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PART I, QUESTION 3

An ancien régime society was one that “had a social configuration similar to that of France” (Greer 9).  During the period of New France, the French social climate consisted of three estates, the nobility, the clergy, and the third estate (or the middle class).  In this light, the ancien régime becomes evident in New France as there is definitely a split between all three segments of society.  The clergy in New France functions as its own institution providing social benefits as well as helping the needy.  As in France, the nobility owned the land in a seigneurial manner, although they did not own the land, so much as they had managerial power over it.  The peasants, or the habitants, and the engages, or indentured servants, were the ones who worked the land, trying to use the free market system to create better lives for themselves so that one day, they might be able to purchase land themselves and join among the elite class.

As a pre-industrial society, it is easy to see that the colony of New France is heavily reliant on the customs and social order of the old country.  For example, the Custom of Paris was one such social order that was maintained in the new colony.  The Custom of Paris states “’the husband is master of the community,’ and when a married woman signed a contract along with her souse, the notary always recorded the fact that she did so ‘with the permission of the said husband’” (70).  Women’s equality in New France was better than that in most countries.  The women were the heads of the household, and the men were the tradesmen, hunters, and soldiers.  However, men were the ones who generally made legally binding decisions in a sort of “marital corporation.”  The main reason why women were sent to New France was to marry, have children, and raise a stable home.

Part of the success of the colony at New France was the attitudes of the colonists towards the places they made their new home.  Rather than return to France and maintain the life they had previously lived, some had aspired to either maintain the colonial life in the village or break free of the shackles of the land.  With this came the emergence of the habitant class, “a term which in the Canadian context came to designate landowning cultivators or peasants” (29).    The stability of the land grew, and even the seigneurial system was slowly evolving away from the feudal concepts of the old country.  Habitants were able to cultivate the land as if it were their own property and were allowed to reap profits from their produce.

The seigneurial system in New France was slightly different from that of France.  “They existed because the French government, like other colonial regimes of the time, sought to structure property relations so as to foster the emergence of a landed elite.  New France’s elite was primarily clerical and noble, though commoners with enough money could and did purchase fiefs from the descendants of the original grantees” (37).  The pre-industrial state of New France was very much bourgeois-oriented, down to the marketplace and form of government.  As with any government, there were a number of high-level elitists positioned throughout Canada.  “They received the lion’s share of seigneurial grants, as well as officers’ commissions, not to mention various gratuities and pensions, as well as lucrative fur-trade licenses.”
Source: Greer, Allan.  The People of New France.  University of Toronto Press: Toronto. 

1999.

PART II, QUESTION 2


To argue that Confederation was an “undemocratic” event would be a false statement to an extent.  Confederation was democratic in its means of amalgamating power over the lands under British control.  However, it did a horrible job in allowing any democratic say of First Nations people and as a result, has continued to marginalize them even today.  This is best noted in the case against Donald Marshall, in which Mr. Marshall, a member of the Mi’kmaq tribe, was arrested for catching eel off the coast of Nova Scotia.  The event of Confederation was a “democratic” event for some, but not for all.

The key to noting the level of democratic participation involved in Confederation requires us to assess the means in which the framers constructed the Constitution.  In his book, 1867: How the Fathers Made a Deal, Christopher Moore explains why confederation was important to the political history of Canada.  The result of Confederation was one that bounded all of the provinces into one people through the creation of an elected parliament.  Moore states, “The argument that power must belong to elected parliamentarians was the fundamental assumption of mid-nineteenth-century Canadian politicians” (73).  In the preface of the book, Moore explains the three points that attempt to explain democratic convergence in the creation of a Canadian constitution.


Moore’s first point is that “Constitution-making is divisive” (xii).  The first chapter of the book analyses the attempts of George Brown to create a parliamentary system that was run by “rep-by pop,” or representation-by-population.  Because of Brown’s influence in Canada West, Moore sees that the only way in which there would be equal representation would be if representatives were to be elected by populist interests.  This means that if the constituent-representative ratio was 20,000 to 1, then metropolitan interests as well would be best represented in parliament.  It was Sir John A. Macdonald that was a proponent of sectional interests.  Much of the debate of the time was that of French-Canadian interests as opposed to Anglo-Canadian interests.  For the English, “rep-by-pop” would be the best means of achieving their political means.  This however, would be at the expense of Canada East.


The second aspect of Moore’s thesis highlights the advantages of representational democracy.  The anti-imperialist attitude of Sir Edmund Burke was one that gave rise to the importance of parliamentarianism in Canada.  “He believed British political usages were best for Britain because they had evolved in Britain for British needs, and he believed all governments should, in effect be grown rather than invented according to a theory” (70).  Contrary to Burke’s beliefs, the founders of the Canadian constitution assessed the weaknesses that behooved the United States in the Confederate split that triggered the American Civil War.  While the result of the Canadian constitution might not have been what Burke had hoped for, we can currently assess the strength of the Canadian political system as one that had been molded from the original cast, but remained flexible in its ability to adapt to serve its people.  The key to its functionality is best shown in its representative abilities.


Moore continues to explain that representative government allows all opinions to be expressed.  During the time of confederation, provincial interests were extremely regionalized.  This meant that the cod industry in Newfoundland had little relevance to the logging industry in British Columbia.  In comparison, the coal and iron industries in Nova Scotia were of great importance to inter-provincial, trade, but anti-Confederalists, such as Premier Charles Tupper, saw a Confederation as a threat to mercantilism.  As a result, representation was necessary as a means of unionizing the country.  “If they doubted, the civil war in the United States provided strong lessons about the dangers of schism in a loose federation, while the republic’s size (and size of its armies) suggested that only a strong, united Canada could hope to stand up against its threats and pressures,” writes Moore (118).  

While the issue of slavery wasn’t as prevalent in Canadian culture in the same way that led to the American Civil War, it was the notion of a confederation that led the Canadian framers to incorporate a stronger sense of centralized government in its creation.  In the same way, the system allowed for regional interests to be best represented in the legislative body with no separate executive figure as in the U.S.  The multi-party system was effected to benefit all aspects of the political spectrum- from hard-line liberals, to moderate conservatives.

The last point that Moore addresses is the time in which it took the framers to come to consensus on the constitution.  Even today however, constitutional reform is one that is heavily debated.  The Canadian constitution was one that, at the time, gave the franchise to all adult males- a concept that was rather foreign during the mid-nineteenth century.  The reason for the right to vote being given to all adult males was one of gender-basis: “Voting and manliness went together, and advocates of open voting argued that no man who demanded a share of civic responsibility should refuse to declare his allegiance publicly” (174).


Not only did confederation bind Canada as a country, but it also allowed for the representation of public interest.  While it was true that most of the elected officials were of the economic elite, it could also be argued that the flexibility of the system has allowed for its longevity.  Unfortunately, the rigidity of the system has made it all the more harder for it to change to reflect more modern interests.  Thus, to conclude that Confederation was “undemocratic” would be partially false; its interests represented the many, but not all.

Source: Moore, Christopher.  1867: How the Fathers Made a Deal.  McLelland and 

Stewart: Toronto.  1997.

PART III, QUESTION 1

Halifax – Halifax is the capital of Nova Scotia and was founded in the spring of 1749 as a means for the British to refortify against the French threat at Louisbourg.  It is located on the shores of Chebucto Bay and was one of the first colonies founded in French territory after the Treaty of Utrecht.  The early origins of Halifax pitted the British against the Mi’kmaq, as the land was a favourite Mi’kmaq summer encampment, and the tribe viewed British territorial claims as invalid.  This resulted in large numbers of deaths and an insurgence of deaths across the colony.

Source:  Conrad, Margaret and Alvin Finkel.  History of the Canadian Peoples: 

Beginnings to 1867.  vol. I, third ed.  Addison Wesley Longman: Toronto.  2002. 

pp. 149-151.

PART IV

Mechanics Institute – The Mechanics Institute was an intellectual organisation originating from Britain in the first half of the 19th century.  The institutes, founded in Scotland in 1823, were moved to the Maritime regions in the 1830s as a means of engaging the local artisan class in scientific education.  This led to the emergence of new literary works as well as innovations in areas such as farming; in essence, an intellectual revolution.

Vancouver Island Colony – Vancouver Island was a means for the Crown to assert its authority on Canada’s west coast.  The island was made a Crown colony in 1849 with ten-year leases to the Hudson Bay Company.  The HBC still maintained control of the fur trade on the mainland however, and as a result, British law ended up superseding aboriginal territorial claims.  This heavily soured relations between the Crown and the natives and continues to do so today.

Red River Colony – The Red River Colony was an example of tainted relations between the HBC and the North West Company and the Métis.  The HBC established a colony at Red River, taking territorial control over the land from the Métis without Métis consultation.  An NWC plan to sabotage the colony’s fur-trade was ruined by the HBC Governor Mcdonnell, who banned the export of pemmican- a Métis product.  The NWC thus goaded the Métis to attack the HBC.  Eventually the settlement grew stronger, but showed an amalgamation of both companies as malignant.

Quebec Act – As a means of legitimizing British rule in the French colony of Quebec, the Quebec Act of 1774 was signed giving French civil law priority, although British criminal law was still precedent.  This allowed for the legal entrenchment of the French seigneurial system in Quebec, as well as recognition of Roman Catholics in civil positions.  In addition, it expanded Quebec’s borders in order to gain a more profitable advantage in the fur trade.

Hudson Bay Company – The Hudson Bay Company was on e of the monopolizing companies involved in the Western fur-trade.  The original Hudson Bay charter granted access and exclusive trading privileges to the company in the area drained by rivers flowing into the Hudson Bay.  Eventually, the fur-trading outposts farther west allowed the HBC to venture inland, dominating the land and trying to stave off monopolistic encroachment.  The trade also eventually led to the creation of the Métis people- descendents of trader and aboriginal relationships.

Charles Tupper – Charles Tupper was a physician as well as the premier of Nova Scotia.  His belief was that the future of Nova Scotian economics would be secure so long as there was a stable coal and iron resource. As a result, he put many dollars into exploiting these resources.  This belief carried into an anti-Confederation attitude that left a bitter taste in support of Confederation.  Tupper also believed that to join in Confederation would leave mercantilist society floundering, and found opposition by many merchants.

Seigneurial System – The seigneurial system is a social order modeled after that of the French feudal system.  Sections of land are granted by the colony to seigneurs who then own the land.  These seigneurs in turn rent the land to peasants who pay feudal dues.  Unlike the French system, there were no military obligations and no charges.  Eventually this system led to the creation of the bourgeois in the New France colony and the seigneurial system fell underneath it.

Methodism – Methodism is a Protestant sect.  In the early 19th century, it started to spread, particularly in the Maritime Provinces.  Methodism led to the establishment of a “common” education system that allowed for schools to provide religious and secular background to all students.  The result of this became a standardised, centralized system of education that paved the way for state-sponsored education across Canada.

Smallpox – Smallpox is one of the diseases that the European traders brought to the First Nations people.  The immune systems of the natives were not able to sustain smallpox at all, and thousands of natives died in mass epidemics.  In 1835 and 1836, a smallpox epidemic decimated many villages along the West Coast from Oregon to Alaska.  These deaths interfered within the social order of tribes when birthrights and responsibilities had to be reassigned.

War of 1812 – The War of 1812 started out with the American notion that it could reassume control over the thinly populated colonies in British North America.  Upon attacking Canada and the Maritimes first, the Americans thought that recapturing the territories would be a matter of “mere marching” but found themselves encountering more than they had bargained for.  French Canadiens ended up holding the Americans off, giving cause for the Canadien allegiance to the British Crown as well.  American expansionism is served as a means of proving allegiance to the crown.
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