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INTRODUCTORY NOTE.

The past history of Canada from a provincial
aspect is replete with interesting episodes of adven-
ture, discovery, conquest—religious and political—
and war by sea and land, which have ever been
the subject of polemical discussions. The Society for
Historical Studies, young as it is, has not been slow
to elucidate many events which have been so fruitful
of interest to all of us and the community at large. In
a heterogeneous population such as that forming the
present Dominion of Canada, it is not surprising that
our history has been written from an uncosmopolitan
point of view, pandering to national prejudices. It
is with gratification, therefore, that we see this Society
rising above selfish views, delving to the founda-

tion of history and presenting it in conformity with
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Cicero’s injunction on the title page hereof, as it
should be, free from all bias and consequences,
having truth and fact for its basis. The present
pages form the subject of a paper read before one of
the Sessions of the Society, which was deemed
worthy of more extended use and publicity. It is
therefore offered, in the hope that it will merely
be the forerunner of many others worthy of greater
preservation, which it has been my good province
to hear read at its Sessions and which, properly
collated and edited, will form together a valuable
history of the Dominion.

As the eye is the window of the soul, treating it
likewise as the avenue to the mind, I have added
illustrations of the leading actors (or such of them as
are obtainable) and principal cities, from originals of
the time, which generous possessors have largely
enabled me to contribute. Original portraits and
views are more difficult and costly to obtain than
the public are probably aware of; the few

examples now remaining are either in inaccessible



Intvoductory Note. Vil

places or equally so in the hands of collectors, who do
not desire to see them reproduced. It is a pleasure
therefore to me thus publicly to acknowledge the
spontaneous and generous offerings I received from
Mr. Robert Jenkins, Rosedale, Toronto ; Mr. Lawrence
Heyden, Toronto, the owner of the valuable letter
from Wolfe herein produced ; Mr. Justin Winsor,
Harvard University; Mr. John Horn, Montreal,
some of whose originals as well as antograph signa-
tures from rare documents or letters in fac-simile,

adorn these pages.

vl H.
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“One voice, one people, one in heart
And soul, and feeling, and desire!
Re-light the smouldering martial fire,
Sound the mute trumpet, strike the lyre,
The hero deed can not expire,
The dead still play their part.

Raise high the monumental stone !
A nation’s fealty is theirs,
And we are the rejoicing heirs,
The honored sons of sires whose cares
We take upon us unawares,
As freely as our own.

‘We boast not of the victory,
But render homage, deep and just,
To his—to their—immortal dust,
‘Who proved so worthy of their trust
No lofty pile nor sculptured bust
Can herald their degree.”
SANGSTER.



The Fall of PWew France.

1754°1760.

A retrospective glance at the colonization period
of the history of North America will show us that
the country was claimed, in the first half of the 17th
century, by the Spaniards on the south, closely
bordered on the north by the doubtful claim of the
French to the Louisiana country, which had not then
been named ; the English, in their neighboring colony
of Virginia, already well-established ; the Dutch New
Netherlands adjoining them on the north-east; New
England following to the further north-east, with a
small strip of territory and coast-line ; New France,
the rest of the country to the North Pole.

We have thus all the great Christian nations of
the world colonizing and taking possession of the
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beautiful continent of North America, each outvie-
ing the other in their vain effort to establish a reli-
gious hierarchy, according to their different tenets,
in a land which knew not the Cross, but which
opened to them a prospect of peace they could not
enjoy in their own homes.

While commercial enterprise was the main factor
in establishing these colonies, the propagation of the
Gospel and the advancement of the divine glory,
“ by bringing the Indians and savages resident in
“ these parts to human civility and a settled and
“ quiet government,” were the chief objects to be
attained.’

Vexilla Regis prodeunt ;
Fulget crucis mysterium.

The unfortunate divergent opinions as to the
mode in which Christianity should be worshipped,

1The Charter of the One Hundred Associates, granted on the
29th April, 1627, by King Louis XIII, read: *For the primary pur-
“ pose of converting the Indians to the Catholic Faith,” and “for
“ the purpose of obtaining for his Majesty’s Subjects new commer-
“ cial advantages, derivable from a better management of the fur
“ trade.”—Faillon Histoire de la Colonie Francaise en Canada, p. 126

et seq.
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were now transplanted from the Old tothe New soil.
The Spaniard, with his ultramontane views, more
Catholic than the most exacting Roman ; the Nor-
man and Breton peasant, with his mild and sweet
submission to the doctrines of the parental Church
of Rome, under the Order of St. Francis, to be later
on exchanged for that of the more turbulent and
despotic control of Loyola ; the direct opposing faction
of the Virginian, who had left his home, bringing
with him a charter, in which it was a special duty that
“ the true word and service of God, according to the
“ rites and services of the Church of England, should
“ be preached, planted and be used in the Colonies
“ and among the neighboring savages;” the Puri-
tan exile, in his sacerdotal oligarchy, in which “no
“ man shall be admitted to the freedom of this body
‘“ politic, but such as are members of some of the
“ Churches within its precincts;” and the New
Netherlander, acting under the parent Govern-
ment of the States-General of Holland, whose mis-
sion was “peace and amity, without Church, that
“ everyone should enjoy the free exercise of their

! James the First, November 20, 1606, Instructions for the
Government of Virginia.,
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“ religion within their own houses ;”* were now the
doctrines to be established and enforced within their
usurper’s rights of territory in America, and extended
to the natives thereof.

Each colony, under political allegiance to the
parent Government, was subservient to the fate of
the nation as it became embroiled in European con-
troversies. Thus, by a series of successive wars, the
fate of several of these American possessions was
like a kaleidoscopic view—one day French, the next
English ; followed by an occasional victory for the
Spaniard and the Hollander!

All these facts have been dwelt upon, in detail, in
the very interesting series of consecutive papers read
this session. I will, therefore, merely point out the
state of the map of America at the period I am
desired to lay bare before you. We have the Spa-
niards driven to the mountainous region of Mexico,
their occupation of Florida being merely nominal.
The Hollander absorbed by England, which latter
claimed the entire coast-line of the Atlantic between
latitudes 28° 50" and 62° north, with boundary to the
west by the water-line of the Mississippi River,

! Annals of North America (Howland), page 101.
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north-west the Lakes and the River St. Lawrence ;
running to the east as far as the River Bustard, or
St. John ; thence north, obliquely, in longitude 62°,
she claimed Labrador, or New Britain, and the Hud-
son Bay Territory to the Pole. The French, in their
formerly majestic Province of New France, absorb-
ing three-fourths of the whole continent, were now
confined to the narrow strip of land lying between
what was known as the Height of Land, or Hills,
dividing the water-shed between the Hudson Bay
and the St. Lawrence and having, as its southern-
most boundary, the St. Lawrence, the Lakes, and
south-easterly the Mississippi to the Gulf of Mexico.

This division, however, while laid down on the
French maps, was never formally accepted by the
Canadians or the French Government. They
claimed the English western boundary to be the
Alleghany ridge of mountains and not the Missis-
sippi River, and in this intervening valley France
planted, built and maintained forts of more or less
strength. This disputed territory, a land of inex-
haustible wealth of lumber and minerals, teeming
with the richest of fur bearing animals, was not
in the actual possession by occupation of either
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contestants. The English while claiming it, had not
yet extended beyond the confines of the coast-line of
the Alleghany chain. A few missionaries of the
Moravian or United Brethren sect, avowing tributary
allegiance to the Virginian Government, had estab-
lished posts for the conversion of the Indians, chiefly
in the Pennsylvania district among the Delawares ;
outside of them, the French traders alone were met
with in their honorable traffic with the natives, for
which they were always distinguished, in sad
contradistinction to the practices of the Provincials.

England deemed it incredible that France would
lay claim, by right of La Salle’s discovery of 1674,
to this large interior, commonly known as the Five
Nations country; for the English were determined
to make good the pretensions they had always main-
tained (perhaps without foundation) of a prior dis-
covery by Wood in 1654, and by Bolt in 1670. This
claim is to some extent recognized by the fifteenth
clause of the treaty of peace at Utrecht! It is said

! Section XV., Treaty of Utrecht, 11 April, 1713:—*“The subjects
“ of France inhabiting Canada, and others, shall hereafter give no
“ hindrance or molestation to the five nations orcantons of Indians

“ subject to the Dominion of Great Britain, nor to the other natives
“ of America, who are friends to the same. In like manner the
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that it was only in 1742 that the country west of the
mountains was occupied by the first Englishman
who had ever wandered beyond the great Appala-
chian chain. This was John Howard, of Virginia,
who was closely followed by Conrad Weiser and the
Moravian missionaries, who established permanent
posts.!

The French had unquestionably approached nearer
an occupation by erecting trading posts and had had
extensive dealings with the natives for thirty years.
This was followed, in 1749, by France sending an
armed expedition under De Céleron to take official pos-
session of the disputed territory, by affixing leaden

“gubjects of Great Britain shall behave themselves peaceably
“ towards the Americans, who are subjects or friends of France;
“and on both sides they shall enjoy full liberty of going and
“ coming on account of trade. As also the natives of those coun-
“ tries shall, with the same liberty, resort, as they please, to the
“ British and French colonies, for promoting trade on one side, and
“ the other, without any molestation or hindrance, either on the part
“ of the British subjects, or of the French. Butit is to be exactly and
“ distinctly settled by commissaries, who are, and who ought to be
“ accounted the subjects and friends of Britain or of France.”

11t is true, prior to this, in 1714, immediately after the Peace of
Utrecht, Col. Alexander Spotswood, Lieutenant-Governor of Virgi-
nia, personally and with indefatigable labor, made the first certain
discovery of a passage over the Appalachian Mountains, but nothing
further came of it.
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plates at prominent localities, under the orders of De
la Gallissoniére, the Viceroy of Canada and New
France, to oppose the cession made by England to
the Ohio Company hereafter mentioned.

The territory in question was very fully occupied
by the Indian races, who had their villages estab-
lished ; their tribal hunting-grounds well defined;
with council fires burning at Shamokin, the capital of
the Delaware country, and Onondago, that of the Iro-
quois ; where they discussed, at periodical intervals,
their common foe—the white man. Here overtures
were made by La Joncaire-Chabert for the French—
William Johnson for the English—accompanied with
liberal presents, to obtain their powerful assistance
in attacks upon Canada or the New England colo-
nies, as the case might be. Well may they have
been puzzled as to which cause they should espouse,
for both were their common enemy in driving them
from the soil of their forefathers; the game upon
which they subsisted was rapidly receding before
the encroachments of civilization.

The Gospel had been preached to these different
tribes by most zealous Jesuit missionaries for over a
century, in the interests of France; and by Moravian
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and other missionaries on the English behalf, with-
out making much progress, as the Indian of that day
was not a creature to be influenced by religion to
any appreciable degree, the chase and the battle-axe
being the objects alone for which he lived. While
not so effective in establishing the Catholic worship
in their hearts; the French,—by their congenial
nature for hunting, honest traffic, and a dauntless
courage for which their officers were most feared
and beloved—were more successful in gaining over
the friendship and powerful assistance of these tribes
in the war which was now about to commence.

The Iroquois, through their eloquent Mohawk
chief, Hendrick, responded to the call of the Eng-
lish, at a conference with Col. William Johnson, in
the following terms:—“We don’t know what you
‘ Christians, English and French, intend. We are
“ 80 hemmed in by you both, that we have hardly a
“ hunting place left. In a little while, if we find a
“ bear in a tree, there will immediately appear an
“owner of the land to claim the property and
“ hinder us from killing it, by which we live.
“ We are so perplexed between you, that we hardly
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“ know what to say or think.” ' Subsequently,
in a direct reply to their appeal for assistance, he
reproached them with neglect, if not cowardice :—
“We could have taken Crown Point, but you
“ prevented ms. Instead, you burnt your own fort
“ at Saratoga and ran away from it, which was a
“ shame and a scandal to you. Look about your
‘“ country, and see! You have no fortifications ; no,
“not even in Quider (Albany). It is but a step
“ from Canada hither, and the French may come and
“turn you out of doors. You desire us to speak
“ from the bottom of our hearts, and we shall do it.
“ Look at the French ; they are men! They are for-
‘“ tifying everywhere. But you are all like women,
“ bare and open, without fortifications!!” > The Iro-
quois became allies of the French, and remained so
until the year 1759.

In 1749, the Ohio Company received a grant
of a large territory from the English Government,
consisting of 500,000 acres, on the east bank of
the Ohio, within the disputed country. They
were to have the monopoly of the Indian trade.

! New York Colonial Documents, Vol- V1., p. 813.
2 Pichon’s Memoires du Cap Breton, 1760, p. 245.
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The French considered this an encroachment,
claiming, as I have before stated, by the right of
discovery and occupation, all the lands watered
by the tributaries of the Mississippi. The Ohio
Company, opposed alike by the French and the
Indians, endeavored to take forcible possession of
their property by erecting a fort at Redstone (now
Brownville), on the Monongahela. The French pro-
ceeding with the erection of additional forts, the
English Government, through Lord Holderness,
Secretary of State, wrote to the governors of Penn-
sylvania and Virginia, that “ whenever the French
were found within the undoubted limits of their
provinces,” force should be wused to repel force.®
Thus matters stood ready for an open conflict, and it
is not suprising that a rupture soon occurred to
which neither party attached much importance.
With the exception of this skirmish in 1750, at a
block-house said to belong to the English on the
Miami River, in which the French were successful,
nothing of any moment arose to mar the peace
established since the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle of

1Parkman says that this letter was signed by the King
personally.
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1748 It was only in 1758 that the French gave
unmistakeable signs of their intention of maintain-
ing by force the country claimed by both.

In this year, Lieut.-Gov. Dinwiddie, of Virginia,
purchased the right from the Indians on the Mon-
ongahela to erect a fort at the junction of that river
with the Alleghany. He then determined upon
sending an envoy to the French commandant at the
nearest fort, named Le Beeuf, built on what was
known as the French Creek, demanding their im-
mediately vacating the territory.

This emissary introduced to American history its
greatest and most remarkable statesman, the cele-

brated George Washington; who, though then but
twenty-one years of age, offered to undertake this
perilous adventure. Accompanied by the land sur-
veyor, Gist, and a few Indians ; he reached the fort,

!In like manner to the English instructions, retaliatory orders
were given by the Governor of Canada to arrest all Englishmen
found beyond the Alleghanies, and seize their goods; this was put
in execution, and several English traders were forwarded to France
and lodged in the prisons of Rochelle. (The Mystery Revealed, Lon-
don, 1759, p,298.) A remonstrance and demand for their release,
from the Court of England, was presented by the English Ambas-
sador at Paris, the Earl of Albemarle, on the 7th March, 1752
(idem, p. 314), but received no satisfaction.
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was well received, delivered the Governor’s message,
but obtained no satisfaction. In the following year,
1754, Washington, then lieutenant-colonel of a Vir-
ginia regiment, with 300 men, was sent to enforce
his mission of the year previous and to erect military
works on the banks of the Ohio!!' He was to be
followed by Col. Fry, who was to assume command,
but this latter died en route.

It was a strange decree of fate, that the chosen

11

Warrior to set on foot the “ seven years’ war” in
America, ending with establishing England’s supre-
macy on this continent, should have been a mnative-
born American and the same individual who, a few
years hence, dealt the blow which annihilated her
sovereignty over the larger and more valuable part of
the same territory. Stranger still, that Providence
ordained, when fighting on behalf of his Mother
Country at Forts Necessity and Braddock’s Fields,
the only engagements of the War in which he took
a prominent part, both should be disastrous failures ;
while his last effort, when directed against her at
Yorktown in 1781, should have been that of an over-
whelming victory, upon which he rose to the pin-
! Washington’s Journal, 1754.



14 The Fall of New France.

nacle of fame and severed at one blow the parental
ties which had existed over one hundred and fifty
years in uninterrupted harmony with her cherished
colonies, for which she had so often fought and bled.

Washington, with half of his regiment, reached
Wills’ Creek, a fort of the Ohio Company, which was
to form the base of operations. He sent Capt. Trent
to erect a fort at the present site of Pittsburg, but
the foundations had barely been laid before he was
suddenly faced by a force of 500 French militia,
with cannon, and obliged to desist. No engagement
took place, and he was allowed to rejoin Washington.
The works were then demolished, and gave place to
the erection by the French of Fort Duquesne. In
anticipation of an attack by a detachment from
this same force under Commander Ensign Jumonville
de Villiers, who was sent on a reconnoitering expedi-
tion of which Washington was advised through
friendly Indians, but which was considerably magni-
fied by them ; he proceeded to meet them on the 26th
May, and in the encounter Jumonville was killed,
with nine others, and twenty-one prisoners taken.
This gave rise to a great deal of controversy in France
and Canada and Washington was accused of violating
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all known articles of war in attacking a peaceful
embassy. With the lapse of time and cooler judg-
ment, both French and Canadian authors have with-
drawn this ridiculous and gratuitous accusation.

Expecting a more formidable attack, he built an
entrenchment, which he named Fort Necessity.
Being reinforced with Col. Fry’s detachment of the
Virginia militia, he had a force of 300 men and one
company of regulars under his command. The
French, on the 3rd July, about 900 strong, com-
manded by Coulon de Villiers, brother of Jumon-
ville, attacked the entrenchment in a vigorous
onslaught and after nine hours incessant fighting, a
flag of truce was sent asking a capitulation, which
Washington accepted with *“honors of war.”!

No doubt, while this was a disastrous failure for
Washington ; in result, it was, practically speaking,
a drawn battle, without loss of honor or prestige to
him. He was opposed by a much larger force ; but
having the advantage of position, with a fort, a suffi-
cient garrison and the overtures of a parley coming

! The Mystery Revealed ; or, Truth brought {o Light. London, 1759,
-p- 22.  Also idem, Villier's Journal, p. 167, and Washington’s Journal,
1754.
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from the attacking force, he should have held his
ground with probably ultimately a result of a
complete rout to his attackers. An Indian chief
expressing his opinion of the fight to Washington
(Conotocarious, as he was called by them), ex-
claimed, “The French behaved like cowards; the
“ English like fools!!” It was upon the 4th July,
1754, in his twenty-second year, that he surrendered
and retreated from Fort Necessity; it was a remark-
able coincidence and synchronism that upon the 4th
July, twenty-two years afterwards, he began and
consummated the liberty and independence of a
nation destined to become one of the greatest com-
mercial and controlling powers of modern times. '
Parkman, in Montcalm and Wolfe, says “the defeat
‘“ at Fort Necessity was doubly disastrous to the
‘“ English, since it was a new step and a long one,
“towards the ruin of their interests with the
“ Indians ; and when in the next year the smoul-
‘ dering war broke into flame, nearly all the west-
“ ern tribes drew their scalping-knives for France.

! A further synchronism in this remarkable man’s life is the
date of his birth being the year in which the patent of Georgia,
which made up the thirteen old colonies, was granted, and for
which he afterwards obtained independence and autonomy.
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“ Villiers went back exultant to Fort Duquesne,
“ burning on his way the buildings of Gist’s settle-
“ment and the storehouse at Redstone Creek. Not
“ an English flag now waved beyond the Allegha-
“ nies.”

I must now direct your attention to another part
of America, the seat also of continuous dissensions
and warfare since it was disposed of by the Treaty
of Utrecht, signed on the 11th of April, 1713.

Acap1a, the home of the pioneer immigrants of La
Nouvelle France, suffered more vicissitudes from
European conflicts than any other portion of the
American mainland. Alternating according to its
political fate in name with New Scotland, or Nova
Scotia, as given to it by the eccentric Sir William
Alexander, Earl of Stirling, who received the terri-
tory as a gift from the Scotch King, James VI, and
1st of England ;—the country remained in the hands
of a few French fishermen and peasants' until it
surrendered permanently to the English on the 2nd
October, 1710. At this time, there were but 852 fami-

1 More than Métis, for there was a considerable sprinkling of
Scotch as well as Indian blood among these progenitors of the
exiled Acadians.—Rameau, La France aux Colonies.
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lies in all resident in the Province. They were, by
the Treaty of Utrecht, allowed their option either to
retire, with their moveable effects, to any other
place within a year, or remain, upon becoming sub-
jects of the Crown of Great Britain. They were also
to have the free exercise of the Roman Catholic
religion, so far as the laws of England permit.

But few emigrated, though nearly all expressed
their determination of doing so after the next har-
vest.

Finding that they remained and showed no inten-
tion of leaving, Gov. Caulfield requested them, on
the 8rd May, 1715, to take the oath of allegiance to
the new King, George 1st. This they refused to do,
likewise, in 1717, 1719 and 1720. The local English
Governor was in no position to enforce the oath,
having but 200 soldiers in garrison, and the French
population having increased to several thousands.
The Home Government, with a stolid indifference,
heeded not the warnings from so unimportant a
colony, and allowed matters to take their own course,
presumably relying on the legal assumption that
the inhabitants, remaining one year after the Treaty,
in accordance with its terms, became ipso facto the
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subjects of Great Britain, whether they took the
oath or not.

English settlers gradually coming into the
Province, their protection and the upholding of
the authority of England, both military and
civil, entailed considerable anxiety upon the Local
Government at Annapolis. This disquietude was
enhanced by the well-known antipathy the Aca-
dians bore to everything English. It had already
been a source of complaint that, under the sacred
cassock, the servile and credulous Acadian was
being secretly instructed in political ethics anything
but friendly to the Local Government. To counter-
act the danger accruing therefrom, officers were sent
out in 1725 to insist upon an immediate oath of loy-
alty being taken. Meeting with the usual opposi-
tion, but determined to have an oath taken, they
unfortunately modified the form, and had it sub-
scribed to; upon which the Acadians ever after-
wards claimed the character of “Neutrals!!” They
were not to bear arms against the French, English, or
Indians!!

As soon as this was reported to Lieut.-Gov.
Armstrong, he repudiated the act of his Officers, and
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submitted the matter to the Home Government, who
likewise declined to admit the position assumed by
the Acadians or accept the oath as worded.! Gen.
Richard Philipps, who enjoyed the sinecure position
of Governor-General of the Colony from 1717 to 1749,
returned from England upon the special mission to en-
force an unconditional oath. Thishe obtained in 1730
in the following terms: “ Je promets et jure sincére-
“ ment en foi de Chrétien que je serai entiérement
“ fidele et obéirai vraiment Sa Majesté le Roi George
“le Second, que je reconnais pour le Souverain
“ Seigneur de 1'Acadie, ou Nouvelle Ecosse. Ainsi,

”2  Even this oath, plain as it

“ Dieu me soit en aide.
is, in effect, was objected to by the Home Govern-
ment as being insufficiently explicit in terms.?
Notwithstanding the admonition given to the
people and priests, the political sermon still contin-

ued, and an example having to be made to enforce

1 Murdock’s History of Nova Scotia, Vol. L., p. 437.

2 (Translation.) I promise and swear sincerely, on the faith of
a Christian, that I will be entirely faithful and truly obey his
Majesty George 2nd, whom I acknowledge as the Sovereign of
Acadia, or Nova Scotia. So help me God.

3 Murdock, idem., p. 457, Vol. L ; also Nova Scotia Archives, 1869,
p-84.
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law and order, Gov. Armstrong, in 1729, ordered Mons.
Breeley, the priest, to leave the Province within a
month. An excellent view of the position, from a
contemporary writer, of 1748, may here be quoted:
“ Though these inhabitants became English subjects
“ by virtue of the Treaty of Utrecht and their oath
“ of allegiance of 1730; yet the French Governor
“ and Bishop in Canada preserved the chief influ-
“ ence and command over them, and cultivated in
“ them their former hereditary attachment to the
* French King; so that they continued a distinct
“body of French Roman Catholicks, exempted by
“ the English Government from bearing arms in
“ defence of it, and kept by their priests so unmixed
“ with and separate from the English, that no Eng-
“lish families could settle among them. The conse-
“ quence of all which was, that the increase of these
‘“ Acadians, instead of strengthening the King’s
‘“ Government, as they naturally ought to have
“ done, became dangerous to it, and by remaining
“in the Province were of much greater service to
‘ France, than if they had removed into the French
“ Government (Canada) immediately after the Treaty
“ of Utrecht, as they were a growing stock in Nova
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“ Scotia or settling it with French inhabitants, even
‘“ whilst it was in the hands of the English, and at
“ the same time contributed to the growth of Cape
“ Breton by supplying it with provisions.”

Subsequent events, and the effect of the Treaty of
Aix-la-Chapelle, having been very ably treated by
the President at the last meeting of this Society, I
have only to add, that upon an effort being made to
get the oath of allegiance taken, after they had been
again transferred by the French Government to the
British, on the 18th April, 1748, the usual artifices
of neutrality were employed to avoid it.

In 1755, Halifax and Annapolis Royal had sprung
into places of considerable importance, and other
English settlements being rapidly formed, it was
deemed absolutely necessary to put down, even
with a harsh hand, the numerous predatory
and hostile acts the Acadians were constantly
harassing these new settlers with. Murder, rapine
and open warfare, instigated by them, were incurred
at the hands of the native Micmacs. Several hun-
dreds of the former, with a large contingent of the

1 Memoirs of the Principal Transactions of the Last War. London,
1758, p. 18.
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latter, were found in arms at the forts of Beaubassin
and Baye-verte. The alarm of the English inhabit-
ants was widespread, especially as events were
pointing to another conflict between the crowns of
England and France at no distant day. This con-
flict promised to be a war of extermination to one or
the other party in America. I will again quote the
position of matters from contemporary writers :—
Joun Huskeg, in his work on the *Present State
of North America,” published both in London and
Boston in 1755, prior to the Acadian removal, says
(pages 89-40): “Since the Peace of Aix-la-Chapelle,
“ the French have erected, in Nova Scotia, one fort
“ at Beaubassin and another at Baye-verte. From
‘“ hence they have furnished the Indians, who make
‘“ about 300 fighting men, with arms, ammunition,
“ provisions and clothing. Upon our attempt to colo-
“ nize the Province immediately after the late war
“ with France, they spirited up these Indians to war
“ against us, by their ample supplies; by their
“ giving them a large bounty for every English pri-
“ soner they brought to them, and a much larger for
‘“ every English scalp they could produce; by their
“ promising to protect them in their forts, and by
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“ disguising themselves and occasionally joining the
“ Indians in their enterprizes against our settle-
‘“ ments, etc., etc. The Indians surprised the village
“ of Dartmouth one night, and, altho’ it had a
“ guard of soldiers, they burnt the houses and put
“ both men, women and children to death. The
“ French also, as soon as they had built these two
“ forts, threatened to destroy all the French subjects
“ of his Majesty and burn their settlements without
“ their forts on the peninsula, if they did not retreat
“ into the country within their forts ; therefore they,
““ who have always inclined to the French on account of
“ their religion, etc., though ever indulged in the
“ free exercise of that and every thing else, burnt
“ their houses, destroyed their plantations, and went
“ under the protection of the French, and prove as
‘“ good subjects of the French king as any he has in
“ America. Contrary to their oath of allegiance,
“ many of them have been detected in joining the
“ French and Indians, both in peace and war,
“ against his Majesty’s subjects.”

Another, DR. WiLLiAM COLARKE, in his Obser-
vations on the Late and Present Conduct of the
French with Regard to their Encroachments upon the
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British Colonies in North America, published at Boston,
just prior to the expulsion of the Acadians in 1755,
states (page 28): “The French inhabitants of Aca-
“ dia are well-known to be better inclined to the
“ French than the English Government, and must
“ eternally be so, as long as they are suffered to
“ have French Roman Catholic priests, subjects of
“ the French king and under the direction of the
“ Bishop of Quebec, among them ; and as the Eng-
“lish have not one fort, except Annapolis Royal,
“ that can hold out one day against a proper number
“ of regular forces provided with sufficient cannon,
“1if the French should, before the English are aware
“of it, send a large body of troops, with necessary
“ artillery, and a number of men-of-war to protect
“ them, the French inhabitants, who amount to many thou-
“ sands, would, wpon their first appearance, universally
“ revolt, and the conquest of that whole province
‘“ wguld not take up one fortnight. When the French
‘“ have once made a conquest of this province and
“ strengthened themselves in it, they will have laid
“ a good foundation for dispossessing the English, in
“ some future time, of all their other colonies in
“ North America, and securing them to themselves
“ with all the advantages of them.”
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Yet another,—a French contemporary writer—
BuTEL-DUMONT, in his Histoire et Commerce des Colo-
nies Anglaises, published in 1755, at page 72 states:
“ La cession qui a été faite de ce pays a la Grande
‘ Bretagne a rendu la Nouvelle Angleterre plus tran-
‘“ quille et a assuré son commerce. Les Anglais ne
““ sont pourtant pas tout-d-~fait délivrés des inquiétudes que
‘“ leur donnaient les alliances des Sauvages avec les Fran-
“ gais. Ces derniers qui habitaient en Acadie n’ayant
“ pas voulu se soumettre & la domination anglaises
“ se sont retirés dans la Gaspésie, d’on ils incommodent
“ leurs votsins. This has reference to the year 1755,
when the French inhabitants were supposed to be,
at least, “ Neutrals!” Allusion is here made to the
new English settlement at Chebucto, then named

Halifax.
The Memoirs of S. de C.* a contemporary writer of

!(Translation.) Butel-Dumont, in his History and Commerce of
the English Colonies, published in 1755, states : “The cession which
“ had been made of this Country to Great Britain rendered New
“ England more quiet, and secured its comamerce. The English
“ were neverthe less, not altogether free from anxiety, occasioned by the
“ alliances of the Indians with the French. These latter, who inhab-
“ited Acadia, not being willing to submit to English domination,
“ withdrew to Gaspé District, from which they worry their neighbors.”

2 Believed to have been written by Vauquelin, a Captain in com-
mand of one of the French war vessels in the St. Lawrence, both at
Louisbourg and Quebec.
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1748 to 1760, published by the Quebec Literary and
Historical Society in 1838, at page 60, condemns in
no unmeasured terms the acts of these native-born
subjects of England against the charitable treatment
they had ever received ; his words are: “ Le Gouver-
“ neur-G-énéral de 1’Acadie voulant également rétablir
“T'ordre et la tranquillité dans ce pays, manda aux
“ habitants de venir a Chebuctou (Halifax), y préter
“ au Roy serment de fidélité. . Les propositions qu'il
“ fit faire étaient des plus raisonnables ; elles étaient
“ qu'on leur conserverait les priviléges que le traité
“ d’Utretch et la Reine Anne leur avaient accordés:
‘“ les Acadiens s'imaginérent qu’ils étaient plus craints
“ qu'on ne pensoit ; ils refusérent de faire serment.
“ Le Gouverneur leur répartit: Vous étes réellement
“ sujets du Roy d’Angleterre, vous étes nés sous sa
‘“ domination, vous l'avez méme souvent reconnu
“ pour tel; la France sur laquelle vous vous fiez,
“ n’agit que par politique et vous fait jouer le réle
“ de rebelles, pour nous inquiéter jusque chez nous;
“enfin il les menaca de sévir contre eux, et ajouta
“ que §'ils ne se résolvaient au plus tét, il allait faire
“ tirer les canons de la ville sur eux, afin de s’en dé-
“ faire promptement : les Acadiens poussés d’un zéle
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‘“ fanatique, excités par les prétres, refusérent cons-
“ tamment d’obéir au Gouverneur, qui ayant fait ré-
“flexion que sa réputation souffriroit moins de se dé-
“ faire de ce peuple en les dispersant, résolut de les
“ faire embarquer par familles, et de les envoyer dans
“les différentes possessions Anglaises dans I’Amé-
“ rique.”!

Other French authors of the period confirm these
statements, notably P1cHON in his Lettres et Memoires
sur Cap Breton, 1760, pp. 289 et seq., while those of our
day speak as follows: REVEILLAUD, in his Histoire du
Cunada, page 22, states: * La population totale des
“ Acadiens francais s’élevait a cette époque a 16,000
‘“ ames; de ce nombre 4,000 peut-étre avaient émigré
‘ dans les iles du golfe St. Laurent, ou elles se retrou-

!(Translation.) “The Governor-General of Acadia, wishing
“ to réestablish order and tranquility in the counfry, requested
“the Inhabitants to come to Chebuctou (Halifax) and take
“there the oath of fidelity to the King. The propositions
+“ which he had made to them were of the most reasonable;
“ they were to the effect that they should be confirmed in the
“ privileges given to them at the Treaty of Utrecht and by Queen
“ Anne. The Acadians imagined that the Government were
“ more afraid of them than they actually were. They refused to
“ take the oath. The Governor replied: ¢You are in reality sub-
¢ ¢ jects of the King of England ; you are born under his domination,
“ ¢ you have on several occasions admitted his sovereignty ; France,
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“ yaient sous le pavillon de la France ; un nombre a
“ peu prés égal s’était refugié dans les postes encore
“ occupées par les troupes francaises autour de I'Isth-
“ me de Shédiac et c’étaient des Acadiens qui composaient
“la plus grande partie de la garnison dans les forls de
“ Beauséjour et de Gasperéaux que nous venons de voir pris
“ par le colonel Winslow. Le rteste des Acadiens, soit
“ donc une population de 8,000 habitants, vivaient
“ paisiblement dans leur presqu’ile, sur les terres
“ qui les avaient vus naitre, que leurs péres avaient
“ défrichées et qu'ils cultivaient avec amour, donnant
“ Texemple de toutes les vertus privées et domestigues.
“ Ils avaient subi, sans trop protester, lasouveraineté
“ de I’Angleterre, et tout ce qu’ils demandaient, ¢’é-
“ tait qu’on les laissat cultiver en paix leurs petits
“ domaines et qu’on ne les contraignit pas a porter
“ ¢ upon which you rely, acts only by policy, and makes you play the
¢ rgle of rebels, by which we are annoyed at our very doors.” Fin-
¢ ally, he threatened them with severe punishment, and said ‘ if they
“<did not come to an immediate decision, he would have the cannons
“‘of the town turned upon them, to get rid of them summarily.” The
“ Acadians, actuated by a fanatical zeal, instilled by their Priests,
“ constantly refused to obey the Government, who came to the con-
“ clusion that their reputation would suffer less by deporting them
“ and dispersing them, therefore resolved: To embark them by

“ families, and to send them into the different possessions of England
“in America.”
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¢ leurs armes contre leurs anciens compatriotes, con-
“ tre les hommes de leur langue, de leur religion et
“de leur sang. Une sorte de convention tacite s était
“ établie sur ce point entre eux et leurs gouverneurs, et leur
‘“ avait valu leur nom de ‘Frangais neutres.”” }
RAMEAU, in La France aux Colonies, p. 85, states : “ A
“lasuite du traité d’Utrecht le canton des Mines et de
‘“ Beaubassin, ou se concentraient de plus en plus la
“majeure partie des Acadiens,demeura donc Frangais par
“ le fait, quoique Anglais par les traités ; ils étaient restés

+(Translation.) Reveillaud, in his History of Canada, p. 22, states
“ The total population of the French Acadians reached at this epoch
“ 16,000 souls ; of this number about 4000 emigrated to the Islandsin
“ the Gulf of St. Lawrence, where they were under the French flag
“ an equal number found refuge in the posts occupied by French
“ troops surrounding the Isthmus of Shediac, and it was Acadians
“ who composed, the greater part of the Garrisons of the Forts of Beausé-
“ jour and Gaspéraux, which we have just seen captured by Col. Winslow.
“ The remainder of the Acadians, about 8000 Inhabitants,were living
“ quietly in the Peninsula on the lands upon which they were born,
“ which their forefathers cleared and which they themselves culti-
“ vated with love, giving an example of every virtue, private and
“ domestic. They had submitted to, not without protestations, the
“ English Sovereignty; and all they asked in return, was to be
“ allowed to cultivate their lands in peace, and that they should not
“ be obliged to bear arms against their former compatriots, against
“ men of their own language, religion and blood. A sort of tacit
“ agreement was established on this point between them and their Governors,
“ which gave them the name of French Neutrals.”
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“ d’ailleurs en communication par I'isthme de la pres-
“ qu'ile avec les frangais du Canada, qui avaient con-
“ servé toutes les cotes du continent, malgré les pré-
“ tentions des Anglais. De la sorte, ces Acadiens, en
‘“ dépit de quelques tiraillements et vexations, de-
“ meurérent pendant trente & quarante ans dans un
‘“ gtat de neutralité supportable, quoique pénible et mal
“ defini."

Section XIV of the Treaty of Utrecht reads as fol-
lows: “Itis expressly provided, that in all the said
“ places and colonies to be yielded and restored by
“ the Most Christian King, in pursuance of this
“ treaty, the subjects of the said King may have
“ liberty to remove themselves within a year to any
‘“ other place, as they shall think fit, together with
‘“ all their moveable effects. But those who are

1(Translation.) Rameau, in France in the Colonics, p. 35, states :
* Following the Treaty of Utrecht, the District of Minas and Beau-
““ bassin, where were concentrated the greater number of the Aca-
“ dians, remained French by the fact, while English by the Treaties; the
“ people were, besides, in communication, by way of the Isthmus,
“ with the French of Canada, who retained possession of all the coast
“ of the Continent, in spite of the pretensions of the English. From
‘“ which, these Acadians, notwithstanding some difficulties and
“ yexations, lived during thirty to forty years in a state of tolerable
“ neutrality, though somewhat painful and badly defined.”
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* willing to remain there, and to be subject to the
“ Kingdom of Great Britain, are to enjoy the free
“ exercise of their religion, according to the usage of
“ the Church of Rome, as far as the laws of Great
“ Britain do allow the same.”

Is it not clear, from the very language of this sec-
tion, not altered by any other, that all remaining
inhabitants became, ipso facto, by choice, subjects of
Great Britain? In fact, it was so regarded by the
Crown at that day, for no oath was requested until a
new king ascended the throne, when it became one
of allegiance to him personally as an act of “foi et
hommage.” To the State—the Government—they
had become British subjects, by tacit consent, in
remaining residents of the country, and it required
no further oath to legalize or complete the status.

The Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle expressly confirmed
and reiterated the above clause of the Treaty of
Utrecht ; thus, the French Acadians were twice
confirmed British subjects. They had not even the
privilege granted to them (as by that of Utrecht) of
having one year in which to decide. This latter
concession they asked for, and endeavored to claim,
but the authorities emphatically refused it.
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Gov. Cornwallis, of Nova Scotia, in 1749, left no
uncertain sound on the subject of their allegiance and
oathinthe mindsof hishearers. Hestated, inalengthy
reply to a deputation: “We have cause to be much
“ astonished at your conduct. Thisis the third time
“you have come here, and you do nothing but
“ repeat the same story. To-day, you present us a
“ letter, signed by a thousand persons, in which you
“ declare openly that you will be the subjects of his
“ Britannick Majesty on such and such conditions.
“ It appears to me you think yourselves independ-
“ ent to any government, and you wish to treat with
“ the King as if you were so. But you ought to
“ know that, from the end of the year stipulated in
“the Treaty of Utrecht for the evacuation of the
“ country, those who chose to remain in the Pro-
“ vince became at once the subjects of Great Britain.
“ The treaty declares them such ; the King of France
“ declares, in the treaty, that all the French who
“ shall remain in this Province shall be the subjects
“ of her then British Majesty. It would be contrary
“to common sense, also, to suppose that one can
‘“ remain in a province, and possess houses and lands
“ there, With0§1t being subject to the Sovereign of
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“ that Province. You deceive yourselves, if you
“ think you are at liberty to choose whether youm
“ will be the subjects of the King or no. From the
“year 1714, that no longer depended upon you.
“ From that moment you became subject to the laws
“ of Great Britain. You ought to have taken the
“ path of allegiance to your King the moment you
“ were required to do so. You tell me that Gen.
“ Phillips granted you the reservations you demand ;
“ and I tell you the General who granted you such
“ reservations did not do his duty; and also that
“this oath has never, in the slightest degree,
“ lessened your obligations to act always as a sub-
“ject ought to act. You allow yourselves to be led
“away by people who find it to their inlerest to
“ lead you astray. They have made you imagine it
“ is only your oath which binds you to the English.
“ They deceive you. It is not the oath which a
“ king administers to his subjects that makes them
“ subjects. The oath supposes that they are so
‘“ already. The oath is nothing but a very sacred
“ bond of the fidelity of those who take it. Itis only
“ out of pity to your situation, and to your inexpe-
“ rience in the affairs of government, that we conde-
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“ scend to reason with you; otherwise, the question
“ would not be reasoning, but commanding and
‘“ being obeyed.”' It must here be remembered
that the oath administered by Phillips? contained no
reservation, but they claimed that a verbal one had
been made by him, which induced them to accept
the oath.

No less than five opportunities® were afforded to
them between the years 1749 and 1755 to take the
oath of allegiance; but upon each occasion they
positively refused to do so,except with the old reser-
vation, which could not now be accepted. To defer
action longer would be pusillanimous, if not degrad-

! Nova Scotia. Archives, 1869, p. 174.

? See ante, p. 20.

® As an illustration of one of these “opportunities,” I copy, ver-
batim, the language used: “In the King’s name. By order of his
“ Excellency, CrarLBs Lawrmnce, Esquire, Lieutenent-Governor
“ and Commander-in-Chief of the Province of Nova Scotia, or Aca-
“dia, &c.  Proclamation. To the inhabitants and all others, natives
“ of Chignecto, Baie-verte, Tintamar, Chepoudi, St. John’s River, and
“ their appurtenances and adjacent parts, and all others, who have
“ not yet made their submissions;

“Whereas, most part of the inhabitants of the above and other
“ places have not yet made their submission to the King of Great
“ Britain, but, on the contrary, have demeaned themselves contrary
“ to all orders and loyalty to their proper Sovereign. Therefore,

“This is to command them to repair immediately to my camp,
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ing, in the extreme. The first key-note of the
coming action was in October, 1754, when the Lords
of Trade wrote to Gov. Lawrence the following :—
“ As to the inhabitants of the district of Chignecto,
“ who are actually gone over to the French at Beau-
“ sejour, if the Chief Justice should be of opinion
“ that by refusing to take the oath without a reserve,
“ or by deserting their settlements to join the French,
“ they have forfeited their title to their lands, we
“ could wish that proper measures were pursued for
“ carrying such forfeiture into execution by legal
“ process.” !

On May 10th, 1755, Gov. Lawrence writes from
Halifax to Gen. Braddock, the English Commander-in-
Chief of the Forces, who was then on his ill-fated ex-
pedition in the Ohio Valley :—* Should a rupture hap-
“ pen with France (an event founded upon appear-
“ ances and reports), it would be extremely necessary
“in order to make their submission, bringing along with them all
“ their firearms, swords, sabres, pistols, and all other instruments
“ of war; in disobedience of which, they shall be treated, as rebels,
“ with military execution.

“Given at the camp of Chignecto, this thirteenth day of May,
“1755. Signed, RoBerr MoxckToN.” (The Mystery Revealed, 1759,

p- 257.)
1 Nova Scotia Archives, 1869, p. 237.
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“ for us to keep on our guard. I esteem it my duty
“ to acquaint you that, in such case, the three regi-
‘“ ments, augmented as it is proposed [to a thousand
“ men each], with the scouts, the militia, and all the
“ forces that we can depend upon, will no ways be
“in proportion to the number of posts which we
‘““ must be obliged to defend, especially if it be con-
“ sidered that, even in the heart of the Province, we
“ have what they call neutral French—inhabitants
“ well armed, well experienced in the use of arms,
‘“ and also are connected with the French King; so
“ that, upon the least attempt which Canada should
“ make to invade us, I believe it is more than pro-
“ bable that they would immediately join them. As
“ T take this article to be of importance, I thought it
“ my duty to submit it to your reflection.” !

Before a reply was received from Gen. Braddock,
circumstances compelled the Governor to act
promptly. Upon receipt of a memorial, couched in
most offensive tone, of date June 10, 1755, said to
have been occasioned by the rumour that a fleet of
French vessels were close at hand to protect them, he

sent Capt. Murray to remove their firearms, but this

! The Mystery Revealed, 1759, p. 235.
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officer was so insolently treated, that the Governor-
in-Council, on 4th July, 1755, felt constrained to pass
the following resolution :—* Council, after considera-
‘“ tion,were of opinion that directions should be given
‘““ to Capt. Murray to order the French inhabitants,
‘* forthwith, to choose and send to Halifax new
“ deputies with the general resolution of the said
“ inhabitants in regard to taking the oath, and that
“none of them should, for the future, be admitted
“ to take it after having once refused to do so, but
‘“that effectual measures ought to be taken to
“ remove such recusants out of the Province.”!

The deputies were informed of this resolution, and
it was at once read out at the church doors to the
people. By the end of July, answer had been
received from all the French settlements to the effect
that they would take no new oath; the Council?

1 Nova Scotia, Archives, 1869, p. 256.

2The Council present at this important session were:

The Lieutenant-Governor, the Hon. CEARLES Lawrexce, Major
in Warburton’s regiment of foot, was present at both engage-
ments at Louisbourg. Councillor, in 1749, in Gov. Cornwallis's
Cabinet. Colonel in 1757. Administrated the Government of
Nova Scotia upon the retirement of Gov. Hopson. Was appointed
Lieutenant-Governor, 1754; Governor-in-Chief, 1756. During his
administration, the first Legislative Assembly of Nova Scotia was
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thereupon decided—at which were present the Eng-

13

lish admirals, Boscawen and Mostyn—that “as it
“ had been determined before to send all the French
“ inhabitants out of the Province if they refused to
“ take the oath, nothing now remained to be consid-
“ ered but what measures should be taken to send
“ them away, and where they should be sent to.
‘“ After mature consideration, it was unanimously
‘“ agreed that, to prevent as much as possible their
“ attempting to return and molest the settlers that
“ may be set down on their lands, it would be most
“ proper to send them to be distributed amongst the

convened at Halifax on the 2nd October, 1758. Died, at Halifax,
Sunday, 19th October, 1760, after eight days’ illness, in the prime
of life, of inflammation of the lungs. He was unmarried. The
Legislature voted a monument to his memory, to be erected in St.
Paul’s Church, Halifax. “From a grateful sense of the many
“ important services which the Province had received from him
“ during a continued course of zealous and indefatigable endeavors
“for the public good, and a wise, upright, and disinterested
“ administration.” (Nova Scotia Archives, p. 236.)

Bexsamin Greex.—Native of Massachusetts; born 1713. Son to
the Rev. Joseph Green, rector, and a graduate of Harvard. Mer-
chant in Boston. Secretary to Gen. Pepperell at Louisbourg, 1745.
One of Gen. Cornwallis’s Council in 1749. Treasurer of the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia. Administrator of the Government in 1766.
Died at Halifax, 1772. (Nova Scotia Archives p. 569.)

JorN Corrier.—The Hon. John Collier was a retired officer of the
army. He came out with the first British settlers in 1749. Was a
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“ several colonies on the continent of America, and
“ that a sufficient number of vessels should be hired
“ with all possible expedition for that purpose.”!
The die was cast, the irrevocable decree was
issued. Let us pass over, as rapidly as we can, the
harrowing details of the final troubles of a mis-
guided people—far from as perfect and amiable as
Longfellow, in his beautiful dramatic poem, “ Evan-
geline,” has sung, or that the Abbé Raynal, in his
pathetic and romantic narrative, would feign have
us believe; but sufficiently innocent of mundane
matters to have been happy in their rural retreats
—homes of guileless innocence and complacent trust,

justice of the peace and militia officer. Appointed Councillor, 1752.
Died at Halifax, 1769.

Wirrram CorrereiL.—Capt. Cotterell was the first Provost
Marshal, Councillor 1752, and Provincial Secretary.

Jor~y Rous.—Master of a Boston privateer. Captain in Royal
Navy, 1745. Present at Louisbourg and Quebec. A brave and
intrepid officer. Councillor, October 1754. Died at Halifax, 1760.

JonaTHAN BELcHER.—Second son of Gov. Belcher of Massachu-
setts. Graduate of Harvard. Completed studies in England, where
he became a member of the Society of the Middle Temple. Chief
Justice of Nova Scotia in 1754. Administrator of the Government
upon the death of Gov. Lawrence in 1760. Died at Halifax 1766,
aged 65.

By invitation.—The Hon. Vice-Admiral BoscaweN and Rear-
Admiral MosTyN.

! NovaScotia Archives, 1869, p. 267.
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where communism in its most favorable aspect ruled
and thrived—were it not for the machinations and
intrigues of their spiritual preceptors; who, forget-
ting their sacred mission and adopting that of the
political demagogue, obtained easy victims in the
pious, artless, and intellectunally deficient Acadian,
incapable of penetrating the delusive chimera they
presented to their vision, of French ascendency once
more in Nova Scotia!

Self-condemned, and without evasion or prevari-
cation, they admitted the allegations brought against
them of allegiance to the French Nation, the open foe
of the English; of cooperating, assisting, intriguing
with the native Indians, in their more open warfare
upon the English settlers; and thus, authors of their
own misery, they had now to take the punishment
decreed by retributive Justice, harsh and malevolent
as it may seem.'

! Extract from Petition of 3500 escaped Acadians, retired to Mira-
michi in spring of 1756, addressed to Gov. de Vaudreuil, Quebec, in
May 1756 :—

“The inhabitants of all Acadie, represented by their deputies,
“ have the honor to expose to you their melancholy fate, and that
“into which they are ready to fall, if you donot hold out the hand
“ of succor. They beg you to observe that the sole cause of thefr misery is
“ their exclusive attachment to France, and their character of subjects of
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Sufficient to say, the summons from Col. John
Winslow, to meet in the church at Grand-Pré on the
5th September, 1755, was fully attended by the eld-
ers, who were immediately made prisoners, and
addressed in the following terms: “ GENTLEMEN,—
“I have received from His Excellency, Gov. Law-
‘“ rence, the King’s commission, which I have in my
‘“ hand ; and by his orders you are convened together,
“ to manifest to you His Majesty’s final resolutions to
“ the French inhabitants of this his Province of Nova
“ Scotia, who, for almost half a century, have had
‘“ more indulgence granted them than any of his

“ that crown, which the English have been unable to constrain them to
“ renounce. Brought up by their fathers in uniform sentiments of devo-
“tion to their King, whose kindnesses they have on different occasions
« experienced ; can they, without failing in duty to their religion and
“ to themselves, give in to the terms exacted of them, especially at a time
“ when France in arms takes openly the part of avenging them, etc. Do
“ not their actual misery, that which they have done,and their constant
¢ refusal to obey the English, speak in their favor # And do they not
“ destroy the bad impressions that some persons have tried to give
“you in the business of Beauséjour! Observe, my lord, their
“ perplexity at that critical period; alternately intimidated and
“ caressed by an English army superior to the French forces, they
“ dared mneither to act or speak. BESIDES, WHY WERE THEY NOT LED
“ AGAINST THE ENEMY ?”—(Murdock’s Nova Scotia, Vol. IL, p. 312.)
The full force of this petition will be better understood by refe-
rence to De Vaudreuil’s letter of the 18th September, 1755, to the
Minister of Marine and Justice, published at length in Vol. X,
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“ subjects in any part of his dominions; what use
‘“you have made of it, you yourselves best know.
“The part of duty I am now upon, though neces-
‘“ sary, is very disagreeable to my natural make and
“ temper, as I know it must be grievous to you, who
‘“ are of the same species; but it is not my business
‘“ to animadvert, but to obey such orders as I receive,
“ and therefore, without hesitation, shall deliver you
“ His Majesty’s orders and instructions, namely:—
“ that your lands and tenements, cattle of all kinds
“and live stock of all sorts, are forfeited to the

N. Y. Colonial Documents, p. 358. This letter fully proves the
complicity of the Canadian Government in their effort to raise the
Acadians in open rebellion against English authority.

In the judgment of the court-martial, 20th September, 1757,
upon the Sieurs Vergor and De Villeray for surrendering the forts
Beauvséjour and Gaspéraux, is the following: “L’avis unanime 3
“ été de renvoyer les officiers absous; on a eu égard pour le fort de
“ Beauséjour, & ce que les Acadiens ont forcé le commandant 2
¢ capituler pour assurer leurs vies. Ils awaient, aulrefois, prété
“ serment de fidélité & I'Anglais, qui les avait menacés de les faire
“ pendre pour avoir violé.”—(Ferland, Cours d’Histoire de Canada
p- 556.)

(Translation.) The unanimous opinion was to discharge the
Officers absolved, on the ground that they were obliged to surren-
der the Fort de Beauséjour because the Acadians compelled them
to do so to save their lives. They had previously taken the oath of
fidelity to England, who threatened to hang them for having violated it.~—
(Ferland’s History of Canada, p. 556.)
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“ Crown ; with all other your:effects, saving your
“ money and household goods, and you yourselves
“ to be removed from this his Province. Thus it is
“ peremptorily his Majesty’s orders, that the whole
“ French Inhabitants of these Districts be removed ;
“ and I am, through his Majesty’s Goodness, directed
“ to allow you liberty to carry off your money and
“ household goods, as many as you can without dis-
“ commoding the vessels you goin. Ishall do every
‘“ thing in my power that all these goods be secured
“to you, and that you are not molested in carrying
“ them off; and also that whole families shall go in
‘“ the same vessel, and make this remove, which I am
“ sensible must make you a great deal of trouble, as
“ easy as his Majesty’s service will admit ; and hope
“ that in whatever part of the world you may fall, you
“ may be faithful subjects, a peaceable and happy
“ people. I must also inform you, that it is his
“ Majesty’s pleasure that you remain in security
“ under the inspection and direction of the troops
“ Thave the honor to command.”!

Summing up from Winslow’s Journal, as pub-
lished by the Nova Scotia Historical Society at pages

1 Winslow's Journal, N. 8. Hist. Soc., Part I1L., p. 94.
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72, 185, 190, 192 :—5'788 men, women and children
were, all told, thus exiled, from October 1755 to
January 1756, with as much humanity as the trans-
port of such a large number of people in small vessels
permitted. Every care was taken to avoid separation
of the families, and this end was attained with but
few disunited family groups; the few which did
occur, were occasioned by escape from capture.!

The appended copies of orders from Col. Winslow
will be sufficient to show the charitable feelings
with which this urbane commander carried out the
most disagreeable duty (he so often reiterates
in his journal) it was ever his province to execute.
“ October 6, 1755.—With the advice of my captains,
“made a division of the Villages, and concluded,
“ that as many of the Inhabitants of each as could be
“ commoded should proceed in the same vessel, and
“ that whole families go together ; and sent orders to
“ the several families to hold themselves in readiness

!Some authors maintain that a much larger number were
exiled; thisis impossible, as Acadia, in 1754, only contained 9215
inhabitants all told, and it is admitted that fully 3540 escaped
capture (Cf. Rameau, La France aux Colonies, Vol. 1., p. 42) and set-
tled in Canada and that part of Massachusetts Bay now known as
the State of Maine. (See Petition Note, p. 41.)
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“ to embark with all their household goods, etc., but
“ even now could not persuade the People I was in
“ earnest.—Orders of the day. Parole Plympton. J.
WinsLow.™

“CAMP AT GRAND-PRE, October 18, 1755.—Whereas
“ complaint has been made to me by the French
“ Inhabitants that they are greatly injured, as well
“ by Seamen as People who come after cattle, etc.,
“ These are therefore to direct that no Seaman, with-
“ out the Master of the Vessel being with him, or an
“ order in writing from the Master, showing their
“ business, be allowed to pass higher than the Dutch-
“man’s house, nor on the other side of the River
“ Graspereau. Nor any Englishman or Dutchman
“ stir from their quarters without orders; that an
“end may be put to distressing this distressed
“ people; and I have given directions to all march-
“ ing parties and patrols to pick up all such people
“ as disobey these orders, and bring them to camp
“ that they may receive punishment military; and
“ the Masters of Vessels severally are to notify their
“ respective Crews of this order. JoHN WINsLOW.””

1 Winslows Journal,p. 164.
2 Winslow’s Journal, p. 171.
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Provision was made in the charter parties of the
Vessels, that not more than one person was to be taken
to two ton’s measurement, and ample victuals were
stored for thirty days passage. Letters to the Gov-
ernors of the different Colonies were handed to each
Captain for delivery upon arrival,’' but, unfortunately,
no previous notice had been sent, though the deputa-
tion had been agreed upon by the Commander-in-
Chief of the forces Braddock, and the chief instigator
of the movement Governor Shirley, of Massachusetts
Bay, who had advocated strongly since 1745 both
the banishment and the capture of Louisbourg.

They were landed, under these orders, in Massa-
chusetts, Pennsylvania, Virginia and the Carolinas.
Aliens in language, nationality and religion, they
were not very welcome immigrants, especially from
the circumstances under which they came, and yet
with but few trifling exceptions, they were humanely
treated and supported at public expense; throwing
into bold relief, the cold and repellant reception the
three thousand refugees who found their way into
Canada met with at the hands of their fellow country-

! See_copies in Nova Scotia Archives, p. 277. Pennsylvania which

received 1923 of the number, expended over £7500 on their support
of public funds. (Penn. Hist. Soc. Vol. for 1858, pp. 285 et seq.)
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men, who gave them hides and horse-flesh as food,
and scant supply at this, as many of them, it is
recorded on the dark pages of French-Canadian his-
tory, died from starvation.'

Politically speaking, the expulsion was absolutely
necessary, justified and in full accord with the law
of Nations, to such an extent that not even France
itself, nor a solitary Foreign Power, alluded to it, in
its diplomatic relations, or remonstrated, with Eng-
land for the act. Not even is it a casus belli on the
part of France, and yet many insignificant and tri-

Tls furent donc réduits & presque mourir de faim: le peu de
nourriture qu'ils avaient, la mauvaise qualité des aliments,—
leur malpropreté naturelle,—le chagrin et leur paresse en firent
mourir un grand nombre; ils furent forcés de manger du cuir
bouilli pendant une grande partie de Ihiver, et d’attendre ainsi
jusqu’au printemps dans Pespérance que leur sort s’amélicrerait;
c’est en quoi ils furent trompés.—(Mémoires Sur le Canada depuis
1749 jusqu'd 1760; Québec, 1838, p. 62. Cf. de Montcalm en Canada,
pp. 111-112.)

(Translation.) They were reduced almost to death by starvation.
The little quantity of food they had; the bad quality of the provi-
sions,—their natural uncleanliness,—grief and indolence caused
many deaths. They were forced to eat boiled hide during a great
part of the winter, and to abide thus the coming of the spring, in
the bope that their position would then be improved, in which hope
they were much mistaken.—Memoirs on Canada, 1749 to 1760.
Quebec, 1838, p. 62. Cf. Montcalm in Canada (by Abbé Martin), pp.
111-112.
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vial grounds, as compared therewith, are specifically
mentioned in the Declaration of War. Sufficient to
show that France fully recognised that England had
a perfect right to treat her own subjects, when
disloyal, as she saw fit.

Precedents for this deportation unfortunately exist
in all epochs of the World’s History. Analogy may
be found in ancient times, in the removal of the
Messenians by the Spartans, and in the dispersal of
the Jewish race by the Romans. In mediseval his-
tory, we have that remarkable siege of Calais by
Edward the Third in 1847, resulting in the expul-
sion of several thousands of the French who refused
to take the oath of allegiance. After 210 years Eng-
lish occupation, France reconquered it, and in turn
expelled unmercifully the English, without the
option of oath-taking to remain.
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