r i e i 

Sieur Co.ube Poca- | 
t i e r e ] 

Sieur V i l l i e u j 

Sieur 

Sieur 

Sieur 

Sieur 

Sieur 

Sieur 

it 

11 

i i 

n 

t i 

** 

ft 

i i 

de 

de 

de 

de 

de 

de 

n 

it 

•1 

n 

n 

n 

tt 

n 

la Duron- j 
taye i 
Laubia J 

Sorel I 

Ft.Ours ] 

Chambly ] 

Contrecoeur i 

Varennes 

Lanaudiere 

Randin 

Comporte 

La V a l t r i e 

Perrot 

Boucher 

Toupin 

> 

County ! 

L'Assomption j 

Kamoursska ! 

H ii | 

Nicole t ' 

Bel lecharse j 

ITicolet j 

Richel ieu i 

it n | 

Chambly , 

Vercheres i 

tt tt | 

Champlain j 

Bel lechasse 

Ber th ier 

II 

i Montreal I s . 

| St.Maurice 

[Portneuf 

iSaguenay 

Apj roximate 
Area 

— 

7,000 

21,100 

15,800 

(13 

28 .,200 

28,200 

35,200 

35,200 

42,300 

28,200 

2,300 

86,000 

7,000 

7,000 

15,800 

j 5,300 

j 3,500 

! 14,100 



Seigniory and Year 

Monta peine 

Courtemanche 

Gamache 

La Gui l laudiere 

La Chevrotidre 

Bonseeours 

Lafranaye 

St .Joseph 

Islai'anda 
i 

3 Lotbiniere 

C t . r i e r r e l e s Beequetr 

Lusscudiere 

Bel^evue 

Vercheres 

Bouchervil le 

Riviere du Loup 

l i s Dupas 

Beaumont 

Maskinonge 

Grondines 

Grunted by 

Jean Talon 

Granted to County 1 approximate 
j Area 

Bel lechasre ! 5,900 

L1Assomption 

Lotb in iere 

Vercheres 

Portneuf 

Lotbiniere j 

!« ft 

Quebec j 

Lotb in iere j 

II ri j 

Nicole t j 

Yamaska j 

Vercheres i 

n n | 

Chambly 

? askinong6 

Ber th ier 

Bel lechasse 

Maskinonge" 

ITicolet 

! 7,000 

3 ,500 

2,500 

10,000 

1,500 

3,500 

5,000 

3,000 

12,000 

25,000 

14,100(14) 

3,500 

3,500 

19,100 

14,100(15) 

5,300 

15,800 

15,800(16) 

Sieur de BiFsot 

J . B . Le G'.rdeur J r . 

Srs.Gamache _ B^i le -
avance 

Sieur de Grandmaison 

Lelle de l a Tesserie 

r.r.Ainyot dc Villeneuve 

Trs.Gamache end B e l l e -
av: nee 

r r . Fournier 

Sr . Duquet 

Sr. de Lotbiniere 

Sr.Roma in Becquet 

Sr. de Lussaudiere 

Charles Denys de Vitr6 

Sr. de Verchoree 

sr. Boucher 

Sr. de Manereuil 

Sr. Dupas 

Sr. des Islets 

Picrro and J.B.legnrdeur 

Hospitalieres 



s 

Seigniory -nu Year 

Lanoraie 

Vince lo t t e 

I atane 

Br r th ie r cr Bejiechasse 

Yamachiche 

Pointe du Lac 

Longueil 

Total 1672 

1673 

Chateiuguay 

Riviere du Loup 

Terrebonne 

1674 

Total 1673 

Deschail lons 

P e t i t e Hation 

Kamouraska 

Pointe a l*0r ignal 

Berthier 

Pointe du Lao 

Grr;nt> d by 

Jean Ti Ion 

Frontenac 

. e^t Indies Co., 

Frontenac 

i.ect Indies Co., 

frontenao 

West Indies Co., 

Frontenao 

Grunt^a to 

"r. de Lanoraie 

G. de Chuvigny wi­
dow f_myot 

Sr. Damour E 

Sr. Berthier 

Sr. Boucher 

Jean .' auvaget 

Sr. de Longueil 

Sr.Lemoyne de Lon­
gueil 

F.Deonis.Aubert de 
LaChenaye.Dallier du 

Pare 
Daulier des^Landes 

rr. de °t.Qurs 

gr., Laval 

Sr.de la Purantaye 

Sr. Provost 

sr. B-.rthier 

Sr. Normanviile 

bounty 

Ber th ier 

I . ' I s l e t 

J'atane 

Bsilecharrse 
r t . I aur ice 

n n 

Chambly 

Ch-. teauguay 

Rimouski 

Terrebonne 

i 
Approximate 
t . roa 

S.500 

7,000 

10,500 

28,200 (17) 

21,100 (18) 

S.500 (19) 

(20) 

L,006,100 

42,200 

120,000 

28,200 

Lotbin iere 

Pa : ineau 

t Kaiiouraska 

• above Montreal 

•Beilechaspe 
i 

St.Maurice 

190,500 

28,200 

176,400 

42,200 

28 ,200 

7,000 

50(21) 
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1 

1 

S e i g n i o r y and Year | 

Vieupont i 

T o t a l 1674? 

1675 ! 

R o q u e t a i l l e ' 

Bic J 

F o r t F ron tenae J 

Monts P e l £ s i 

M e t i s J 

Champlain J 

T o t a l 1675 J 

1676 ! 

Naehouah or Softlanges i 

Gemeseik j 

Chignectou or Beaubass in | 

G e n t i l l y ! 

To ta l 1676 ! 

1677 j 

L ' I s l e t a l a Peau { 

L ' I s l e t S t .Hean ! 

Granted by 

Frontenac 

Frontenao 

it ti 

His Majesty 

Frontenac 

n n 

1 

" " a n d Champigny 1 

Frontenac and 

ii ii tt 

His Majesty 

Duchesneau 

Fr ontenao 

it ii 

Duchesneau 

n it | 

Granted t o J County ] 

Michel LeNeuf du i 
HerLsson ! 

P i e r r e Godefroy i 

Cha r l e s Denys de ] 
V i t r e i 

Rober t Cave l i e r ' 
de La S a l l e ] 

P i e r r e Duquet i 

J . B . de Pej/ras 

Mrs .La Touche 
Champlain 

P i e r r e J o y b e r t 
S r . d e Soulanges 

It ft W ft 

Miche l Le Neuf 
de l a V a l l i d r e s 

S i eu r P e l l e t i e r de 
l a Terrade 

Widow Lacombe 

Louis C o u i l l a r d 
de I ' E s p i n a y 

S t . M a u r i c e J 

N i c o l e t j 

Rimouski j 

Kings ton j 

Gaspe1 j 

Cham' l a i n ! 

R . S t . J o h n 

it tt n 

Acadia 

Nica&et 

[ L ' I s l e t 

i it it 

Approximate 
Area 

1,260 (22) 

283,860 

7 ,000 

28,200 

14,100 

42 ,300 

28 ,220 

31,700 

151,520 

56 ,400 

23 ,200 

70 ,500 

15,000 (23) 

I 170,100 

| 7 ,000 

» 14 ,100 

http://Sr.de


1 

H 
1 

S e i g n i o r y and Year 

S t . J e a n P o r t J o l i 

L ' I s l e t 

Bonsecours 

Ste .Anne de l a P o e a t i e r e 

Tota l 1677 

1678 

S t . F r a n q o i s 

Ve rche re s 

Tota l 1678 

1679 

S t e M a r g u e r i t e 

Mingan 

S t . D e n i s 

Min i tLgu l sh or Randin 

River Magdalen 
T o t a l 1679 

1680 

A n t i e o s t i I s l a n d 

S a u l t S t . L o u i s 

A r g e n t e u i l 

Granted by 

Frontenao i 

it n i 

Frontenac and J 
Duchesneau { 

Frontenac • 

Fron tenac | 

n II J 

Frontenac i 

Duchesneau • 

Frontenac { 

Frontenac and t 
Duchesneau { 

n n II J 

Duchesneau i 

H i s Majes ty { 

Frontenao and | 
Duchesneau ' 

Granted to J 

Noel L a n g l o i s i 

Genevieve Coui l_a rd J 

F r a n c o i s BClanger ! 

Sr .Combe P o e a t i e r e j 

S i e u r Crev ie r j 

S i e u r de Verche res 1 

S ieur Boyvinet 

Jacques Lalande and ' 
Louis J o l l i e t 
N i c o l a s Juchereau de 

S . t Denis 

— 

Antoine Cadde 

Louis J o l l i e t 

J e s u i t F a t h e r s 

D ' A i l l e b o u t de 
Musseaux 

County j 

LTIslet ] 
n i 

i t J 

Kamouraska • 

Yama ska J 

Chambly ! 

— i 

Labrador i 
Kamoura ska j 

Acadia 

Gasp 6 

i — — 

i 

[ A r g e n t e u i l 

Approximate 
Area 

28,200 

14 ,100 

21 ,100 

16 ,800 

101 ,300 

7 ,000(24) 

3 ,500(25) 

10 ,500 

(26) 

28 ,200 

254,000 

7 .000 
289,200 

j 49 ,300 (27 ) 

» 56 ,000 



Seigniory and Year Granted by Granted to County Approximate 
Area 

R i c o l e t 
Total 1680 

1682 

Guillaume Bonhomme 

Riviere du Gouffre 

Total 1682 

1683 

Madawaska 

Les Sboulements 
i 

c-
•_> Pierreville 
t 

Baie St .Antoine 

Yamaska 

Mil le l i e s 

Lake St .Char les 
Magos or Magesse 

Total 1685 

1684 

St St ienne 

l i e Verte 

Medooteo 

i 
i 

| Frontenac and 
i Duchesneau 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 

{ M.de La Barre and 
i de Meulles 
| II II n IT 

I 
I 
iLa Barre and de Meu3»-
! les 

ttj n ft n i 
i 
Iff ft n it ttl 

I 

Pieur de Laubia 

Guillaume Bonhomme 

P ie r r e Dupre 

rt I I 

tti 

i 
h it n u n 
I 
|t ii n n n 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Lf Barre and de Meul-
; les 
R if n n ft 
I 
f n n if 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Chas.Aubert de la 
Chesnaye 

P ie r r e Lessard 

Sr*Laurent Phil ippe 

Jacques Le Febvre 

Sr. Le Neuf de la 
Vallieres 

Sr. Du Qa6 

Charles Denys de 
Vitre 

Charles Aubert de 
la Chesnaye 

Marie Boucher 

Rouer de la Cord on -
niere 

Rene Damours 

Nicole t 

Portneuf 

Saguenay 

New Brunswick 

Saguenay 

Yamaska 

Two Mountains 

Quebec 

jAcadla 

{Rimouski 

£ .S t . John 

42,300 
147,600 

14,100 

14,100 
28,200 

42,300 

17,600 

10,500 

2d ,200 

10,500 (28) 

63,500 (29) 

42,300 

214,900 

28,200 



Seigniory and 

1685 

Lot ibniere 

1687 

Trois P i s t o l e s 

Coudres Island 

Bonsecours 

1688 

2 Cap Chat 

Donaquet 

Year 

Total 

Rimouski 

Ste Anne des Monts 

D'Autre" 

Beaumont 

Checabenecadie 

Lanoraie 

1689 

Pachot 

Kanibekaehiehe 

B e l l e - I s l e 

Total 

1687 

1688 

| Granted 

• La Barre 

by 

and de Meul­
l e s 

i Denonville and Cham-
! pigny 
I ft it ii n 

1 n H it n 

| Denonville and Cham-
! pigny 
t n n ii ti 

n 

tt 

n 

n 

it 

it 

11 

11 

n 

n 

n 

Denonvill 

it n 

tt ft 

n n 

ft tt 

t? n 

n n 

n n 

n n 

e and Cham- ] 
pigny : 

it n ] 

tt n i 

i Granted to 

j . . 

i M.de Lotbiniere 

1 Charles Denys de 
| Vi t re 
i Quebec Seminary 

! Sr.Amyot de V i l l e ­
neuve 

Denis Riverin 

La Mcthe Cadillac 

Rouer de la Cordon-
n le re 

Denis Riverin 

Jean Bourdon 

Charles Couillard de | 
Beaumont i 

Ma±±e Leneuf 

Sieur de Lanoraie i 

Franqois Pachot 

Sieur Dubreull 

Riverin e t a l . 

i County 

Lotbiniere 

Rimouski 

Saguenay 

L ' I s l e t 

Gaspe" 

Acadia 

Rimouski 

Gasp6 

Ber th ier ' 

Bellechasse 

Acadia 

Ber thier 

Gasp 6 

R.St John 

l a h r a d c r 

[Approximate 
| Area 

• 98,700 (30) 

28,200 

12,400 

40,600 

28,200 

28,200 

3,500 

28,200 

(31) 

23,200 (32) 
116,300 

7,000 

! 42,300 



Seigniory and Y^ar } 

St .Mathieu » 

Blanc Gabion } 

Pocmouche or I lepiseguit } 

S t .Cas t in ! 

Lauzon J 
Total 1684 

1690 } 

Genaple { 

J> Gobin } 
r-i J 
^ Miramichi 1 

Rostigo'iche { 

Total 1690 ! 

1691 } 

Grande Vallee ! 

Marson • 

Mouscoudabouet } 

Total 1691 I 

1692 ! 

Ma t t i n i e r e i 

Granted by 

Denonville and Cham­
pigny 

it n it 

i i ii i i 

ii n ii 

n it it 

Frontenac and Cham­
pigny 

it ii it 

II n ti 

ii it it 

Frontencc and Cham­
pigny 

tt n n 

ii if n 

it it n 

J Granted to j County | 

{ Mathieu Martin j Acadia | 

[ Charles Aub^rt de j 
' l a Chesnaye,Franqoi] 
i Pachot e t a l . i 
{ Michel Degrez j 

! Id. de St .Cas t in i 

J Sieur de Beliefonds 

| Sieur Gobin j 

i Nicolas Denys i 

• P ie r re Lemoyne d ' l -
i b e r v i l l e 

J Sieur Hazeur 

i Widow Mar?on 

; Sieur des Geutins 

! Bermen de la Mar t i -
1 n i e r e 

3 Labrador j 

- cadia ] 

Acadia i 

Levis ] 

R.St John ] 

Bay of ChaleurSJ 

Acadia i 

n 1 

Gaspe 

Adadia 

n 

i Bel lechasse 

Approximate 
^rea 

63,500 

7,000 

28,200 

16,500 

164,500 

^^ 

846,700 

1,587,600 

846.700(33) 

3,281,000 

42,300 

\ 56,400 

! 28.200 

| 126,900 

• 



1 
o 
CVJ 

? 

Seigniory and 

Lake Hit i s 

Grand Menane 

D'Auteuil 

Fossambault 

Ste Cla i re 

l o t b i n i e r e 

La Durantaye 

Vincelot te 

Nepis igu i t 

Year 

1693 

Total 1693 

1694 

Rouvil le 

Beloei l 

Lake Matacedia 

St .Denis 

16$ 

Cournoyer 

Cerfs Is lands 

Le Gardeur de 

Cabanao 

Total 1694 

J5 

orSt . Charles i 

T i l l y ] 

! Granted 

i Frontenac 

i " 

i II 

i n 

1 « 

i " 

i t t 

| t i 

i " 

It 

It 

n 

II 

II 

i i 

it 

II 

Frontenac 

ti n 

ft 

n 

ti 

n 

Frontenac 

tt n 

W l l 

it 

it 

II 

by 

and Cham­
pigny 

n 

n 

i i 

n 

n 

tt 

n 

tt 

and Cham­
pigny 

n 

n 

if 

and Cham­
pigny 

it 

it 

n 

i Granted t o 

] Sieur Louis Rouer 

! Paul d 'Ai l leboust de 
| Sevigny 
i Ruette d 'Auteui l 

Sieur de Gaudarville 

] Ren6 l e Page , 

i M.de Lotbiniere 

Sieur de la Durantaye 

\ Genevieve de Chavigny 

i Michel Degrez 

| J .B .Her te l , Sieur de 
Rouville 

i Joseph Hertel 

| Charles Damours 

, Sieur de Fala ise 

Jacques Her te l 

i Franqois Her te l 

i LeGardeur de T i l l y 

t Joseph Desjordy 

County 

Gaspe 

Acadia 

Portneuf 

n 

L ' I s l e t ] 

Lotbiniere i 

Bellechasse j 

L ' I s l e t | 

Acadia ! 

Rouvil le ] 

Vercheres 

Rimouski 

Richelieu 

Vercheres 

Richel ieu 

| R.Richelieu 

R.Richel ieu 

, Approximate 
; Area 

17,600 

10,000 

14,100 

86,000 

28,200 

14,100 

28,200 

198,200 

21,100 

21,100 

— 

28,200 
70,400 

28,200 

1 28,200 

j 63,500 

j 63,500 



Seigniory and Year Granted by 

Desjordy 

Pointe aux ChSnes 

Thibaudeau 

Des Coudets 

Bourgchemin 

Grand Pre 

Damour des Plaines 

Total 1695 

CM 

I 
1696 

Pabos 

Lepage rnd Thivierge 

Lessard 

Notre Dame du Portage 

Les Aulnets 

Duplessis 

Port Daniel 

L'Islet du Portage 

La Durantaye 

Total 16961 

Frontenao and Chami-
Pigny 

Frontenac and Cham­
pigny 

n n n 

Granted t o { County { 

Franqois Desjordy j 

S ieur des Goutins , 

P i e r r e Thibaudeau i 

S ieur Cha r t i e r { 

Sieur Bourgchemin J 

Louis Boucher 1 

Bernard Damours ] 

S ieur Hubert 

S ieur Lepage and Th i -
burge 

P i e r r e Lessard 

R . R i c h e l i e u | 

R .S t . John ! 

Acadia • 

ii i 

St .Hyacinthe! 

s t . M a u r i c e i 

R . S t . John | 

Gaspe1 ] 

Rimouski j 

n 

Sieu r de Grandv i l l e and, 
Chas.Aubert de l a Ches-» Kamouraska 

naye 
Franqois Desjordy 

S ieur Dyp les s i s 

Rene1 d'Eneau 

Chas.Aubert de l a 
Che snaye 

S ieur de l a Durantaye 

1 n ti 

j Acadia 

i Gasp6 

J Kamouraska 

! B e l l e c h a s s e 

Approximate 
Area 

42 ,300 

2B,200 

28,200 

10,500 

63,500 

21,100 

42 ,300 

419,500 

63,500 

21,100 

21,100 

28,200 

56.400 

! 169,300(34) 

j 24,700 

J 42 ,300(35) 

S 28.200(36) 

{ 454 ,800 



, Seigniory and Year Granted by 

1697 

Boisse le r ie 

Artieogneth 

Outlas 

Martin de Lino 

St . Paul 

De Cottentre1 

Hautevi l le 

Le Gardeur 

ci Fief de l a Croix 
CM 

"t Vilrenard 

Anse de l 'Etang 

Grande Riviere 

Louis J o l l i e t 

Ste Anne de la Perade 

Champllin 

Total 1697 

1698 

Hubert 

Longueil 
Total laaa 

Frontenac and Cham­
pigny 

n ti n 

Frontenac and Cham­
pigny 

Granted to ! 

| S ieur B o i s s e l e r i e i 

! Char les Denys de Vi t r6 j 

• S i eu r Out las j 

} S ieur de Lino ! 

i Paul Dupuy j 

| S i eu r de Cot ten t re ' ] 

{ S i eu r H a u t e v i l l e 

i S i eu r l e Gardeur 

} S i eu r de l a Croix 

! Sieur de V i l r ena rd 

i Francois Hazeur and 
i R i v e r i n 
| Jacques Cochu 

J Louis J o l l i e t 

• S ieur de lanaudi e r e 

• Mme.de l a Touche Cham-
i p l a i n 

i Louis Hubert 

1 Charley Lemoyne 

County i 

Adadia • 

ii n i 

n n 1 

it n J 

n it | 

ii n ] 

n n | 

it it i 

Bonaventure I 

Acadia 

n n 

Gasp6 

Beauce 

Champlain 

I n n 

• Quebec 

! Chambly 

Approximate 
Area 

282,200 

112,800 

112,800 

176,400 

63,500 

112,800 

176,400 

141,100 

56,400 

21,100 

7,000 

22,400 

63,500 

25,000 (37) 

1 31 ,700 (38) 

! 1,405,100 

J 28,200 

47 ,000(39) 

75,200 

http://Mme.de


Seigniory and Year 

1699 

S i l l e r y 

1700 

Chipaudy 

Tarrieu 
Total 1700 

1701 

St .Char les de Richelieu 

Maskinong£ 
w $»ta l _701 
CM 

• 1702 

Mont Louis 

Maillou 

Bonseeours 

Vaudreuil 

Soulanges 
Total 1702 ! 

1703_ ! 

Grandchamp or Pentagouet j 

1705 ! 

Portaohols 

j Granted by 

| Ca l l i e r e s and Champigny 

[ it n ii n 

1 tt n it rt 

1 it n it ii 

1 II it it ti 

Cal l i e res and Champigny 

ii it n it 

it ti ft n 

" " and Beauharnois 

Ca l l i e res and Champigny 1 

Ca l l i e r e s and Beauharnois J 

Vaudreuil and Beauharnois ' 

i Granted to 

J e s u i t Fathers 

! Sieur de Vi l l i eu 

i Pierre Tarrieu 

Sieur Rene1 Fezeret 

Ursul ines 

Nicolas Bourlet ] 

Jos,and Jean Maillou 

Hosp i ta l i e res i 

Sieur de Vaudreuil ] 

Sieur de Soulanges 

Thomas Lefebvre J 

Franqois Haaeur 

, County 

Quebec 

Acadia 

Champlain 

Richelieu i 

St.Maurice \ 

Gaspe ] 

Levis | 

Richelieu i 

Vaudreuil i 

ii it 

Maine 

Nfld 

Approximate 
Area 

• 10,500 

28,200 

21,100(40) 
49,300 

15,800 

10,500 
26,300 

63,600 

28,200 

15,800 

28,200 

28.200 
163,900 

42,300 

211,600 



1 
*̂ 

CM 
1 

S e i g n i o r y and Yea r 

C a r u f e 1 

T o t a l 1705 

1706 

S t . P a u l 

Les E c u r e u i l s 

T o t a l 1706 

1707 

P o r t M a l t a i s 

Chlor idon 

Pasbeb iac 

I s l e t du Por t age 

T o t a l 1707 

1708 

Monnoir i 

Bourg Marie j 

Dumontier j 

T o t a l 1708 j 

1710 ! 

Louvigny i 

Ramezay ' 

J Gr n t ed by 

» Vaud reu i l and 

• Vaudreu i l and 

1 n n 

| His Majesty 

! Vaudreu i l and 

' n ti 

ii n 

Vaudreu i l and 

n n 

n ii 

Vaudreu i l and 

n tt 

Beauharj 
no i s J 

Raud ot i 

n I 

Raudot 

n 

n 

Raudot 

i t 

it 

Rau do t 

n 

Granted t o { 

•' Jean S i c a r d j 

Amador Godefroy ] 

S ieur Toupin | 

Beauharnois , 

Char les Morin 

P i e r r e Haimard 

Widow G r a n d v i l l e 

i Sieur Ramezay 

i Marie F e z e r e t 

[ S i e n r F ranqo i s Du-
i mont le r 

i S i e u r Louvigny 

• S ieur Ramezay 

County | 

S t .Maur i ce J 

Labrador } 

Por tneuf ! 

Acadia ] 

Gaspe1 

Bonaventure 

Kamouraska 

i R o u v i l l e 

[ R i c h e l i e u 

! St .Maurice 

i P . E . I . 

' S t . H y a e i n t h e 

Approximate 
Area 

—• —-

211,600 

352,800 

7 ,000(41) 

359,800 

56,400 

141,100 

23 ,200 

14,100(42) 

239,800 

i 42 ,300 

| 15 ,900 

i 31 ,700 

J 89 ,900 

• 

63,500 



S e i g n i o r y and Year 

M o n t a r v i l l e 

1711 

Grondines 

1713 

Ramezay 

Beloeil 

Beaumont 

1717 i 

CM 

"t Two Mountains 

1727/ 

B l v i e r e du Loup 

1729 

Beauharnois 

1731 

Des P la ines 

Dosquet 

-_____-

B e r t h i e r 

Rigaud 

e a r 

Total 

Total 

1710 j 

1713 

Granted by 

Vaudreui l and Baudot 

Vaudreui l and Raudot 

Vaudreui l and Begon 

it tt n 

n n n 

j Vaudreui l and Begon 

i BEauharnois and Du-
! puy 

j His Majesty 

| His Majesty 

! Beauharnois add 
| Hocquart 

1 ft w n 

[ II n n 

Tali-^ *»»• 

J Granted to 

{ P i e r r e Boucher de 
' Boueherv i l l e 

i H o s p i t a l i e r e s i 

J S ieur Ramezay 

i Lemoine de Longueil 

| Char les Cou i l l a rd de 
i Beaumont 

{ Su lp i c i ans 

i 

! Beauharnois 

J Lepage de S t e . C l a i r e 

[ Mgr.Dosquet 

{ S ieur Randin 

Sieur Vaudreui l 

County 

Chambly 

Nico le* ; 

S t .Hyacinthe ! 

Chambly j 

Be l l echasse ] 

Two Mountains ] 

Maskinonge j 

Beauharnois 

Terrebonne 

Yamaska 

\ Be_lechasse 

Beauharnois 

Approximate 
Area 

3,780 

67,280 

10,500(43) 

56,400(44) 

10,500(45) 

- (46) 
66,900 

276,100 

15,800 

254,100 

__ 

i 60,000 

! 63,500(47) 

! 63,500 
_-T:OOO 



S e i g n i o r y and 

1733 

B l e u r i e 

Noyau 

F o a c a u l t 

S j b r e v o i s 

De Leury 

L a c o l l e 

Bois f ranc 

La fon ta ine de 
i 

<M Lusignan 
H 

Beaujeu 

De L i v a u d i e r e 

Year J 

Belcour J 

E s t e b e o r L a g a u c h e t i ^ r e J 

S t . V i n c e n t J 

1734 

Grande l i e 

De l a P e r r l e r e 

P e c a n d i e r e 

De Be&uvais 

T o t a l 1735 

Granted 

Beauhc 

n 

-; 

ti 

n 

2 

i i 

i i 

i i 

n 

ii 

i i 

i r n o i s 

u 

i i 

ti 

II 

i? 

ti 

i i 

n 

i i 

it 

n 

Beauharnois 

tt n 

i i 

n 

i i 

i t 

by 

and Ho­
c q u a r t 

it 

ii 

i i 

n 

i i 

n 

i? 

it 

it 

ti 

11 : 

n 1 

and Hoc-i 
q u a r t j 

ti j 

tt i 

n 

i Granted t o 

i Sab revo i s de B l e u r i e 

J Chavoy de Noyan 

! S i eu r Foucao l t 

i Sabrevo i s de B i e u r i e 

[ Chaussegros de Leuryi 

I Denys de l a Ronde j 

i S ieurDaine j 

L a fon t a ine de b e l - i 
cour 1 

S ieur l u s i g n a n J 

S i e u r 

S ieur 

Sieur 

Sieur 

S i eu r 

S i e u r 

S i e u r 

S ieur 

Beaujeu ! 

L i v a u d i e r e j 

de l a Gauche- { 
t i e r e j 

S t . V i n c e n t i 

de Contrecoeur", 

de l a P e r r i e r e l 

de Contrecoeuij 

de Beauvais i 

C oun t y , Appr ox ima t e 
1 i Area 

St .Hy cintht? 63 ,500(48) 

i 

R o u v i l l e [ 

I 
Huntingdon i 

i i i i i 

M i s s i s q u o i { 

i t ii ' 

U.S.A. { 

U.S .A. J 

U . S . A . j 

U.S.A ; 

U.S .A . i 

U .S .A . J 

42 ,300 (49 ) 

4 2 , 0 0 0 ( 5 0 ) 

42 ,300 (51 ) 

42 ,300 

42 ,300 (52 ) 

31 ,700(53) 

25 ,000(54) 

42 ,300 (55 ) 

42 ,300 (56 ) 

42 ,300 (57 ) 

4 2 , 3 0 0 ( 5 8 ) 

42 ,300 (59 ) 

542 ,900 

— (60) 

28 ,200(61) 

4 2 , 3 0 0 ( 6 2 ) 

4 2 , 3 0 0 ( 6 3 ) 



1 
c-
CM 

1 

S e i g n i o r y and Year 

Nouve l l e Longue i l 

La V a l t r . e 

P o i n t e du Lac 

Two Mountains 
T o t a l 1734 

1735 

La N o u i l l e r de B o i s c l e r c 

1736 

Taschereau 

S t . J o s e p h de Beauce 

S t . F r a n c o i s de Beauce 

Aubert G a l l i a n 

D ' A i l l e b o u s t 

Aubin de l ' I s l e 

De Ramezay 

Moinaudiere 

Daigneau 

L a f o n t a i n e de Belcour 

To ta l 1736 

1737 

B e l l e P l a i n e 

Granted by , 

Bsauh; 

n 

i t 

I I 

i r n o i s and Hoc- j 
q u a r t i 

n it | 

tt n 

ii tt 

Beauharnois and Hoo-
i q u a r t 

i " 

tt 

I n 

t i 

! n 

I " 

1 n 

1 tt 

I " 

it ii 

it ii 

ti II 

i i ii 

n II 

it H 

tt ft 

H it 

ii it 

n II 

Beauharnois and de l a 
R o u v i l l i e r e 

Gpant< 3d to ] 

Lemoine de Longue i l j 

S ieur La V a l t r i e ] 

i 

S u l p i c i a n s ] 

S i e u r 

S i eu r 

S ieur 

S i eu r 

Widow 

Sieur 

Aubin 

Pidow 

de B o i s c l e r c ] 

Taschereau i 

V a u d r e u i l ] 

de l a Gorgen- i 
d i e r e ' 

Aubert 

D ' A r g e n t e u i l 

de l ' I s l e 

B o i s h e b e r t 

1 P i e r r e Raimbault 

! S ieur 

[ S i eu r 

D o u v i l l e 

Belcour 

| C h a r l o t t e Le Gardeur 

County j Approximate 
Area 

V a u d r e u i l J 42 ,300 

B e r t h i e r ' 

St. Maurice i 

Two Mountains ] 

" j 

Beauce i 

H i 

tt ' 

it ] 

B e r t h i e r J 

Beauce ' 

Kamouraska 

U .S .A . 

U . S . A . 

B e l l e c h a s s e 

! L o t b i n i e r e 

26 ,400 (64 

- (61 

_ 

181,500 

49 ,300 

42 ,300 

42 ,300 

42 ,300 

28 ,200 

42 ,300 

28 ,200 

4 2 , 3 0 0 

112,800 

I 42 ,300 

j 15,800 

1 438 ,800 

1 15 ,800 



Seigniory and Year 

St .Et ienne 

Rocbert 
Total 1737 

1738 

Gaspe 

Belle Plaine 

S t . G i l l e s de Beaurivage 

Total 1738 

1739 

ao Dusable 
CM 

» Sore l 

Lanoraie 

D'Autre 

Monnoir 
Total 1739 

1741 

Bourg Louis 

1743 

Hocquart 

1744 

Livaudiere 

Granted by 

Beauharnois and 
Rouvilliere 

Beauharnois and Hoc-
quart 

n " & Rouvilliere 

n " & Hocquart 

Beauharnois and Hoc-
quart 

II tt ti 

tt tt 

n ft 

His Majesty 

Granted to 

4 
Sieur Cugnet 

L.Joseph Rocbert 

Widow Aubert 

Charlotte Le Gar­
deur 

Sieur de Beaurivage 

Sieur du Sable 

Sieur Sorel 

Sieur Ramezay 

Louis Fournel 

Hocquart 

Beauharnois and.Hoc- » PeaH de Livaudiere 
quart 

» County I 

j _i 

Approximate 
Area 

S Dorchester J 42,300 

j U.S.A. J 

{ Lotbiniere | 

j n ft J 

I* n n j 

{ Berthier ! 

i Richelieu 

• Berthier 

| L'Assomption 

i Rouvil le 

J Portneuf 

* U.S.A. 

! Bellechasse 

42,300(66) 
100,400 

15,800 

10,600 

_ 

26,400 

21,100 

15,800(67) 

- (68) 

- (69) 

42.300(70) 

1 79,200 

| 58,200 

j 140,000(71) 

! 15,800(72) 



SeignioEy and Year 

1748 

S t . Hyac in the 

S t . iirmand 

1749 

Raxaezay 

Montapeine 

1750 

, S t . D e n i s 
o 
CM 
^ R i v i e r e Ouel le 
i 

La S a l l e 

S a u l t S te .Mar ie 

Gas t ineau 

Maskinonge 

N i c o l a s Rioux 

1751 

De Guir 

M a r i c o u r t 

G t . G e r v a i s 

Daneau de Mtyy 

To ta l 

To ta l 

1748 

1750 

} Granted by 

{ La Gal issonni&re 
; and Bigot 
| it ti ii 

J La Jonqu ie re and i 
i Bigot ! 
i ii it it i 

| La Jonqu ie re add • 
i Bigot 1 
' t t n ii | 

[ n ti it J 

i n it n J 

i n n it | 

ti ti n 1 

n ii it | 

La Jonqu i e r e and { 
Bigot j 

Longue i l and Bigot » 

Duquesne and Bigot { 

tt it n J 

i Granted t o i County 

Rigaud de Vaudreu i l 

Rene Le Vasseur 

S ieur Bermen 

Sieur S t . D e n i s 

Widow B o i s h e b e r t 

S ieur de S e n n e v i l l e 

de Bonne and Re pen- ] 
t i g n y ! 

Gas t ineau D u p l e s s i s i 

S i e u r de l a Naudie re i 

N i c o l a s Rioux ] 

S i e u r De Guir i 

S i eu r D e s g r a i s J 

Pean de L i v a u d i e r e ! 

S i e u r de Muy J 

! S t . H y a c i n t h e 

i M i s s i s q u o i 

B e l l e c h a s s e 

R i c h e l i e u | 

Kamouraska ] 

Huntingdon i 

Onta r io j 

S t .Maur ice ] 

Maskinonge i 

Rimouski i 

Yamaska | 

Kings ton i 

B e l l e c h a s s e ] 

U.S .A. i 

, Approximate 
} Area 

! 127,000 

! 127,000 

i 254,000 

254,000 

- (73) 

(74) 

28 ,200(75) 

-

254,000 

25 ,000(76) 

(77) 

— 

307,200 

28 ,200 

63,500 

14 ,100(78) 

84 ,600 



I 
o 
CO 

I 

Seigniory and Year 

St.B.arnabe' 

Total 1751 

1752 

Deschai l lons 

Mil le l i e s 

1753 

Per thu i s 

Terrebonne 

1754 

Courval 

1755 

Beaujeu 

1758 i 

D 'Ala inv i l l e 

Granted by 

Duquesne and Bigot 

Duquesne and Bigot 

[ n n it 

H It 11 

II ii n 

ii n H 

Vaudreuil and Bigot ; 

ii n it 

Granted to • County i 

Sieur Barnabe 

-

Sieur Dumont 

Sieur Per thuis 

Louis l a Come 

Sieur Cress6 J r . 

Lienard de Beaujeu 

Ohart ier de Lo tb i -

Rimouski _(__ 

Lotbini#re J 

Two Mountains J 

Portneuf j 

Terrebonne i 

Yama ska ' 

U.S.A. J 

U.S.A. J 

Approximate 
Area 

(79j 

190,400 

56,400(80) 

- (81) 

95,200 

- (82) 

42,S00 

112,800 

141,100 
ni$re 

(l) This table was prepared largely from; Inventifaire des Concessions en Fief et Seignairie. 

Fois et Hommages et Aveux et Denombrements conserves aux Archives de la Province de Quebec, by Pierre Georges 

Roy. Beauceville. L'Eelaireur Limitee. 1927. 

(2) One Arpent - 0.845 aere (4) Disappeared with the grant of de Maur's Seigniory. 

(3) Reunited to the Royal Domain before 1676. (5) Obtained for the Sieur de Lauzon. 



to 

t 

(6) Including also lie aux Grues and lie 
aux Oies. 

(7) Increase to the 1640 concession, 

(8) Given to the Jesuits in 1657. 

(9) Increase to the original concession. 

(10)Same concess ion to the Comte de 
S t . P i e r r e i n 1720. 

( l l ) I n c r e a s e t o the p rev ious concess ion , 

(12) Reunited to the Royal Domain in 1711. 

(13) Uni ted to Domain and Reeonceded in 1683. 

(14) Cancel led and r e g r a n t e d i n 1683. 

(15) Cancel led and r eg ran t ed in 1683. 

(16) Inc rease t o prev ious concess ion . 

(17) Inc rea se to the 1637 concess ion . 

(18) " " " H 1653 " " 

(19) n n " " 1656 " " 

(20) " " n " 1657 " 

(21) I n c r e a s e t o the p rev ious concess ion . 

/ p p ) II « n n it n it it 

(P17/ ) n n r t n t i n it n 

(24) " " " " if n n tt 

/ O R ) 'i n if II if » if " 

(26) Reunited to Domain and regranted in 1691. 

Reunited to Domain in 1732, 

Given to Aubert de la Chesnaye in 1685. 

Reunited to Domain and reconceded inl714, 

Previous concession increased to -this 
figure. 

Increase to previous concession. 

n ft 11 it ti it it 

Given the same year to RicherdDenys 
de Fronsac. 

Reunited to Domain in 1697. 

Increase to previous concession. 

n n 

Inorease to Ste.Anne de la Perade, 

Increase to previous concession. 

n 

i i 

tt 

n 

ft 

ii n 

i i ii 

it ii 

n it 

tt I I 

n n 

n tt 

if it 



(47) I n c r e a s e to p r e v i o u s conces s ion . 

(48) Reuni ted to Domain in 1741, r e ­
conceded 1750. 

(49) Reuni ted t o Domain in 1 7 4 1 , r e -
coneecled 1743. 

(50) Reuni ted t o Domain in 1 7 4 1 . r e ­
conceded 1743. 

(51) Reuni ted t o Domain in 1 7 4 1 , r e ­
conceded 1743. 

(52)Reuni ted to Domain in 1741, r e 
conceded 1743, 

i (53) Reunited to Domain in 1741 . 
CM 

5 (54) " " " " " 1741 . 

( 5 5 ) n „ i, n t, 1 7 4 1 # 

(56) Reunited to Domain in 1841,re 
conceded 1752, 

(57) Reunited to Domain in 1741, re 
conceded 1752. 

(58) Reunited to Domain in 1741, re­
conceded 1744. 

(59) Reunited to Domain in 1741. 

(60) Reunited to Domain in 1741, re­
conceded 1749. 

(61) Reunited to Domain in 1741, 

(62) " " " " " 1741. 

(63) " " " " " 1741. 

(64) Increase to previous concession, 

( 6 5 ) " " " it it II ii 

(66) Reuni ted to Domain in 1741 . 

(67) I n c r e a s e to p rev ious conces s ion , 

(68) n n " it n it n 

(69) n " " it ti ti ft 

( rtQ \ 11 ii if ti n n tt 

(71) Including an increase in 1745 . 

(72) Increase to La Durantaye. 

(73) Increase to previous concession. 

(74 ) " " " n n n 

f ijr E \ it n it ti tt it 

(76) 

(77) 

(78) I n c r e a s e t o La Duran taye . 

n it 

it n ii 



Increase to Rimouski 

Increase to previous concession. 

Increase t o previous concession. 

Increase to previous concession. 

to 
to 

(79) 

(80) 

(81) 

(82) 
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Table 7. Census of New France, 1665-1666. (1) Population, 
Number of families, number of farmers (habitants) and farm 
population. 

Locality P 

1 

Total 

Quebec 

Beaupre 

Beauport 

Isle d'Orleans 

St.Jean,St.Francois, 
St.Michel 

Notre Dame des Anges,) 
La Riviere St.Charles) 
Charlesbourg ) 

Coste de Lauzon 

Trois Rividres and Sur 

Montreal 

opulation 

3,215 

547 

533 

185 

452 

153 

112 

13 

c. 455 

625 

Number 
of 

families 

538 

71 

89 

29 

96 

27 

24 

3 

69 

107 

Number 
of 

farmer s 

476 

13 

70 

18 

121 

26 

33 

3 

61 

106 

Farm 
population 

2,005 

64 

339 

106 

314 

124 

86 

13 

341 

471 

tl) Can. Arch Series G.l Vol 460-1. The above table is a 
recompilation of this census. 
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Table 8. Census of New Franoe, 1667 ( l ) . Popula t ion , number of famil ies , nnber and area of farms and l i ve s took . 

Locality 

Total 

Que beo 

Beaupre 

Beauport 

Island of Orleans 

Cote Ste-Genevieve) 
Cote St. Francois ) 
Cote St. Michel ) 

Sillery 

Cap Rouge 

Cote St. Ignace 

Notre-Dame des Anges (2)} 
Riviere St. Charles j 
Charlesbourg ) 

Lauzon 

Trois-Rlvieres 

Cap de la Madeleine) 
La Touche j 
Champla in » 

Montreal and surroundings 

Population 

3,918 

453 

664 

163 

427 

187 

56 

159 

50 

282 

111 

£14 

359 

766 

Number 
of 
families 

817 

72 

133 

33 

113 

40 

7 

30 

12 

82 

25 

41 

82 

147 

Number 

farm 8 

713 

11 

127 

32 

108 

37 

7 

26 

11 

107 

21 

33 

74 

119 

1 to 4 
"arpents" 

169 

1 

22 

1 

25 

0 

0 

0 

1 

73 

0 

3 

16 

27 

_rm_ 

5 to 0 
"arpers" 

_36 

4 

51 

10 

it 

17 

1 

6 

<5 

17 

12 

4! 

27 

34 

of 

11 to 50 

"arpents" 

278 

3 

52 

17 

35 

• 17 

5 

18 

4 

14 

9 

22 

26 

56 

51 to 100 
"arpents" 

16 

Z 

2 

2 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

101 "ar­
pents" and 

over 

15 

1 

0 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 
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Table 8. Census of New J ranoe , 1667 ( 1 ) , Populat ion, number of famil ies .number and area of farms and l ives t v- t 
) 

l o c a l i t y 

Total 

Quebec 

Beaupre 

Beauport 

Is land of Orleans 

Cote Ste Genevieve) 
Cote S t . Franqois j 
Cote S t . Michel ) 

S i l l e r y 

Cap Rouge 

Cote S t . Ignaoe 

Notre-Dame des Anges (2 ) ) 
R i v i e r e S t . Charles ) 
Charlesbourg ) 

Lauzon 

T r o i s - R i v i e r e s 

Cap de l a Madeleine) 
La Touche j 
Champlain ) 

Montreal and surroundings 

Total area 
under 

c u l t i v a t i o n 

11,569 

545 

1,711 

862 

1,236 

832 

256 

617 

112 

914 

233 

1,012 

1,554 

1,876 

Number o f 
farms r e ­
p o r t i n g 
c a t t l e 

430 

10 

91 

27 

70 

12 

7 

22 

3 

30 

16 

29 

33 

78 

Total number 
of 

c a t t l e 

2 ,683 

152 

552 

151 

333 

129 

59 

91 

9 

487 

59 

142 

171 

348 

Farms report ing 

to 4 
eads 

228 

4 

41 

15 

37 

£ 

2 

17 
l 

3 

14 

13 

12 

20 

48 

5 to 10 
head 8 

149 

£ 

36 

e 
87 

4 

4 

3 

0 

7 

5 

17 

10 

26 

11 to 24 
heads 

44 

1 

14 

4 

6 

5 

0 

2 

0 

5 

0 

0 

3 

4 

25 heads 
and over 

— 

9 

3 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1) Can. Aroh. Ser ies G . l . Vol. 460-2, This census w i l l a l so be found i F i r s t Census of Canada, 1871, Vol.IV, 
pp.6 and 7. I t w i l l be noted tha t the above f igures do not agree cnpletely with those published in Vol. IV, 
1871. These f igures are a recompilntion of the f igures contained i S e r i e s G.l . The main differenoe is in 
the number of famil ies which the wr i t e r has counted on the prlnoip] now followed in census compilations. 
A number of the 817 fami l ies , w i l l be famil ies of one person. 

(2) 85 sheep ure a lso reported in Notre Dame des Anges. 
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Toble fJ. Census of •os.-.dic, 1G71 ( 1 ) . Popul tl-.-n, nvjnlor of f - i l i o e , numlr • nd - re»a o f fr,rne and l i v e s t o c k 

l o c a l i t y 

Total 

Port Roy-.l (£) 

Fobomkom (2) 

Cap Helgre 

Pentaguet 

Mouskodabouet 

S t e . P i e r r e (Cope Breton J 

Popul. t i o n 

436 

3G3 

14 

14 

£5 

1 3 

7 

Hum bar 
of 

f o m i l i o s 

76 

68 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Number 
o f 

f&rriG 

5Z 

49 

1 

2 

0 

0 

1 

l^rns o f 

1 to 4 
" .Tj iDll tE" 

£0 

17 

0 

2 

0 

0 

1 

5, n io 
fto 10 
'rp -nts" 

£1 

20 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 to 50 
"cjxpents" 

12 

12 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

51 "urpents" 
.nd over 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Table 9 . Census of endi'.., 1G71 ( l ) . Pop"l • t i o n , number o f fci . . i l ieG, numtr and or a of furms and l i v e s took, (oont . ) 

Fais r e p o r t i n g L o c a l i t y 

Tota l 

Port Royal (£) 

Pobomkom (2) 

Cap Ne igre 

Pentaguet 

Mouskadabouet 

° t . P i e r r e (Cape Breton) 

Totra area 
under 

c u l t i v a t i o n 
" u p o n t s " 

430 

417 

6 

3 

0 

0 

number of 
farms r e ­
p o r t i n g 

o a t t l e 

Tota l number 
o f 

o a t t l e 
1-4 

heads 

47 

44 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

866 

029 

12 

25 

0 

0 

0 

10 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5-10 
he ds 

15 

14 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

11 -£4 
ho ds 

£5 
heeds 
and 
over 

l.o, 
o f 
sheep 

19 

17 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 1 

407 

399 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

No. 
o f 
go.-< t s 

Mo. 
of 
sir i n * 

3D 

0 

12 

24 

0 

0 

0 

66 

0 

20 

36 

0 

0 

0 

(1) This reoompil t i o n e h V s s l i - h t d i f f o r o n c e s u i t h the f i~nrir . .nibiinhe in ttio oonsns volume. 
(£) The census further r e p o r t s t h ' t 625 " b a r r i ^ ' e s " and 57 b— i e l s of - r a K i b-on h-<rvested at Port Royal and 

5 "barriques" a t fobomkom. 
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Table 10. Census of 1681 
(1) 

Popu la t ion , number of f a m i l i e s , number of irms and area under cu l t iva t ion 
c l a s s i f i e d by s i z e of farm. 

L o c a l i t y 

Tota l 
Quebec 
Abenaqui and Algonquin 

Mis s ion a t S i l l e r y 
Huron Miss ion at L o r e t t e 
Beauppe 
Beauport 
Bourg Royal 
V i l l a g e S t . Claude 
Charlesbourg 
V i l l a g e S t . Joseph 
V i l l a g e S t . Bernard 
P e t i t e Auvergne 
Coste S t . Michel 
Coste S t . Franco is 
S e i g n e u r i e de Gaudarvi l l e 
S e i g n e u r i e de Maure 
Dombourg, H e u v i l l e 
P o i n t e auz E c u r e u i l s 
Portneuf 
Chavigny 
S t . Charles des Roches 
S e i g n e u r l e de l a Prade 
L o t b i n i e r e 
V i l l i e u 
Lauzon 
Cap. S t . Claude 
Beaumont 
La Durantaye 
B e l l e c h a s s e 
La B o u t e i l l e r i e 
I s l e auz Oyes 
Comte de S t . Laurens 

( I s l a n d o f Orleans) 
I s l e d ' A n t i c o e t y 
T r o i s - R i v i e r e a e t g a r n i s o n 

P o p u l a t i o n 

9 ,673 
1 ,198 

6 
3 

728 
409 

71 
27 
86 
37 
63 

304 
109 

55 
66 

155 
376 

16 
31 
12 
55 
£5 
58 
15 

293 
27 
53 
59 

226 
62 
39 

1 ,009 
12 

156 

Number 
o f 

f a m i l i e s 

1 ,893 
215 

2 
1 

121 
47 
16 

4 
15 

8 
15 
66 
20 

8 
16 
3 1 
70 
4 
3 
1 

14 
7 

11 
5 

49 
5 

15 
15 
47 
11 

6 

186 
1 

34 

Number 
o f 

f-iritis 

1 ,583 
54 

-
-

109 
35 
16 
4 

15 
8 

14 
62 
19 

8 
16 
29 
67 

4 
3 
1 

14 
6 

11 
5 

47 
5 

15 
14 
45 
11 

6 

177 
1 

23 

• I 

Area 
under 
c u l t i ­
va t ion 

"arpents" 

£4,644 
1,998 

-
_ 

2 , £13 
1,225 

£08 
32 

£09 
110 
120 
723 
370 
196 
£65 
316 

1,001 
26 
90 
£0 
98 
78 
77 
28 

557 
24 
64 
98 

317 
134 

66 

£ ,419 
2 

559 

Farms c l a s s i f i e d according to 
area under c u l t i v a t i o n 

1-4 
arpents" 

£46 
1 

-
— 
7 
1 
-
-
4 
-
3 
6 
-
-
w 

• 
•» 

w 

-
-
6 
-
6 
3 
6 
4 

11 
6 

14 
1 
-

14 
1 
2 

5-10 
"arpents 

636 
12 

_ B 

- P 

26 
6 
9 
4 
5 
3 
8 

29 
2 
3 
6 

16 
22 

4 
-
-
4 
4 
3 
2 

£3 
-
4 
5 

28 
8 
4 

71 
— 
3 

11-50 
"arpents 

646 
30 

-
-

70 
22 

7 
-
6 
5 
3 

27 
16 
4 

11 
13 
45 

-
2 
1 
4 
2 
2 
— 

18 
1 
• 
3 
3 
n 2 
2 

91 

16 

5 l "ar­
pents" 
and over 

55 
11 

-
_ 
6 
4 
-
—> 
-
-
-
-
1 
1 
— 
«. 
» 
-
1 
— 
— 
** 
— 

• 
1 
-
™ 

— 

" 
1 

£ 
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Table 10. Census of 1681 (1) 
Popula t ion , number of f ami l i e s , number of fans and area under cu l t i va t ion 

c l a s s i f i e d by s ize of farm, (ant.) 

locality I 

Riviere du LOup 
Ste Anne de la Perade 
Batiscan 
Champlain 
Fief Hertel 
Prairies Marsollet 
Cap de la Madeleine 
Nlcolet 
Linotot 
St. Francois (Seigneurie) 
Montreal (Isle de) et gamison 
Sault St. Louis (Mission) 
Isle Jesus 
La Chenaye 
Repentigny 
Villemur 
Autray 
La Valtrie 
La Prairie de la Madeleine 
Longueil 
Isle Ste Therese 
Du Tremblay 
Boucherville 
Varennes 
Vercheres 
Contrecoeur 
St. Ours 
Chambly 
Sorel 
Monceauz 
Missions iroquoises 
Mission des Outaouais 

opulation 

20 
106 
£50 
£53 
£5 
16 
£04 
37 
47 
52 

1,4££ 
3 
£4 
7£ 
117 
31 
2£ 
43 
148 
79 
54 
£8 
179 
7£ 
61 
69 
87 
78 
117 
5 
14 
27 

Number 
of 

families 

6 
££ 
49 
50 
5 
3 
39 
9 
16 
16 
£86 
1 
4 
££ 
30 
9 
5 
10 
39 
19 
14 
6 

40 
£6 
12 
14 
2£ 
17 
27 
1 
1 
1 

Number 
of 
farms 

6 
17 
47 
39 
4 
3 
38 
9 
15 
14 
£50 

-
4 
£0 
31 
9 
4 
10 
36 
16 
14 
6 
32 
£4 
12 
14 
£1 
17 
26 
1 
-
— 

Area 
under 
culti­
vation 
"arpents" 

56 
151 
551 
906 
38 
26 
807 
85 
1£6 
155 

5,£19 
-
7£ 
£03 
341 
68 
53 
77 
214 
150 
99 
67 
3£8 
£0£ 
110 
145 
181 
133 
39£ 
50 
-
— 

farms classified 
area under 

r4 

"•spents 

_ 
10 
4 
1 
1 
. 
3 
3 
3 
4 
14 
-
1 
4 
4 
3 
-
3 
14 
6 
8 
1 
8 
7 
£ 
8 
3 
£ 
4 
-
-

5-10 
"arpents 

4 
4 
£5 
6 
2 
£ 
7 
4 
10 
6 
88 
-
1 
12 
21 
5 
1 
5 
19 
4 
5 
3 
20 
14 
6 
4 
16 
14 
IS 
-
-

1 

acoordine to 
cultivation 

1,1-50 
"arpents" 

2 
3 
18 
30 
1 
1 
£5 
£ 
2 
4 

101 
. 
2 
3 
5 
1 
3 
2 
3 
6 
1 
2 
3 
3 
4 
1 
2 
1 
8 
1 
— 

61 "ar­
pents" 
and over 

—• 
m, 
_, 
2 
— 
„ 
3 
— 
_ 
_ 
17 
« 
-
1 
1 
-
_ 
•• 
-
— 
-
» 
1 
a* 

m 

1 
«• 
_» 
1 
«• 
Mk 

(1) Can. Arch. Se r i e s G . l . Vol. 460-3 . The above t ab le i s a recorapilatioiof the oopy held at the Archives and 
does not agree in every case with the summary given in Vol. IV, Censu:of 1871, pp.11-14. As in the oensuses 
of 1666 and 1667, the number of fami l ies was oounted in the same way < in the present day censuses. 
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Table 1 1 . Census of 1681 ( 1 ) ; Number of l i v e s t o c k and numbers reported pr farm. 

L o o a l i t y 

T o t a l 
Quebeo 
Beaupre 
Beauport 
Bourg Royal 
V i l l a g e S t . Claude 
Ch'-r l e s bourg 
V i l l a g e S t . Joseph 
V i l l a g e S t . Bem&rd 
P e t i t e '.uvergne 
Coste S t . M i c h e l 
C o s t e S t . F r a n c o i s 
G a u d a r v i l l e 
De Maure 
Dombourg, N e u v i l l e 
P o i n t e aux E o u r e u i l s 
Por tneuf 
Chavigny 
S t . C h a r l e s de s Roches 
La Prade 
L o t b i n i e r e 
V i l l i e u 
Lauzon 
Cap S t . Claude 
Beaumont 
La Durantaye 
B e l l e c h a s s e 
La B o u t e i l l e r i e 
I s l e auz Oyes 
Comte de S t . Laurens 

( I s l a n d o f Orleans) 
I s l e d ' A n t i c o s t y 
T r o i s - R i v i e r e s 
R i v i e r e du Loup 
S t e Anne de l a Parade 
Bat iBoan 
Champlain 
F i e f H e r t e l 
P r a i r i e s M a r s o l l e t 
Cap de l a Made le ine 
N i c o l e t 
Line t o t 

Number 
o f 

c a t t l e 

6 , 8 9 6 
4 4 2 
788 
£92 

39 
7 

47 
£4 
25 

£24 
63 
32 
45 
59 

£34 
8 

32 
19 
46 
19 
27 

1 
161 

9 
9 

21 
£40 
104 

88 
907 

2 
110 

£4 
135 
135 
157 

10 
11 

£08 
£0 
£5 

Number 
o f farms 
r e p o r t i n g 

c a t t l e 

1 , 2 6 4 
57 

103 
36 
12 

4 
15 

7 
9 

65 
17 

6 
12 
20 
60 
4 
3 
1 

10 
4 
8 
1 

37 
5 
2 
8 

36 
1 1 

5 
160 

1 
22 

6 
15 
39 
33 

4 
2 

35 
7 
8 

Farms r e p o r t i n g bew< 
1 -4 
c a t t l e 

765 
39 
31 
12 
11 
4 
12 
6 
8 

38 
14 

2 
8 

16 
47 

4 
-
— 
7 
3 
6 
1 

£4 
5 
2 
7 

12 
2 
-

79 

1 
1 4 

4 
11 
27 
22 

4 
-

12 
6 
6 

3 -10 " 
c a t t l e 

401 
13 
51 
17 

1 
— 

3 
1 
1 

14 
3 
4 
4 
4 

11 
— 

2 

2 
— 
2 
" 

12 
— 
1 
1 

16 
4 
3 

66 

— 
7 
2 
£ 

12 
10 

— 
£ 

20 
1 
£ 

1 1 - 2 4 
O-'.ttl 

94 
6 

19 
6 
" • 

* 
™ 

m 

3 

• 
^ 
*• 
2 
i 

i 
i 
i 
i 
• 

i 
™ 

m 

7 
5 
1 

13 

1 

1 

1 

3 

"-
• j 

sen 
25 
c a t t l e 

or 
more 

19 
6 
2 
1 

*" 
—* 

-

— 

" 
™ 

" 

—* 

" 
" 

1 
2 

1 

No. 6T" 
h o r s e s 

94 
38 
12 

5 

4 

2 
6 
7 
1 

~ 
™ 

" 

1 

1 

2 

2 
M 

_ 
_ 

_ 

TTo. o T 
a s s e s 

8 
3 
"• 

" 

1 
1 

2 

1 

_ 

— 
^ 

— 
«. 
_ 
^ 
_. 
_ 

Kb. o r 
sheep 

602 
158 

4 6 

-

_ 
™ 

_ 
80 

— 

M 
_ 
w 
_ 
_ 
-
-

12 
-
-

S o . o f -
g o a t s 

18 
-

" 

-

_ 
_ 
_ 

mt 

w 

— 
^ 
— 
_ 
_ 

_ 
_ 
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
— 
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Table 11. Census of 1681 (1 ) : Number of l ives tock and n-imben reported per farm, (contd) 

L o c a l i t y 

S t . Franco i s ( S e l g n e u r i e ) 
Montreal ( I s l e de7 
Sau l t S t . Louis (Miss ion) 
I s l e J e s u s 
La Chenaye 
Repent igny 
Vi l lemur 
Autrey 
La V a l t r i e 
La P r a i r i e de la Madele ine 
Longuei l 
I s l e de S t e Therase 
Du Tremblay 
B o u o h e r v i l l e 
Varennes 
Vercheres 
Contreooeur 
S t . Ours 
Chambly 
Saurel 
Monoeaiix 

Number 
o f 

o a t t l e 

33 
1 .076 

-
52 
76 
2S 
31 
2£ 
24 

107 
64 
30 

3 
107 

59 
66 
66 
64 
43 

120 
16 

Number 

farms 
r e p o r t i n g 

o a t t l e 

» 
186 

-
* 

H 
11 

9 
4 
6 

29 
11 
f 

I £9 
14 
11 
11 

1 i 3 
1 13 
| 20 

1 

Farms 

1-4 
c a t t l e 

1 
116 

-
2 
* 

" 
' 
2 
* 

£0 
I 
6 

•J £4 
10 

6 
7 
9 

10 
12 

-

r e p o r t i n g bet'een 

5-10 
c a t t l e 

-
56 

1 
6 

-
2 

£ 
2 

9 
I 

4 
Z 
4 
3 
3 
3 
7 
" 

11-24 
c a t t l * 

2 

£6 
cnt . t l e 
or more 

-
13 i 2 

- 1 1 - , X 

- ! -
- -

" 1 " 1 -

1 l ' -
1 i " 
- I -

I 
l 1 -
l i 1 1 -
l ' -

" 1 r 
i 

1 

No. of 
horses 

_ 
10 

m 
» 
2 
mm 

-
^ 
2 
m 
m 

-
-
-
— 
-

I " 1 «* 
-

No. of 
a s s e s 

-
*» 
~» 
_ t 

• 
-
• 
— 
-
-
_. 
m» 

« • 

* 
" 
- t 

I 
" 
4 

No. of 
sheep 

m 

244 
-
m 

«• 
-
•» 
-
-
-
• 
_ 
m 

m 

" 
_» 
" 
*• 
m 

* 4h 

68 
m 

No.of 
goats 

• 
m 
m 

-
w 

_ 
•» 
-
*a 

«• 
-
* 
mm 

** 
• * 

™ 

mm 
mm 

1 A 

IS 

(1) See oote (1) T&ule 1( 
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Table 12. Census of Acadia, 1686 (1 ) : Popula t ion , number of f i l l i e s , number of farms, 
area under c u l t i v a o n . 

L o c a l i t y 

Total 
Port Royal 
Cap de Sable 
La Heve e t MIrl iguaiche 
Les Mines 
Beaubassin or Chignectou 
Riv i ere S t . Jean 
Chedabouotou 
Kepiss igny 
L ' I s l e Percee 

Populat ion 

879 
592 

15 
19 
57 

127 
16 
21 

6 
26 

No. of 
f a m i l i e s 

156 
95 

6 
8 

10 
21 

9 
1 
1 
5 

No. of 
farms 

90 
61 

2 
2 
5 

20 
-
-
*. 
— 

Area of land 
under c u l t i ­
v a t i o n 

"arDents" 

897 
378 

7 
3 

63 
426 

— 

— 

1 

r ., 
Perns c l a 

- A 1, 
"ajents" 

36 
29 

2 
2 
L 
i 
— i 

I 

s s i f i e d ace srding to ,< 
under c u l t i v a t i o n 

5-10 
"arpents" 

33 
26 

—• 

—» 
1 
6 
-
-

-

11-50 
"arpents" 

19 
7 
_ 
-
2 

10 
-
-
-
— 

irea 

61 "ej 
peats 
and 0̂  

1 
_ 
-
_ 
-
1 
. 
-
-
™ 

(1) G. l , Vol.466, pp.14-57. Census of 1871, Vol. IV, p .20 . 

Table 13 . Census of Aoadia, 1686: 'umbers of l i ves tock . 

L o o a l i t y 

Total 
Port Royal 
Cap de Sable 
LaH&ve e t MIrl iguaiche 
Les Mines 
Beaubassin or Chignectou 
Riv i ere S t . Jean 
Chedabouctou 
Hepiss igny 
L ' I s l e Percee 
— • • i 

! No. of 
c a t t l e 

986 
643 

17 
— 

90 j 
236 

_ 
i 

-

„ 

! No. of 
farms 
r e p o r t ­
ing 

L . . • 

c a t t l e 

85 
59 

2 
-
5 

19 
• 
-, 
_ 
— 

|1 -4 
c a t t 

! 14 
! u 
1 -

1 -
1 — 

S 3 
_ 

i — 

i -

" 

Farms r e p o r t i n g betifon 

l e 
| 5-10 
> o a t t l e 

40 
io 

2 
_ 
2 
6 
_ 
_ 
-
~ 

11-24 
o a t t l e 

29 
18 

_ 
_ 
£ 
9 
_ 
— 
-
— 

25oatt le 
afci over i 

1 
• _ * > 

M* 

•** 
1 
I 
_ 
~ 
_ b 

my 

Wo. of 
sheep 

759 
627 

i 
1 

21 
111 

i 
i 

-
_• 

No. of 
swine 

607 
351 

-
-

67 
189 

-
-
-

— 
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Table 14. Census of 1693 (l); Population, number of families, number offarms, area under cultivation. 

L o c a l i t y 

Tota l 
Port Royal 
Cap Sable 
Beaubassin 
Les Mines 
Port RazoJx 
La Heve 
R i v i e r e S t . Jean 
Pesmonquadls 
Pentagouet 

Popula­
t i o n 

1 ,018 
500 

38 
119 
307 

18 
6 

21 
7 

14 

No. Of 
f a m i l i e s 

162 
81 

6 
2 1 
67 

2 
4 
6 
1 
4 

No . o f 
farms 

144 
77 

-
14 
47 

_ 
-
6 
-
•" 

Area of 
land under 
c u l t i v a t i o n 

"arpents" 

1 ,840 
1 , 2 9 8 

-
167 
360 

-
_ 

25 
-
™ 

1-4 
"arpents" 

19 
7 
•• 
<* 
8 
-
-
4 
•» 
^ 

Farms c l a s s i f i e d according t o 
area under c u l t i v a t i o n 

5-10 
"arpents" 

58 
16 

-
9 

3 1 
-
«* 
8 
* P 

•* 

U - 5 0 
"arpents" 

67 
54 

mm 

5 
8 
-
4 . 

" 
** 

51 "arpemts" 
and over 

«* 
_ 
«• 
•» 
-
• 

~ 
•" 
~ 
m 

(1) Series G-1-466 pp.60-102. Census of 1871, Vol. IV, p.32. 

Table 15. Census of 1693: Number of livestock. 

L o c a l i t y 

T o t a l 
Port Royal 
Cap Sable 
Beaubass in 
Lea Mines 
Port Razoir 
La Heve 
R i v i e r e S t . Jean 
Pesmonquadls 
Pentagouet 

N o . o f 
c a t t l e 

1 ,793 
955 

54 
309 
461 

•*• 

• 
14 

-
— 

No. of farms 
r e p o r t i n g 

o a t t l e 

148 
75 

4 
19 
47 

_ 
-
3 

-
™ 

1-4 
o a t t l e 

16 
7 
-
1 
6 
-
-
2 
-
mm 

Farms 

0 -10 
o a t t l e 

60 
30 

-
6 

23 
-
_ 
1 
-
— 

report ing 

11-84 
c a t t l e 

67 
57 
4 
8 

18 
-
-
-
-
** 

25 c a t t l e 
and over 

5 
1 
-
4 
» 
_ 
-
n 

— 

No. o f 
sheep 

1,832 
1,240 

272 
320 

No, o f 
swine 

1,238 
733 
42 

142 
315 

«• 

•M 
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Table 16. Census of Aoadia, 1698 (1) ; Population, number of farms olaslfied according to the area under 
c u l t i v a t i o n , and f rui t r e e s . 

Local i ty 

Total (2) 
Port Royal 

Beaubassin 
Riviere 

S t . Jean 

Popu­
l a t i o n 

808 
583 
183 

42 

No. of 
f ami l i e s 

138 
99 
29 
10 

No, of 
farms 

107 
73 
24 
10 

Area 
of land 
under 

c u l t i ­
vat ion 

"arpents" 

1,735 
1,267 

298 
180 

Farms classif iedYcoording to 
area under cultivation 

1-4 
"ar­
pents" 

15 
7 
4 
4 

5-10 
"ar­
pents" 

25 
16 

6 
1 

11-50 
"ar­
pents" 

66 
46 
12 

6 

51 "arpents" 
and over 

2 
2 
•* 

Farms 
reporting 

fruit 
trees 

58 
65 

3 
_ 

Fruit 
trees 

reported 

1,799 
1,766 

33 
• 

(1 ) . Aoadie Recensement, G-l-466, pp. 107-146. Also oensue of 1871, Vol IV, p.44. 
(2) , The recompilatlon made by the wr i t e r shows s l i gh t differences wlth;he figures given in Volume IV of 

the Census of 1871. There is no doubt tha t there were also a few j a i l gardens in other places whieh 
are not covered in t h i s census. 

Table 17. Census of Acadia, 1698: lumbers of l ivestock. 

Loca l i ty 

Total 
Port Royal 
Beaubassin 
Riviere 

S t . Jean 

No. of 
c a t t l e 

1,033 
936 
358 

46 

Farms 
report ing 
o a t t l e 

103 
70 
29 
4 

Farms report ing 

1-4 
c a t t l e 

8 
4 
4 
• 

6-10 
c a t t l e 

44 
32 

9 
3 

11-25 
c a t t l e 

43 
28 
15 

£6 o l i l e ' 
ande/er 

8 
6 
1 
1 

No. of 
swine 

807 
576 
160 

71 

No, of 
sh.ep 

1,314 
1,136 

178 
• 
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Table 18, Census of Acadia, 1707 (l): Population, number of farms and umbers of livestook. 

Locali ty 

Total 
Cobeguitte 
Minnas 
Beaubassin 
Port Royal 

Popu­
la t ion 

1,497 
82 

578 
271 
566 

No. of 
families 

241 
17 
83 
46 
96 

No. of No. of 
farms 

213 
17 
73 
40 
83 

c a t t l e 

2,419 
180 
766 
510 
963 

No. of 
families 
repor t ing 

o a t t l e 

233 
17 
78 
42 
96 

Fai l ies report ing 7 

1-4 
c a t t l e 

53 
2 

17 

' $ catle 

8 
t 

3 • 
a if 

32 2< 

11-25 
c a t t l e 

90 
6 

27 
22 
33 

26 ca t t l e 
and over 

a 
-
3 
-
5 

No. of 
swine 

2,056 
114 
639 
388 
974 

No. el 
shee] 

2,587 
184 
718 
500 

1,246 

(1) This oensus like that of 1698 is incomplete. Can. Aroh. G.l. 466 pp 215-231, 
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Table 19. French population of New Franca by parishes and S e i ­

g n i o r i e s for Hie oensuses of 1692,1695 and 1698. 

l o c a l i t i e s 

Total 

Quebec 

Malbaie 

Bale St .Paul 

Cap Tourmente 

Ste . Anne 

Chateau Richer 

Ange Gardien 

Beanport ) 

P e t i t V i l l a g e ) 

Charlesbourg ) 
P e t i t e Auvergne) 
St.Bernard ) 
St.Claude ) 

S t . Remain ) 
P e t i t St .Antoine) 

Brand St .Antoine) 
Route Ste,Barbe ) 

Comte D 1 Orsainvi l le ) 
Bourg Royal ) 

Notre Dame des Anges i 

P e t i t e Riviere J 

St .Jean ) ! 
St .Michel) J 

S i l l e r y j 
i 

! 1692 

[ 11,075 

! 1,570 

i 21 

i a 

! 123 

190 

248 

257 

281 

269 

53 

81 

125 

104 ] 

89 ! 

157 ) j ) s 
) ! 

89 ) j 

J 1695 

j 12,786 

! 1,549 

! 16 

72 

f 181 

! 236 

315 

' 251 

329 

151 

157 

149 

123 

131 | 

121 | 

227 ] 

! 1698 

! 13,815 

! 1,988 

I 1 3 

! 75 

| 181 

! 222 

' 373 

315 

444 

315 

99 

97 

134 

151 

133 

188 



-417-

Takle 19. French population of New France by parishes and sei-
gniories for the oensuaes of 1692, 1695, 1698.(Cont.) 

L o o a l i t i e s 

Cap Rouge ) 
Gaudarvilla ) 
Champigny ) 

Ancienne Lorette) 
Jeune Lorette ) 

De_anre 

N e u v i l l e ) 
Soureui l s ) 

Portneuf ) 
Eschambauit) 

Les Grondines 

Lotbiniere ) 
Riviere du Chene) 

Ste .Croix) 
V i l l i e n ) 

Vlncennes ) 
Cote de Lauzon) 

Saul t de l a Chaudiere 

Beaumont ) 
Berthier ) 
La Durantaye) 

Riv iere du Sud 
ou I'Espinay 

S t . P i e r r e 1 
Ste .Famil le ) I a l e 
St .Francois ) 
St .Jean ) d'Orleans 
St .Paul ) 

1692 

78 

45 

177 

382 

1 9 1 ! 

56 

67 

66 

371 

— R 

206 

86 

243) 
359) ! 
213) J 
224) ' 
249) : 

1 1695 

97 

57 

249 

427 

103 

74 

91 

96 

390 

mm 

234 

102 

791 

698 

1698 

107 

68 
3 

244 

534 

168 

86 

116 

136 

397 

3 

272 

146 

738 

734 
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Table 19. French population of New France by parishes and s e i ­
gnior ies for the censuses of 1692, 1695, 1698.(Cont.) 

Loo a l i t l e s 

Vincelot 
Gagnier 
Port Joly 
Bonsecours 
Riviere des Troi6 

Saumons 

Grande Anse 

Riv l i re Quelle) 
B o u t e i l l e r i e ) 

Riviere du Loup) 
Le Bio ) 

I s l e s auz Oies ) 
I s l e s auz Grues) 

Tro is -Riv ieres ) 
Riviere du Loup) 
Bale St .Antoine) 
Tonnanc our ) 
Labadie ) 

Ste .Anne de la Pei 

Batlsoan 

Champlain) 
G e n t i l l y ) 

Cap de la Madeleir 
Riviere Puante 
Marsolet 
Becancour 

St . Francois 

Vil le-Marie ( I s l e 
Monti 

Berthier 

*ede 

ie ) 
) , 

1 
de 

-eal) i 

! 1692 
\ 

! 126 

; 69 

! 89 

! 1* 

| 29 

343 

121 

347 

331 

134 , 

78 1 

801 j 

41 ] 

i 1695 

! 164 

J 87 

[ 104 

13 

38 

349 

164 ' 

362 , 

238 ; 

178 ; 

101 | 

1,468 1 

" 

| 1698 

1 " 

| 246 

89 

105 

22 

40 

358 

145 

422 

326 

241 

98 

1.185 
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Table 19. Frenoh population of New Franoe by parishes and s e i ­
g n i o r i e s far the oensuses of 1692, 1695, 1698.(Cont.) 

L o c a l i t i e s 

La V a l t r i e ) 
D1 Autray ) 

Repentigny 

I s l e Jesus 

La Chenaye 

I s l e Ste .Therese 

Pte auz Tremble8 
( e t bas de l ' I s l e ) 

St .Franqois) 
St .Martin ) 

La Montagne 

Rividre des P r a i r i e s 

Riv iere S t . P i e r r e ) 
Lachine ( e t haut de ) 

l ' I s l e ) ) 

Sorel 

Saint-Ours ] 

Contrecoeur | 

Vercheres i 

Saint-Michel j 

Varennes J 

Bouchervi l le ( e t l e s i 
I s l e s ) { 

Tremblay) j 
Longueil) ! 

i 

j 1692 

i 21 

! 78 

j 49 

{ 32 

! 68 

j 232) 
' ) 
•' ) 

! " | 

-

38 

271 

81 ! 

57 ! 

52 j 

48 ; 

17 ! 

74 j 

343 J 

163 ; 

i 1696 
L 

! 

J 67 

! 22 

j 43 

! 86 

| 379 

•_ 

68 

256 

87 j 

66 ; 

44 i 

4 3 J 

50 ; 

106 i 

384 j 

134 ! 

! 1698 

J 

j 80 

! is 
! 42 

| 87 

256 

3 

47 

270 

59 

79 

48 

36 

39 

112 

393 

223 
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Table 19. Frenoh popu la t i on of New Frnnce by p a r i s h e s and s e i ­
g n i o r i e s for the oensuaes of 1692,1695 and 1698. (Cont . ) 

L o c a l i t i e s 

P r a i r i e de la ) 
Madeleine) 

St.Lambert ) 

Chateauguay 

I s l e S t . Pau l 

S a u l t - a u - R e o o l l a t 

Miss ions e l o i g n e e s 

• 
1692 

181 

-

13 

-

28 

1695 

229 

•« 

21 

3 

24 

1698 

225 

1 

21 

1 

24 
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Table 20. Agriculture by Government, censuses of 1692, 
1695 and 1698. 

Population 

Total ( inc luding s e t t l e d 
Indians) 

Government of Quebec 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Area under c u l t i v a t i o n 
Total 
Government o f Quebeo 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Area in pasture 
Total 
Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Yield of Wheat 
Total 

Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

H e l d of other gra ins 
Total 
Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Rumber of horses 
Total 
Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Number of c a t t l e 
Total 
Government ofQue bee 
Government of Three Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

1692 

12,431 

1695 

13,639 

1698 

15,355 

7,426 
1,521 
3,484 

"arpents" 
26,669 
13,768 

5,792 
7,109 

3 ,642 
1,856 

507 
1,279 

"minots" 
89,711 
48,862 
14,001 
26,848 

26,707 
15,568 

6,639 
8,500 

4 0 0 
316 

38 
4 6 

7,456 
4,539 

936 
1,982 

7,977 
1,392 
4 ,270 

"arpents" 
28,110 
16,627 

4,510 
6,973 

3,595 
1,903 

620 
1,072 

"minots" 
129,154 

72,082 
17,485 
39,587 

41,155 
18,960 
5,113 

17,082 

580 
426 

45 
110 

9,181 
5,408 
1,032 
2,741 

9,458 
1,590 
4,307 

"arpents" 
32,524 
19,844 
4,205 
8,475 

5,159 
2,711 

173 
2,275 

"minots" 
160,978 

99,613 
22,339 
39,026 

55,349 
29,440 
4 ,831 

21,578 

684 
512 

48 
124 

10,209 
6,580 

719 
2,910 
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Table 20. A g r i o u l t u r e by Government, censuses of 1692, 

1695 and 1698. (Cont . ) 

Number of sheep 
Total 
Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three 

Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

Number of swine 
Total 
Government of Quebeo 
Government of Three 

Rivers 
Government of Montreal 

1692 ' 

903 
1 294 

140 

469 

( 3,045 
2,234 

' 408 

' 403 

1695 

918 
334 
103 

4 8 1 

5,333 
3,103 

591 

1,639 

' 1698 

' 994 
1 398 

153 

443 

' 5,147 
3,428 

' 395 

1,324 
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Table 21. Approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
showed population in 1698. (l) 

Seigniory Parish County 

Malbaie. 

Riviere du Gouffre 
and Baie St.Paul.. 

St. Etienne de la Malbaie 
St. Fidele de Mont Murray 
St. Simeon 
St. Agnes de Murray Bay 
Ste. Irenee (pt.) 

Riviere du Gouffre 
Baie St.Paul 
St. Francois Xavier de la 

Petite Riviere 
St. Urbain 

Charlevoix 

Charlevoix 

Beaupre. 

I s land of Or leans . 

'Chateau Richer 
L'Ange Gardien 
Ste. Anne de Beaupre 
St. Joachim 
St. Ferreol 
St. Tite des Caps 
^Ste.Brigitte de Laval 

Ste. Famille 
St. Francois 
St. Jean 
St. Laurent 

vSt. Pierre 

Montmorenc: 

Montmoreno 

Beauport. 

Notre Dame 
des Anges. 

St. Gabriel and 
St. Ignace... 

' Beauport 
St. Dunstan du Lac Beauport 
^St. Michel Archange 

St. Charles de Charlesbourg 
St. Gabriel de Valoartier Tpt. 
Notre Dame des Laurentides(pt. 
St. Gerard Majella (pt.) 

Jeune Lorette 
Ancienne Lorette 
Notre Dame des Laurentidesfpt. 
St. Gerard Majella (pt.) 
St. Felix du Cap Rouge (pt.) 

Quebeo 

Quebec 

Quebec 

Quebeo City of Quebeo Quebeo 
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Table 21. Approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
showed population in 1698.(1) (Cont.) 

Seigniory Parish County 

1 Ste. Foy Quebec 
Gaudarville and St. Colomb de Sillery " 

Sillery St. Felix du Cap Rouge(pt.) " 

St. Augustin Portneuf 
Demaure -j s t # Felix du Cap Rouge Quebec 

Pointe aux Trembles (pt.) Portneuf 
St.Jean Baptiste des " 

Neuville and "S Ecureuils 
Ecureuils Ste. Jeanne de Neuville(pt.) " 

v Ste. Catherine de " 
Fossambault (pt.) 

/ Cap Sante Portneuf 
1 Ste. Jeanne de Neuville(pt.) " 

Portneuf -v Notre Dame de Portneuf " 
St. Basile " 

v̂  Ste. Christine " 

St.Joseph de Desohambault Portneuf 
Deschambault . Notre Dame de Portneuf (pt.) ^ 

N St. Alban 
; St. Gilbert " 

St. Charles des Grondines Portneuf 
St. Casimir " 

Grondines -\ St. Ubald " 
1 St. Thuribe 
^ St. Remi 
1 Ste. Anne de la Perade Champlair 

St. Stanislas de la Riviere " 
des Envies (pt.) 

St. Narcisse (pt.) 
Ste Anne -< St. Prosper (pt.) " 

St. Tite (pt.) 
St. Jacques des Piles(pt.) 
St.Jean des Piles(pt.) 
St. Roch de Mekinac(pt.) n 

, St. Theophile (pt.) 
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Table 2 1 . Approximate t e r r i t o r y covered by the s e i g n i o r i e s which 
showed popu la t ion in 1698.(1) (Cont . ) 

Se ign io ry P a r i s h County 

Ghamplaii 

Ba t i scan . 

Champlain. 

Cap de l a M a d e l e i n e . . . . 

T r o i s - R i v i e r e s 

Tonnancour and Labadie . 

R i v i e r e du Loup. 

Maskinonge or 
R i v i e r e Puante , 

/ 

V 

•St.Francois Zavier 
de Batiscan 

Ste. Genevieve de 
Batiscan (pt.) 

St. Narcisse (pt.) 
St. Stanislas de la Riviere 

des Envies (pt.) 
St. Adelphe (pt.) 
St. Prosper (pt.) 
St. Tite (pt.) 
St. Severin (pt.) 
St. Luc (pt.) 

/ La Visitation (pt.) 
J Ste Genevieve de 
"̂  Batiscan (pt.) 
| S t . Maurice ( p t . ) 
i S t . Luc ( p t . ) 

• Cap de la Madeleine 
| S t . Maurice ( p t . ) 

S t . Louis de F r a n c e ( p t . ) 
~] Notre Dame du Mont Carmel 
i Not re Dame de l a P r e s e n t a t i o n 
i S t . Theophile ( p t . ) 

Ci ty of T r o i s - R i v i e r e s 

La Po in te du Lao 

R iv i e r e du Loup (en haut ) 
S t . Leon l e Grand 
S t . P a u l i n 
S t . Ursu le ( p t . ) 
Notee Dame des N e i g e s ( p t . ) 
S t . Angele ( p t . ) 

St. Joseph de Maskinonge 
Ste. Ursule (pt.) 
St. Justin (pt.) 
St. Didace (pt.) 

Champla. 
it 

Champla 

St. Maui 

St. Mau 

Maskino 
" i 

Maskinc 
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Table 21. Approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
.showed population in 1698. (1) (Cont.) 

1 
Se ign io ry P a r i s h ' Ooun 

/ S t e Genevieve de B e r t h i e r Berth 
( S t . Cuthber t " 

B e r t h i e r J S t . Edmond de B e r t h i e r ( p t . ) " 
1 S t . Bar thelemi " 
(_ S t . Norber t " 

/ L a v a l t r i e Berth. 
L a v a l t r i e J S t . P a u l de L a v a l t r i e ( p t . ) " 

(__St. Charles Borromee(pt.) " 

( St. Joseph de Lanoraie Berth. 
Autray , Lanora i e , 1 St.Thomas de North J e r s e y J o l i e i 

Marsole t \ s t # L i n ( p t j L'Asst 

Lachenaie j s t - L i n t p t . ) L'Ass* 

\Lachena ie 

Repentigny Repentigny L'Asst 

Jesus I s l and A l l the I s l and 

Montreal I s l a n d . . . A l l the I s l a n d 

S te .The rese and S t . Montreal I s land -1 

Paul I s l a n d s 
i S t e . C e c i l e du Bio Rimo' 

B l c ^ S t . V a l e r i a n 
/ R i v i e r e du Loup (en bas) Temi 

S t .An ton in 
R i v i e r e du L o u p . . . . < Notre Dame du P o r t a g e ( p t . ) 

j S t . Georges de Cacouna 
L S t . Arsene c 

/ R i v i e r e Ouel le Kamo 
S t .Den i s de l a B o u t e i l -

R i v i e r e Ouelle or J l e r i e ( p t . ) , -
La B o u t e i l l e r i e . . . \ Mont Carmel 

S t . PScome 
V S t . P h i l i p p e ( p t . ) 

file:///Lachenaie
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Table 21. Approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
showed population in 1698. (1) (Cont.) 

S e i g n i o r y 

S t e . Anne de 
l a P o e a t i e r e o r 

•1 
f 

/ 
I 
I 
i 

| 

P a r i s h 

S t e . Anne de l a P o e a t i e r e 
S t . Onesime 
S t . L o u i s de Kamouraska 
S t . A n d r e de Kamouraska 
N o t r e Dame du P o r t a g e ( p t . ) 
S t . A l e x a n d r e 
S t e . H e l e n e 
S t . P a s c a l 
S t . Germain 
S t . J o s e p h 
S t . P h i l i p p e ( p t . ) 
S t . D e n i s de l a B o u t e i l ­

l e r i e ( p t . ) 

I 

I 

Count 

Kamour 
TT 

TT 

11 

Temisc 
Kamour 

w 

IT 

IT 

n 
IT 

Bonsecours. 

Port Joli and 
itois Saumons.... 

Vincelotte, Gagnier 
and lies aux Oies 

and aux Grue s., 

Riviere du Sud 
or L'Espinay.., 

Berthier or 
Bellechasse. 

\ 

La Durantaye. 

Notre Dame de Bonsecours 
de 1'Islet 

St. Cyrille 
Ste. Eugenie 
St. Aubert (pt.) 

f St. Jean Port Joli 
St. Aubert (pt.) 

Cap St. Ignace 
St. Antoine de l'lle 

aux Grues 

St.Thomas de la Pointe 
a la Caille 

St.Pierre de la Riviere 
du Sud 

Berthier (en bas) 
St. Francois de la 

Riviere du Sud 

St. Michel 
La Durantaye (pt.) 
S t . R a p h a e l ( p t . ) 

L ' I s l 

I I 

IT 

t l 

L ' I s l 
H 

Montm 
ti 

Montm 

n 

Montm 

B e l l e 
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'Table 21. Approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
showed population In 1698. (l) (Cont.) 

Seigniory Parish Coun" 

Beaumont• 

la Durantaye (pt.) 
St. Raphael (pt.) 
St. Neree (pt.) 
St. Gervais et Protais 
St. Lazare (pt.) 
St. Charles Borromee 
St. Etienne de Beaumont 

Jllec 

Lauzon and 
Montapeine. 

St . Joseph de Levis 
S t . N ico l a s 
S t . Anselme de Dor­

c h e s t e r ( p t . ) 
R i v i e r e Boyer 
S t . I s i d o r e 
Notre Dame de l a V i c t o i r e 
S t . Louis de Gonzague 

de P in t end re 
S t . David de l 'Aube-

r i v i e r e 
S t . Jean Chrysostome 
S t . Romuald d'Etchemin 
S te Helene de Breakeyv i l l e 
S t . Lambert ( p t . ) 
S t . E t ienne de Lauzon 

Levis 
n 

1 Dor c he 
i 

Levis 
| Dorch« 

L ev i s 
n 

if 

i i 

i " 

IT 

IT 

H 

Villiau or Tilly... 

Ste. Croix. 

Lotbiniere, 

St. Antoine de Tilly 
St. Apollinaire 
St. Flavien(pt.) 
Issoudun (pt.) 
St. Agapit (pt.) 
St. Maxime de Scott (pt.) 

Ste. Croix 
St. Flavien (pt.) 
Issoudun (pt.) 
St. Jacques de Leeds 
St. Gilles (pt.) 

St. Louis de Lotbiniere 
St. Edouard de Lotbiniere 
Ste. Emmelie 
Issoudun (pt.) 

Lotbii 
IT 

IT 
Tt 

IT 

Dorchs 

Lotbii 

Megan 
Lotbij 

Lotbii 
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Table 21. approximate territory covered by the seigniories which 
showed population in 1698. (1) (Cont.) 

Seigniory Parish Count 

Deschaillons or 
-niviere du Chene., 

St. Jean Deschaillons 
Notre Dame de Lourdes 
Villeroy 
Ste. Philomene de 

Fortierville 

Lotb in i 
Meganti 
Lotbinii 

Gentilly. 
St. Edouard de Gentilly 
Ste. Gertrude (pt.) 
Ste. Marie de Blandford 

ITicolet 

Becancour, 

St. Francois. 

^ 

' Becancour 
Ste. Gertrude (pt.) 
Ste. Marie de Blandford (pt.) 
St. Gregoire le Grand 
St. Celestin 

I Ste. Angele de Laval 
\ Prec ieux Sang 

U i c o l e t 

Baie S t e . A n t o i n e . , 

Sorel. 

St. Ours. 

/ St. Francois du Lac 
{ Notre Dame de Pierreville 

< St. Thomas de Pierreville 
] St. Elphege (pt.) 
(̂  St. Gerard Majella (pt.) 

St. Antoine de la Baie 
du Febvre 

-, La Visitation (pt.) 
St. Elphege (pt.) 

s St. Zephrin de Courval (pt.) 

St. Pierre de Sorel 
Ste. Anne de Sorel 
St. Joseph 
Ste. Victcire (pt.) 
St. Robert (pt.) 
St. Louis (pt.) 

St. Ours 
St. Bernard (pt.) 
St. Roch de Richelieu 
Contrecoeur (pt.) 
.Ot. J u d e de S t . O u r s l p t . ) 
O t . Burn ' 'be ( p t . ) 

Yamaska 

Yamaska 

R i c h e l i ' 

.1 L 

,, t 
IT i-

R i c ^ a l . 
S t . Hy£ 
R i c h e l . 
VercheJ 
S t . Hyj 
S t . Hy<-

i 
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Table 21. approximate territory coveied by the seigniories which 

showed population in 1698. (l) (Cont.) 

Seigniory Parish Count} 

Contrecoeur 1 Contrecoeur (pt.) Verchere 

j St. Antoine de Padoue " 
_ , » Vercheres Verchere 
Vercheres ^ s t e # - Q ^ ^ g ^ 
Varennes , Varennes Verchere 

\ Ste. Julie (pt.) " 
( Ste. Famille de ' Chambly 

Boucherville -\ Boucherville 
[ St. Hubert (pt.) " 
( St. Jintoine de Longueil Chambly 
\ St. Hubert (pt.) 

Longeuil . St. Jean (pt.) St. Jear 
i Lacadie (pt.) " 

St. Blaise (pt.) " 
v St. Lambert Chambly 
/ St. Philippe Laprair 

Laprairie " 
Lacadie (pt.) St. Jeai 

Prairie de la St. Blaise (pt,) " 
Madeline. ! St. Jacques le Mineur Laprair 

St. Isidore " 
St. Remi de la Salle (ptc) ' " 

. Sto Joachim Chateau, 
r.^teauguay ^ s t > R ^ m i d e l a S a l l Q ( p t # ) Laprair 

1) The purpose of this table is to show the extent of the terr i 
population in 1698. We cannot claim absolute accuracy for t 
tracing back the boundaries of the old seigniories, but i t i 


