History Notes Part 3
The Great Migration
· There was a marginalization of Aboriginals due to loyalist influx in the 19th century
· Government wanted to keep interior open to first nations for the fur trade
· Treaties of surrender had to be made to move into the interior
· First nations became less valuable and the need for land was increasing
· Americans had moved into the first nations land
· No surrenders/proper processes were happening in the atlantic provinces
· Instead they had “Friendship and Peace” agreements
· There weren’t any in New France
· Some occurred in Ontario 1781 treaties
· Mohawk and Iroquois had to move north as refugees
· Annuities were promised and reserve lands set aside for aboriginals
· Crown hoped they would settle and give up their nomadic ways
· Hunter-gatherers only lived on lands for a part of the year and the treaties were also problematic in other ways
· The Proclamation in 1763 didn’t apply to  maritimes or quebec
· There were catholic missions set up in Oka and Kanesatake which were places designated for Christianized aboriginals
· They moved out of montreal into Oka and Kanesatake, which were not reserves but rather land granted  for religious order instead of aboriginals (1718)
· The use of this land was fought about
· The Ottawa valley and Eastern ON was less  populated anyway due to the destruction of Huronia
· Most of their hunting territory had also moved south
· The first nations complained about the intrusions of their land but the governor believed land had already  been ceded
· Northern aboriginals had to move to Manoutoulin island in the great lakes area
· Many Algonquians asked to be put on reserves which made their hunting way of life much more difficult
· Some territories were kept free of immigration, especially around the furtrade areas
· Kitiganzibi wanted to obtain some land from Bishop who received land for Manawake 
British Colonialism and Stuff
· British Colonialism and imperialism was stronger in the Ottawa area which was a reflection of the culture there
· Early 19th century art came from early british officers that had been given artistic training
· They often painted their view of quebec which shows commerce, rafts, immigrants, aboriginals, fishery, floating grocers, steamboats, and souvenir sellers from exotic places
· Pax Britannica (British Peace) this includes the benefits of imperialism, marginalization or displacement immigration discouraged as it weakens the home country 
· Government policy of discouragement could only have limited effect
· Greater opportunities were elsewhere. 15000 people, some came to Canada but most went to Americas (some recruited by Quebec and Nova Scotia land speculators)
· There were few immigrants during wartime because crossing the ocean was dangerous, they wanted to wait to see which side would win and war time was good for their home economy so they would be focused on other things besides moving
· After the war, immigration returned but with much less force
· Immigrants who came to Canada were mostly Scottish highlanders who came North as loyalists because they were not welcome in the US
· The majority of immigrants from Europe went the US but when war ended the US had a recession 
· The economy was geared towards military and they had a lack of money
· Sir Robert William Horton tried to justify immigration through mercantilist theory (colonies would carry Britain out of recession) 
· Tried to keep the colonial market for Britain only
· Put taxes on foreign trade, and controversially suggested that immigration should be financed by the government
· He assisted parties of immigrants to eastern Ontario for people who had small means but wanted to have land
· In the late 1820s, aware of the economic benefits in Canada, large numbers of people would immigrate without financial help and there was no longer a need to fund immigration
Influx from the British Isles: the Great Migration
· 30-40k immigrants per year, 1.5mill to Canada, 3 mill to the US, 0.5 mill to Australia
· Misconceptions of the 19th century: the essential 2 founders were French and English but the reality was that Canada was largely Scottish, after 1822 there was a large influx of Irish arrivals which lasted into 1850s
· 2/3 of the immigrants coming into Canada during that time were Irish, which became the largest culture in Canada
· Canadas Anglophone population was mostly Irish, not English
· The main function of assisted migration was to kick off chain immigration which stimulated self-financing immigration
· Irish immigration was not largely due to the  potato famine because most people came pre-famine and were protestant farmers (the famine affected mainly Catholic farmers)
· Irish were seen as ugly, uneducated, poor human beings (they were either comic or dangerous)
· Immigration to Canada included 250k Scots, 100k British, 650k Irish during the great Migration
· 2/3 were protestant middle class farmers and tradesmen who could pay fares and feed their own children
· ¾ moved to farm land/ rural areas, the rest went into the city
· Majority of the immigrants came pre-famine, and those who did immigrate during the famine, the majority went to the US factories because they were so poor
· Famine immigration streak occurred during the tail end of the famine in the mid 19th century
· They moved in large groups (catholic Irishmen) and dominated the areas where they lived
· 2/3 of the irish who came to Canada went to Ontario because they were directed to Ontario or New Brunswick (the two loyalist provinces)
· Quebec was mainly French with some british and irish immigrants
· Newfoundland was half british half irish
· Chain migration and shipping trade routes were important aspects of migration, because people would often move to shipyards where the ships came from
· Newfoundland is an example of how immigration goes to the trade stations
· Final pitstop before returning to Newfoundland was Ireland (where they would get food and hire workers/maids to come to Canada; many returned home, but some stayed)
· SW England and Ireland was affected by trade migration, which was 50-50 catholic-protestant
· Patterns of settlement in the provinces: Newfoundland – trade
					PEI/Cape Breton/ New Brunswick/Halifax – Irish
					Maritimes received famine immigrants
					Ontario – everyone
· 80% of catholics ffrom southern Ireland came pre 1835, when the resident fishery took over  NF
· Timber exported from the Ottawa valley, st Lawrence, st john river area (NB) brought in some immigrant passengers
· Timber trade was 2/3 Irish-Protestants; became more catholic when the irish continued migrating, but mainly stayed protestant
· There were not as many english immigrants because the interest of immigrating from England dropped during the war and the recession that followed
· The revival of successful migration occurred in 1770s when the Yorkshire settlers went to PEI because they liked the soil there, not the weather
· Some went to Quebec for new opportunities, also the Western Half of Ontario Lakeshore
· 1822, left maritimes to go to upper Canada, the number of English immigrants increased, but the Irish still beat them
· Massive population swamped out the loyalists and Americans
Profound Political Implications of Immigration
· Orange order of irish protestants tried to get into the halls of power, ran for office against loyalists, seemed more loyal than many of the loyalists, they were in favour of democracy, and were descendants of the english and Scottish colonists (the priveledged minority in a catholic population), they were used to sucking up to the english, and were appalled by the loyalists/lukewarm subjects of the increasingly catholic population as irish boat fares lessened
· There were many protestants originally, and they were worried about the rising population of the catholics 
· There was a 20y period after 1815 where the Irish protestants and catholics got along well
· In 1836, the catholics worked together to gain voters and as the number of catholics increased, so did the fears of the protestants
· The Orange Order of 1830 tried to maintain protestant votes against the roman catholics
Conservative and Reform Tradition in Upper Canada: Interpreting the 1837 Rebellion
· Lower Canada had meetings of French canadians in montreal, talk of declaration of independence
· Intimidating british officials to turn the british in favour of French meeting
· Rebels defeated troupes at St. Dennis, not at St. Charles
· The Patriotes – Louis Joseph Papineau (Leader of Rebellions)
· St. Eustache attacked by British, captured, looted, burned, and killed rebels
· Ontario in early December, rising in montreal reached Toronto news
· Troupes leaving to address problems in Montreal, urged Toronto to rebel
· Leader of Rebeliion in Toronto (William Mackenzie) 
· 500-700 men at Montgomery’s in S. on Younge st.
· Government attacked marchers, some fought, many ran
· Duncombe led rebellions in Brantofrd, Duncombe Papineau and Mackenzie all fled to the united states afte
· Mackenzie seized Island in Niagara River to try to start a new constitution
· Patriotes sympathizers from America raided eastern Ontario and other areas 
· Battle of Windmill in Prescott in 1838
· Raids by Patriotes were all crushed
· Seemed as though war would erupt at any turn between Britain and America
· 1838 Nov. 2 – another uprising in Lower Canada by Sir Francis Bond Head
Differences Between the Uprisings:
· 3 men killed in Mackenzie’s uprising, 2 leaders hanged, 18 American raiders killed, some rebels convicted and sent to Australia
· 325 men killed in Lower Canada, 27 rebels only survived, 12 executions, 58 transported
The Need for Responsible Government:
· Some oppressive manners were instituted
· Many rebels went to America (not just the leaders)
· Electoral reform collected assembly in lower Canada was frozen
· Council was put in charge (british guys)
· 1841, 2 colonies were united into 1
· 1 legislature intended to swamp out the French Canadian vote
· British Migration went up, more british votes to dominate legislature 
· Protestant rebels were more democratic, and they wanted a democratic government
· Rebeliions were unusual episodes of Canadian History
· Both Quebec and Ontario both took up arms against the government
· Embodiement of political Ideals
· Problems were not resolved in political assembly
· Routed in deeper problems (soc. Structure and ethnic makeup) were the real issue
· Rebellion was an expression of democratic and liberal values, against the corrupt, appointed evil rulers and the undemocratic turn of government who abused authority
· Chateau Clique (Ethnic divide between elected and appointed officials)
· Democratic principles by British were a direct result of the rebellions
· Responsible government brought on 10y later
· Responsible government: The idea that the governor can no longer appoint his ministers or advisors as whoever he likes
· Bills had to be approved by everyone
· Body of advisors was similar to the cabinet, and the excecutive council (also appointed) could be anybody (often relatives) 
· Must be able to command a majority and be loyal to the british upper crust
· Cabinet must control majority of assembly
Responsible Government and the Rebels:
· Mackenzie and rebels were on the side of white/responsible government
· Martyrs, Matthews and Lounge
· Rebellion boxes were given out to raise money for the rebellions
· A liberal-democratic view emerges from the rebellions
· Nation-building tradition due to democratic principle
· Rebellions were a milestone to Nationhood
· There were other visions at the time and democracy did not look like it would triumph
· Liberal-democratic view was the winners vision (based on the life and times of William Lyon Mackenzie)
· Loser’s vision was dominator for a while
· Servant of aroused populous, lord durham was sent over to clean up matters, recommend responsible gov’t
· Story of upper Canadian rebellion, written by Charles Dent who isn’t keen on Mackenzie; makes the hero John Rolph
· The Other Side of the Story (written by John King – Mackenzie’s Son-in-law); Mackenzie’s family exerted influence to make Mackenzie into a hero
· William Dawson LaSueur; researched Mackenzie and did not like him, thought he was a journalist, and extremist and lacked restraints, had bad character, lost his head during crises, panicked people into irrationality, the upper Canadian rebellion was a military joke, Mackenzie told lies to get people to rebel, he lied about rewards given to his followers, and lied about the government. 
· Mackenzie instigated the rebellion with lies, and the rebellion did not lead to responsible government but it did invoke a tory backlash that delayed responsible government for 10years
· The book was very left field but it never got published and didn’t have an impact 
· Mackenzie’s grandson suppressed the book, and it wasn’t published until 1979 by a prof at Carleton
· William Lyon Mackenzie King later became prime minister 
· Mackenzie’s family published the idea that rebellion lead to nationhood
Focus on Responsible Government:
· Idea did not come from Mackenzie, he actually wanted a republic
· Reofrmers (Baldwin) created the idea (irish Protestants in early Canada)
· American democratic influence/ British radicals
· Research into the geneology of ideas challenges the idea that politics has principle
· Tory elite were self-interested and self-served
· Matter treated as a political debate: Tory vs. Reformers; led to public frustration
· 1820s/30s reform majorities kept passing as legislation
· (Constitutional tesnsion/debates/power of tory elite, leaders power is focus)
· Donald Creighton (researcher) was an economic historian. His economic interpretation beyond the house of assembly is that emerging economic imperatives lead to responsible gov’t (poor farmers, bad crops, distress, financial crisis in 1837, recession/depression, concern for economy, agricultural interest vs. commercial interest) – Farmers were rebels and allied against the merchants
· Creighton took focus off politicians and put it on ordinary people, underlying economic problems mattered to the people (rebels); assumption that politics is about interests not ideals
· Mackenzie was the champion of the ordinary people
· S.F Wise (1960s) had an interpretation that turned the standard interpretation on its head
· Researched the family bad-guys, what made toryism fail, politics about power (those who are in vs. those who are out)
· Both sides had ideals, torys and government supporters were men of principle, reformers just wanted power because they had none
· Tories believed in organic view of society as a whole, where everybody has a role to play and some had to follow while others led
· American democracy was routed in individual/self interest
· Mackenzie opposed spending money on canals, railways and just generally opposed anything the gov’t did
· Wise showed that torys had a coherent view and ideal, many held this idea
Who Were the Rebels?
· Certain kinds of people were rebels due to religion, ethnicity, age, location, immigration, class, etc.
· Rebels were generally Scottish or American, well-off farmers who volunteered in religious sects (Quakers, Baptists)
· Loyalists were generally rural, irish protestants who arrived around 1820, they sucked up to the gov’t in Ireland and in Canada, they were usually businessmen from the city or gov’t employees, or students in Upper Canada College, members of established churches that received movney from the state
· Paul Romney, a legal historian, believes that Tories did not commit abuses, they just viewed any criticism as disloyalty and overreacted to any criticism. After the war of 1812 in the US, the alien question (is someone from another country) law was overturned by England which reinstated citizen ship to Americans 
· Treatment to critics  (Robert and Gourlay were both deported) Romney didn’t support mackenzie’s irrationality but supports that Mackenzie was legally voted in and tories kept kicking him out because they didn’t like him which was unfair and illegal
· Tories broke into mackenzie’s print shop and broke his things,
· Mackenzie in turn published slander about the tories and the tories did the same to him
· 2 views of societies that conflicted, but Tories couldn’t take criticism because they saw it as American Republicanism
Interpreting the Lower Canadian Rebellions of 1837-38
· Papineau was the leader of the rebels 
· Greater military issues existed in lower Canada, as well as greater divisions in society (ethnic division, class tensions, reformers and Americans, assembly of francophones and rising middle class, upper house of Anglophones, country vs. city)
· French Canadians wanted to gain political power from anglo merchants and give more power to the assembly
· Wanted to take away right of education from churches because it was reactionary
· British administration signed with the churches 
· Nationalist party (Papineau)/ Party Canadienne (Patriot Party)
· Assembly had power to approve budgets
· Reformers in Assembly would pass bills and upper house would reject them so lower house would reject their budgets
· Deadlock due to disagreements
· Influx of British people lead to Montreal and Quebec to having an Anglophone majority
· Seigneuries were populated by British immigrants
· Quebec felt penned in by the british
· Disease from the immigrants killing 10% of population
· British opened fire during an election riot
· Cholera was killing everybody 
· 92 Resolutions for protest/refused to approve budget
· Wanted an elected assembly and legislative council
· Patriotes vs. Loyalists
· 1837 British Parliament replies to 10 resolutions (None of them  get accepted is the reply)
· Allowed governor access to treasury without vote of assembly (which pissed off the French)
· Leaders fled to countryside to avoid arrest and this brings upon fighting
· Villages get burned, infantry arrives and leaves as cavalry, many die or get executed
Parallels between Upper and Lower Canadian Rebellions:
· Lord Durham supports general amnesty, recommends responsible government, British government disagrees, Durham quits
· 2nd rebellion breaks out, 1 reccommendation by Durham goes through (the union of 2 colonies and 1 big legislature to swamp out French vote)
· French would assimilate and become english (is what they think) but this fails
· Catholic church doesn’t appreciate the rebels and relates the FLQ to the patriots
Louis Joseph Papineau:
· Fernand Ouellet’s description: Papineau was a seigneur, a lawyer, emotional and charismatic man, impulsive, neurotic, panicked at decisions, flees during rebellions, socially conservative, tried to steal from rebels, Champion but also an aristocratic asshole, admired british parliamentary system to stop british immigration to quebec, went to Britain and returned with favour to American republic, had ambiguous ideas, everyone liked him due to this.
· Instead of publishing this, Ouellet turns to economic interpretation: bulk of rebels are farmers, middle class leaders manipulate the farmers to get their vote, habitants understand economics, depression occurs and farming fails in lower Canada. 
 Colonialism in the West 2: Red River & The Northwest – Louis Riel and His People
· Red River Manitoba, home to the Metis people and Riel, the father of Manitoba as a province, father of confederation, trader, very diverse man. Saw Manitoba as a microcosm of Canada
· Selkirk: Scottish philanthropist, extensive land grant around red river and north dakta due to his rich family. Wants to find place of settlement for expelled Scottish setllers, Hudson’s Bay Company not pleased to have settlers in fur trading zone, Northwest encouraged Metis to take Northwest as their own
· 2 Trading companies merged in 1821, surplus workers settled in red river area and farmed along the river
· Mixed population in Red River of French/ Scottish Metis and Canadian Immigrants from Ontario
· Riel is the defender of Metis rights, rebel chief, and mostly French, not really aboriginal (but actually Irish)
· His father was a settled Metis man 
· Riel is very religious and has a strange religious vision. He thought he was a profit and an exovadate(gem of the flock)
· He wanted to introduce polygamy, threw nuns in jail if they didn’t agree with him, declaired he was being given divine advice in terms of miliarty movements, when he was going to jail, his lawyer used the argument that he was insane to get him less of a sentence
· Religious ideas were not too bizarre for his time: he came from an extremely catholic family, wanted to be a priest but didn’t because he went to montreal and became committed to religious when his dad died
· He fell in love and left college, but his lover’s mom hated him and didn’t let him marry her daughter because she was racist
· Riel went into politics; negotiated Manitoba into confederation, armed resistance against Canadian encroachment, condiment Scott to death in politics, was elected as an MP , hated the orange Order and was viewed as a killer in their eyes
· He crossed from Gatineau into Ottawa in disguise because there was a price on his head
· In the US he began to have religious visions, thought the Metis were the chosen people of God, he called himself David like the Jew Leader and thought John A Macdonald was Goliath
· Was put in an asylum in Quebec, but he convinced them he was no longer insane , but he also claims that in 1884 he heard God answering his prayers
· The Metis engaged in negotiations with the Northwest over claims to the land, and when the government was on the verge of granting them the land, riel arrived and began the 1869 resistance (which set back the whole thing)
· Riel lied to the Metis about John A Macdonald’s letter
· His rebellion took place after the railroad had been built, so the government could send the troupes more quickly
· The Metis were defeated and Riel was tried in Regina and hanged Aug. 1885
· John A. Macdonald and the conservatives lost the French Catholic vote due to this
· French Canadian press treated him as a martyr and ignored his “religious vision”
· They made him into a French-catholic hero, riel the martyr, many people had a poster of him
· To the British he was just a heretic who crossed British values
· George Stanley (Birth of Western Canada, 1936)
· View of Riel as a resistance leader against persitance of the progressive alien culture
· W.L Morton (Manitoba Historian)
· View that Manitoba was a microcosm of Canada 
· Red River was a civilized city settlement
· Metis is representation of Canadians
· Resistance wasn’t bad (Fed. Gov’t)
· Experiment in bilingualism and culturalism
· Riel and Metis put in a light that makes them a part of central themes in Canadian history
· 1960s english Canadians accepted this view
· Eng-Can’s accepted French-can view that riel is a defender of French culture and language
· Many quebecois flirting with separation ignored riel’s views
· Trudeau made Riel a symbol of Western Alienation and rights
· Tom Flanagan, (Louis David riel, Prophet of the New World
· Riel as a religious revolutionary
· Wanted to take riel down/ knock him from his pedestal
· He was a nutcase who wrecked metis land claims
· Flanagan is behind Harper’s campaign…
· 1982m tried to have Riel’s treason conviction overturned and made into a father of confederation
· Riel lead clear cut rebellion against gov’t, he was a rebellion leader and we shouldn’t rewrite history
· Riel wasn’t innocent (defense against Flanagan)
· Overreacted in the affair of Scott
· Metis took stand that execution of riel was unjust, should be remembered for his good attempts to secure metis worth (land claims, medical help etc.)
· Represents fundamental Canadian tensions, people become emotionally attached to issues



