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Workers in the Amoskeag Mllls, Manchester, New Hampshire -made this American
flag in 7974 and posed with it in front of one of the buildings of what was at the
turn of the century the largest textile mill complex in the world. A preponderant
number of the persons employed in these mills were French-Canadian immigrants
trom Quebec and their children: (Photo courtesy of Manchester Historical Assn.)
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This series of volumes, entitled A FRANGO- AMERICAN OVER VIEW, is primarily
anthologlcal in nature,-and is intended for the use of those who wish to find out about
. or to_extend their awareness of. /e fait franco-américain in the United States totlay.
Many of the selections included in this series have been available elsewhere, but several . “

.+~ are now out of print or difficult to locate for practical refefence. Their compilation ‘én(_l

N juxtaposition for the first time between the covers o.f'a unique series of volumes dedic

£d excludively to the Franco-Americans will serve to enhance, deepen and expand e ch
reader's understanding of this special ethnic fifoup in its many permutations and guises.

. G-
. Each volume of this OVERVIEW series revolves around a general theme or broad 3 )

area of interest such as the Franco American population of a definite geographical area - .

of the United States, a specific cultural or linguistje phenomenon etc. The reading se- )

lections and studies chosen for each volume represefft many perspectuves—from the his-
tor&gl to the sociological—and they illustrate the thinking and the feelings of those who
were in the past, or vth are now, in the forefront of Franco-American studies.
- ' ) -~
' Volumes 3 and 4, subtitled NEW ENGLAND, present a wide an%ry of disgussions
and research reports on the two major French- speaklng populations of the sm’Zew En-
gland states (Maine, New Hampshnre Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Rhode
Island), -i.e.-the Acadians and the French-Canadian immigrants from Quebec. The vari-
ous selections provide information about these two groups from both past and contem-
porary points of view, with an emphasis on the sociological phenomena of note. Rather
than organize an exhaustive stidy of the subject, the chapters of both Volumes 3 and 4
*~ have been arrafged to offer a mosaic of facts and impressions about the Franco-Ameri- ke
_cans of the northeastern Unjte;i States. R . :
Recognition is, due to the following National Matgrials Development, Center
staff who contribut((ed directly to the preparation of these NEW ENGLAND volumes:

Andrea Thorne and Lori Gochrane for the composition of the texts, Eileen Brady for '

proofreading assistance, J&tf Spring for art and design, and Julien Olivier for some of his .

"

original photography. < {." .
- ) % - ~

. — Robert L. Paris ' . o
"\ N:-M.D.C./ French &Portuguese
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Who are the {ranco-Americans? There
are many amwer,vf;ang]ng from «Americans
of French descenty-Jo «Amertcans of
French-Canadian or Acadian lineage whose
ethnicity is manifested culturally and/or lin-
guistically and who identify themselves as
‘Franco-A memcans. » The former delineates
the potentialzpoundary of the group, the lat-
ter identifies Yhe core of the contemporary
grouping. Somewhere in setween lies the
definition infarming the development of this

voluthe, namely, «a collectivity of persons

within the United States whose members are

- bound together .' by a common origin in
French-Canada. Ht the contextio f Ariz’m'an

history the arri

and ‘the Acadians was part of the «pew im-

migration» of the latter part of the nine,

feenth century when the origin of the major-’

ity of immigrants was Southern and Eastern
European rather than Western and Nqrthern
European as it had been earlier. L They came
in .Sf rch of a better means of making a liv-

ing than was to be found on the crowded

farm lands of Quebec and New Brunswick.
They were not searChing for a new way of
life. but for a better mez‘~ of tarrying out
the old way of life. As a result they devél-
oped their immigrant communities s fﬁ/
tional replicas of the village parish of the old
country. Both Within and without the
French commuMy this was often recog-
nized and the commuriities were called
«Petits Canadas» or «Little Canadas.»

o

L ~ INTRODUCTION

of the French: ‘Canadians

4

«New tmmtgrantb such as rhe French
Canadians fame to an Amerfan society
quite unlike the world they- Iefr.‘l “rom the

" highly personal angd informal rektionships of ..
their rural agricultural parishes and.villages ,
of French-Canada with subsistence farming

as a way of life, they entered the urban in-.
dustrial society ‘of New England and,the-bor-
der states. There the ancestors of today's
Francos encountered fognal, impersonal so-.
gml relations geared to J(luctm{(v goa!v '
e

The re.gmu ing of . the Camidwns into, '
«Petits- Canadasy was inivially gn atrempt.to
deal with this cold new wo { hy &‘ontmumgx
the kinship, Wtimaty, m tual supportx‘and

~ values of the Canad“vtllage For the new-

comer, these ethnic groupings were chtnnels
of information about jobs, rents, r@creanon
and ways of making this unfanuhar social
system work for the individual and his fam-
ily. The French communities functioned
both as refuges from the cold, impersonal
Yankee world and as agencies for socializa?
tion into the behavior and values of Ameri-
can society. There, for instance, one might
learn how to be a «steady» worker—to be
punctual, not fo loaf on the job, to work
when the employer wanted, whether it was
New Year's Day or not. J
In -setrling the new world, the Frerich
colonists brought their distinctive institutibns
with tiem._But these institutions changed in
their transplantation from the old world to



&

. the new. The «seigneurie» was transformed
from a feudal political unit 1o a Iand-settle-
“ment pattern, the «sengngti/rs» being akin to

the contemporary developers of suburban

sub-divistons. The parish (‘Imnged from avil-
lage unir with resident pastors to an adminis-

trative district "with itinerant priests travel-

ling any hundreds. of miles to minister 10
their flocks. Even family institutions
~ changed: idealvage at marringe. underwent a
sea Huwge from middle and late twenties in
metropoht(m ¥'rance to (rrly rwenties and
late teens-in Nemﬁmm‘e size of family was
- larger in C anada than in the old country,
‘celibacy in adulthood became illegal in the
colony (unless -ane was a religious) rather
My being the structural necessity It aften
was in the home country. In New France as
in other successful colonies, the major insti-

« tutions of fhe mother country were adapted .

to the exigencies of the new environmens. .

. Similarly when the French-Canadians
and Acadians migrated from rural Canada to
urbgh United States they broughrt their in-
stitRtions with them, bur these institutions
changed upon conract wnh the new Ameri-
can environmeni. For e,xample,,one of the
characreristics of nineteenth cenrury French-
Canada was thc: sc¢arcity of volunrary associa-

—

»
Y

I. It is'to be noted_that the French are old settlers
in North America, their first settlement of Port
Royal having been continuously settled since

[ 4 - h

fong. In the United States, the relative lack
f French clergy combined with the New

- Englander’ d example of numerous voluntary

associations were conqucive to the flowering
of many orgamzatt(ms. Nationd! parishes
were established and from them flowed a
whole stream of educational, health, and so-
“cial service insfitutions. Cultural organiza-
tions such as musical and literary societies
weré. formed. Fraternal groups flourished—
providing social . centers, insurance sef{j(‘e;s,

il Jeadership - fhr the Franco-American .

both on.a local angl regional level.

.The migration of the French-Canadidns
and Acadians ro the United States was not
simply a movement of people and their insti-
turions to a new locality but it also involved
a response and adapration to the new social

\ environment. In the process Franco-Ameri-
cans becarne a unique social froup sharing

some fearures with Canadian kin but sharing

L 4

other fearures whth Yankee neighbors.

The selections presented in this volume
document the growth and development of
the transplanted’ French-Canadians .into a
distinct Unired Stares ethnic group—the
Franco-Americans. ¢

~ ¢ ’ -
S .

— Madeleine Giguére

X
-
;

Notes ’ P

1605 -two years lokger than Jamestown, the
first permanent Engligh se{lement.

gl .

.
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First published in 1898, in The Quarterly Journal of Economics, Williarm MacDon-
. Frer]c})-anadians in New England has for a long time been ¢onsid- .
ered the ar “tead in Franco-American history. Professor MacDonald’s themes have,
beén repeated aghin and again by students of Franco- Americans. The questions he cov;
ered ipclifded the immigration, size and distribution of the French-Canadian popu/at/on
in New England the decline in.fertility, thé incidence of intermarriage, occqpat/on and
' incoma. levels, degreg of political participation, parish and school organization, ‘language’
maintenance, the development of self-contained enclaves and the probability of ai SOrp-
tion into the largér community. Readers may find it somewhat condescending in tone
from time to time, but it remains nevertheless an excellent beginning for the serious

study of an unknown etj),nic group:
VAN
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THE FRENCH CANADIANS IN NEW ENGLAND

\ A ’

-,
’

William MacDonald

N

The early history of the French-Cana-

* dians in New England is obscure. According

to Rev. E. Hamon, la considerable number
had settled there before 1776, and so

served in the American army during the
Revolutlonary War, recelvmg from Congress,
in part payment for their services, grants of
land in the vicinity of Lake Champlam
After the rebellion in 1837 many French-
Canadians sought refuge in the mountainous
regions of northern and westerh Vermont.
No statistics for this early period appear to
‘be obtainable; but it is probable that the
population was small, and its growth for
many years inappreciable. It was not until
1851 that the first Freneh Catholic priest
settled at Burlington, systematic efforts to
organize and build up French parishes begin-

ning soon after, in 1853, with the elevation,
_of Mgr. Lotiis de Goesbnand to the bishop-

ric of Vermont.

The great movement of French-Canadian
emigration to New England began shortly
after the close of the Civili War, the chief
determining causes being the demand for

- labor created by the growth of manufac-

tures, and the relatively high wages obtain-

able’ by comparatively unskilled workmen."

Before the enactment of the contract labor
law, probably the larger part of the French-
Canadians came at the solicitation and under
the charge of representatives of manufac-
turing corporations. Advertisements of var-

- . ious kinds, setting forth the advantages to be.

If }» N .

-

~

had in New England communities, were scat-

- tered widely over the Province of Quebec,s °

and were rt-enforced by the shrewd activity
of the immigration agengs. It is not surpris-
ing that, to the average Canadian habitant.
the prospect $hould have appeared irresist-
ibly attractive. His family was large, his farm
remote, his life laborious. Taxes and p#¥ish
charges pressed heavily upan him, albeit his
faith in the supreme wisdom and need of the
Churgh was little shaken. Taught by the
Church that_ he who brought many children
into the world did God service, the utter dis-
parity between the number to be fed and
clothed and the wherewitfal to feed and
clothe them became every year more appar-
ent. To achieve even a meagre living ‘was dif-
ficult: to do more was impossible. Yet he
knew no other life, and was cut off, by situ-
ation, poverty, and ignorance, from nearly
every opportunity«fdr betterment.

But the assurance of steady employment,
not laborious, and at wages which to many
must have seemed almost fabulous, was a
tangible and irresistible appeal. The factory
offered a place, not for himself alone, but
also “for his wife and older children. The
more children he had, the larger the sum
total of the family income. So the French-
Canadians began to come at first in small.
parties of young men and women, then by
families and ' companies, then by hundreds
and thousands. Those who came first, under
contract, sent back enthusiastic accounts of

+* -

149 .
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lhcg\ow country, together with drafts for

mor¢ money than the family at home had
ever seen.)Others followed in larger numbers
and Ilkcwnse under contract; and they, too,
found employment certain, living cheap, and
the opportunity for saving considerable. The
prohibition of further contracts with mill
agents did not stop, though it somewhat
checked, the flow, those who czlme‘taking

Tthe —ehantes, for a while not serious, of"

mng work, as their relatives and friends
had -found it before them. Such, in brief,
with only unimportant variations in detail,

is the history of the French-Canadian immi-’

gration for every manufacturing centre in
. New England in which they are numerous:

The presence of this large and increasing
French-Canadian element, its solidarity, and
the fact that in certain manufacturing towns

and in certain industries it has largely dis-
N possessed not only the native American

workmen, but the foreignérs of other nation-
alities as well, have not failed to receive at-
tention from many writers interested in
economic and social matters, and particu-

- larly from some who affect to see, in the in-

crease of the foreign population, sure signs
of moral.and political decay. Unfortunately
for the purposes of scientific inquiry, any
attempt at a thorough investigation of ‘the
subject is greatly hampered by the dearth of
accurate -statistical data. It may be said at
‘once that, for the period prior to 1890, re-
liable statistics, save at one point, are not
to be had. Some incautious statements re-
garding the French-Canadians, in the report
of the Massachusetts Bureau of Statistics of
Labor for 1881 %ealled forth a vigorous pro-
test, and led to a public hgaring, a full report
of whiglt forms part of the report of the
Bureadf for 1882. A large amount of interest-
_ing matter bearing on the condition of the
h-Canadians in New England was pre-
sented \at the hearing, together with more
statistics than are available, so far

as 1 krlow, elsewhere. It does not appear,

2N

, . e
ﬂ\bwcvcr, that entire accuracy or complete- s

ness was claimed for them; while much of
the data professedly rests on estimates.
Father Hamon’s book, though indispensable,
deals almost wholly, so far as statistics go,
with the ecclesiastical phases of the subject.
Until 1890 the French-Canadian population

“was not separately returned by the United

States census. Canada, both English and
French, and I}Jewfoundlzmd were combined
for statistical purposes, as the)tstill are in
the statistics of in)migra'tion; and since the
English speaking Canadian population in this
country has for'many years been large, and
in 1890 outnumbered the French-Canadians
more than two to one, comparisons or con-
clusions based upon the earlier census je-
turns would-be of little value.

The best idea of the rapid growth of the
French-Canadian population between 1865
and 1890, and its wide dispersion, is to be
gathered from an examination of -the list of
French Catholic parishes, with the -dates

‘of their org'mlzatlo,n The table on the fol-

lowing page shows the number of such par-
ishes formed in each of the New England
Stiftes for each of the years indicated, to-

gether: wnth the number of mixed parishes

in 1890.2 Of the mixed parishes a large
proport\mn«are predommantly French.

uf

dlstnbutnon of parishes, as shown in

the t'lble corresponds\roughly to the rela-
tive lmpo‘(tance of the manufacturing intey-
ests of the'different States. The figures, how-
ever, indicate some interesting conditions.
No exglusively French parish’ was organized
in Vermont between 1872 and 1890, nor in
Maine between 1872 and- 1888, although
at the end of the period there were fifteen
mixed parishes in the former. State and six in
the latter. The dlspersmn in Rhode Island
seems to have been vnrtually complete in
1882, although five mixed parishes were re-
ported in 1890. Connecticut appears to have

‘4 peen reached last of all, the first French-

¥
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' fl?rench Parishes Formed in New England
o - N
/ | Me. NH. VL. Mass. Rl
s ' 1868 " - ot :

Conn. Total

............ ] 1 2
< 1869. .. ... ... ! 2 3 6
187, ... . . =3 E 3
1870 .. .. ... 1 ! 5 [N 7
y 1872, .. .. ... 1 2 1 2 1 7
1873. ... ... .. ... 1 2 -3
I - - - e 1
1875. ... .. ... ... 20T - 3
1877. ... . ... . v 1 - 1 2
1878, .. ... ... .. - 2 . 2
1880. . ... ... . - 1 - - ! 2
- 1881.......... - 2 1 . 3
w882, .. ... ... ... - - - - 1 1
1883, ... ... ... - 1 - - ]
1884. 1. . ... ... , 2 ~ 4 1 7
1885. ... ... .. - 4 4
1886. . ... ... .. . . - > 3 - 3
1887. .. ... .. . 1 — 1 ~ 1 3
1888. . ... ... .. . | [ . 2 4
1889. . ... ... t. - o 2 2
1890. .. .. ... .. .. 1 I | 7 10
Total ... ... . .5 10 6 40 8 5 74
L 4 r Il
Bl Mixed Parishes . ... 6 13 15 13 5 26 78
Total. .. ... ... . . 11 23 21 53 13 31152
\ | .
» A

#iZe and impor-
;- .
an popilation
ces have more

Canadhm parish in that State not having
been organized until 1880, at which date
thirty-six parishes were in existence else-

small "beginnings, growi "_- i
+ tance "as the ' French-£}{}g
augmented. A nupibéifof.

40

_where in New England. The distinctive fea-
ture in Connecticut, however, is the great

preponderance of mixed parishes, indicating _

a population not yet largely massed in manu-
facturing centres or predominatinfg \Over
other classés of foreigners. Massachusetts
and New Mampshire show the most steady
-growth, the greatest gains in. the former state
being froyh 1868 to 1877 and from 1883 to
1890. For all the States the years 1873-83
show the smallest proportional gains. It
should be remenﬁbered, however, that a cor-
responding increas¢ in the number of par-
ishes in later years is not to be expected, the
existing parishes, many of which had but

than one parish, a'wo ok A
and Nashua, N.H., RowH

Falk River, Worcester, itchburg, Holyoke,
Lowell,and New Bedfqrd, Mass. The relative
rank of the States, as regards the number of
parishes in 1890, is shown in the following

. table:— ‘ »
French - Mixed
Parishes Parishes Total
’ ¥
1. Mass. 1. Conn. 1. Mass,
2.N. H. 2. Vt. 2. Conn.
. 3.R.L 3.N.H. 3.N.H.
4. Vt. 4. Mass. 4. Vt.
¢ {5. Conn. 5. Me. 5.R.L
6. Me. 6.R. 1 ,, 6. Me.
_)
| 74 .
&

w16



As has been said, an cnameration of
the French-Canadn population of the
United States was first attempted in the

census of 1890. The returns showed 537,298 .

French-Canadians in the United States, of
whom 331,804 were in New England. That
the emigration from Canada to this country

:%by o means predominangly French
ppears from the fact that th‘ejlatter con-
stitute but 31.59 per cenl of the whole
number of persons of Canadian extraction
reported by the census. The French popu-
lation of Canada, according to the Canadian
census of 1891, was 1,404,974, or 29.07
per cent of the total population of the
Dominion. As compared, therefore, with
the French-Canadian population at home,
the number who have come to the United
States is remarkably large. How large it is
in comparison with the/total population of
the New England Stafes, however, may be
seen from the following tible:~

Total French
Population Canadian
\

Mainc . . . ... . .~.. 661,086 38556

New Hampshire. . . . . 376,530 48470

Vermont . . . ...... 332,422 32,291
Massachusetts . . . . . - 2239943 152,891 |

Rhode Island . . . ... 345,506 34,775

Connecticut . . g - - - 746,258 24821

Total. . ... .. .. 4701,745 331,804

These figures show a Frepch-Canadian
population of a fraction ftore ‘than 7 per

cent of the total population of New Eng-

jand. In two States only, New Hampshire
and Rhode Island, it is as high as 10 per
cent. A comparison with the total foreign#
born population gives the following results
(the French-Canadian column giving the
numbers of those having one or both parents
foreign-born):—.

Total French
% Forcign-born  Canadian Per cent

Me.. ..., 150,713 37,776 25.06
NIL.... 121,101 47,719 - 3940
V... ... "104,337 31,343 30.04
Mass . ... 1,253,926 149,046  11.89
R1..... 199,969 34225 17.1Q

Conn. . .. 374,714 ¢, 24337 6.50
Total .. 2,204,760 324446 1471

In this table, as in the preceding, the
smallness of the resnlt is significant. Not
only are the French-Canadians as yet but a
small part of the total population of New
England,_but they form only a trifle more

than one-seYenth of the total foreign—born\

population. /Relatively either to the total
population/or to the whole number of the
foreign-born, it is &ear that _the French-
Canadian «invasion» of ‘New England as
yet attained but very moderate proportions.
Thé™dangers attending the presence among
us of this class of foreigners, if dangers there
are, must apparently be ascribed to other

causes than either their absolute or their *

relative numbers.

Quite the largest part of the Frénch-
Canadian population is to be found grouped

together in cities and towns. Drawn to the

manufacturing centres at the beginning by
the influences already referred to, and
finding there .employment not only steady
and remunerative, but also in agreeable con-
trast to their former occupations in Canada,
they have continued to mass themselves in
the neighborhood of factories arid mills, and
show as yet little tendency to spread them-
selves widely over the country. Compara-
tively few are to be found along the seashore
or among the mountains. Other forces, also,
have operated to keep them together, among
which their strong attachment to their re-
ligion, and their. essentially social nature,

are, perhaps, the most prommént. Taking

a
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the six New England States as a whole, the ,

. N e 4 . Places Population
argest proportion of French-Canadians will Rhode Island -
be found in the smallex manufacturing , Manville . . 1 400
.towns, in a number of which they comprise Woonsocket . ... ... ... ... 7,000

!. .

almost the whole of the foreign element. It Connecticut :
is to be regretted that data for a satisfactory S Baltic. ... 1925
. . . N . . - o) -
determination of the numbers and-growth of ;v'i'oj‘(‘;e“o“""'“ --------- o ;?28
. . . eriden . ... . \
this urban population are not obtainable. In ert ' PO

anpoi Putnam . . &............ 1,600

the three tables following are. presented fig-
ures which will serve for purposes -of prac-

tical comparison, although but one of them

(the second) rests on such data that statis-
tical accuracy can bg claimed. The first table
gives the. French-Canadian population of
twenty-nine cities and towns, from data col-
lected by Mr. F. Gagnon, editor of Le Tra-
vailleur, a French paper published at Wor-
cester, Mass., and presented at the hearing
given by ‘the Massachusetts Bureau of Statis-

Total. . .. ... P /\/ .. 81,153

It will be noted that Vermont does not

appear in the above table.
(

The next table gives the French-Canadian
population of cities of 25,080 inhabitants or
over, according to the census of 1890.°

tics of Labor in 1881, already referred to. Places Population
The locglities selected were, according to Mr. Maine ’
Gagnon, those «where Canadians are to be Portland. . .. ... ......... - 261
found in great numbers.»* New Hampshire o
' S . " Manchester. . . . . T 14,081
Places * Population Massachusetts '
Maine ’ 3¢
BIdCfoRd. . < 6500 Bckion L e
Lcwlstgn ............... 5,000 Cambridge . . . . . . o 1,923
Waterville .. ... 1,625 Chelsea . ............... 92
New Hampshire ) ) Fall River . . . ... ..... ... 18585
GreatFalls . ;. ... ........ 2,500 Haverhill . .............. " 3,098
Nashua. . ......... I 3,000 Holyoke. .. ............. 9,530
Rochester. . ... .......... 600 Lawrence . .. @ .. ......... 4,548
Massachusetts } Lowell. ... ... Ce TR 15,332
Fall River . . . . .. S 11,000 - Lynn.................. 1,302
Fitchburg. . ... .. ........ 400 New Bedford. . .. .... ... .. - 4,976
Gardner. .. ............. 766 Salem ... 3,462
Haverhill - . ... ... ....... 3,200 - SOlr‘lerv_ille .............. 535
Holyoke. . ... .. P 6,500 Springfield . .. ... g 3490
Hudson . ............ - 2 450 \ Ta}mton ................ 1,875 |
Indian Orchard .. ......... ¥1,653 Worcester ..« . .. .n ol 7413
Lawrence . ... ........... . 3,500 Rhode Island - )
Manchaug. ... ........ L. 1,047 Pawtucket .............. 2,089 -
c Millbury. Lol 1,300 Providence ... ... ........ 2,638
- NewBedford. . ... ........ 1,200 Connecticut . _
Northampton . ... ..... ... 1,360 Bridgeport . . ... ......... 431 !
‘North Brookfield. . . .. ..... 800 Hartford. . . . oo oo 561
gouthbridge """"""" g ‘11(5)8 New Haven. .. ...... e 315
pencer .. ... ..., ... ;
Webster .. .............. 2,400 Waterbury e 1567
Worcester. ... ........... . 4,327 Total. . .................. 101,226
' v,
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Statistics for places of less than 25.000 in-
habitants are not given by the census.
4
The figures i the third table, showing
the estimated French-Canadian population

of thirty-seven cities and towns in 1897,

were secured by means of circular letters of
inquiry addressed to local o&(icials, promi-

_nent French-Canadiarn® citizend,” and parisii -

priests. The list-is, of course, -incomplete

many of the officials addressed being either -

unable or unwilling to giye the information
desired. With few exceptions, however, the
replies received from French-Canadian cor-
respondents” were evidently the result of
careful tnvestigation. Where different returns

were received from the same locality, the -

lowest figures have been taken. Most, if not
all, of the returns rest, doubtléss, upon esti-
mates rather than careful enumeration. As
the table 'stands, however, it is probably a
fairly correet exhibit of the French-Canadian

population of the places named at, the pres-

. ¢ent time. &
Places Population
Maine
Biddeford. . .. ........ ... 10,000
Brewer. . . .. e, 250
Brunswick .............. 2,500 .
Fairfield. . ., ..~ ......... ' 600
Lewiston . ... .. L * 710,960
SACO - v v e 1,000
Waterville . . .. ...... ... ... 3,500 -
New Hampshire & ‘
Manchester . . . . ... . ... ... 18,000
Nashua. . . ...... e 8,000
Yermont
Burlington . .. ........... 5,000
Rutland . . ... ... ....... 1,500
Winooski Falls. . .. .. R <« 2,900
Massachusetts :
Boston. . ............... 3:200
Brockton . .. ......... ... 800
FallRiver. . .. ........... 30,000
Fitchburg. . .. .... .. .. oL 6,000
‘Holyoke. . ........... ... 15,000
Leominster. .. ... ...... .., 1,250
Lowell. . ....... ... ... .. 21,500
by

< v
Places Population
Massachusetts, (continued)
New Bedford. . . ... ... ... 15.000
North Adamg . .. ......... * 5000
- Northamptoh .. ..... .. ... 1.800
Sputhbridge). . . ... ... 5,500
Spencer . ...l 4.000
Springfield S , 5,000
< Tauntony. . ... ... .. e 1,500
) Wzllthm{: ................. 1,000 .
Wobusn . ... . ... ... ... 500 .
Worcester . . . .%o 13,000
Rhode Island _ J
Centrat Falls . . .. .. .. ..... 5,000
Manville. . ... ...... .. . 4,000 .
Pawtucket ... . ... ... .. .. 4,800
Woonsocket . . ... ... ... .. 16,000
Connecticut
Bridgeport «. . ........... 800
artford. .. .. ... . L. 1.500
Mcw Haven.............. 1,200
Waterbury . ... ... ,500
Total. . ... ... ... .. W ... 231,660

From the foregoing tables it appears that
in 1890 less than a third of the Erench-

‘Canadians in, New England were found in

places of 25,000 population or over, and

that, of .the number so grouped, 74,465, or

nearly three-fourths, were found in the seven
cities of Manchester, Fall Rivef, Holxoke,
Lawrence, Lowell, New Bedford, and Wor-
cester. PoYtland, Brockton; Chelsea, angd

.Somerville had no important Frencheelement;

gor had any of the large Connecticut cities

cept Waterbury. In Boston the French
were less than 1 per cent of the foreign-born
population in 1890. For the whole of the
United Qates in the same year the French-
Canadians fhaving one or both parents for-
eign-borny/formed .82 per cent of the whole
number ‘of foreign-born. These figures seem
to confirm the view that it is not the large
cities, as such, that attract this class of for-
eigners, but the manufacturing centres, and
particularly those” mainly given over to the :

- textile industries. Whethef at the present

time the proportionate numbers in the smal-

ler places are as great as they were in 1890

[



French-Canadian
Population, 1897

/
French-Canadian
Populaton, 1890

[

Manchester, N.H.. ... .
Boston, Mass. . e
Brockton,Mass. ... ... ......
Fall River,Mass. . .. ... ... ...
Holyoke, Mass. . ... ... ... ...
- lLowell,Mass. . . ........... ..
' New Bedford, Mass.. ... ... ...
w Springfield,Mass. . . ... ... .
Taunton,Mass. . ... ... ......
Worcester, Mass. . . ... ... .. .
Pawtucket, RL..... ... . . . ..
. Bridgeport,Connw. ... .. ... ..
Hartford, Conn. ... .......
New Haven,Conn.. . ... ... ...
Waterbury, Connws. . ... . . L.

, VS
Fotal . . . ... .. ......

. . \
is, perpaps, less certain. Of the 231,660 re-
ported from thirty-seven places in 1897, -
97,760, or 42.15 per cent, were in cities and
towns which in 1890 had less than 25,000
population each. It shouy§d be noted, how- ,
ever, that nine cities, with a French-Cana-
dian population of 17,859, which appear in
the table for 1890, made no report in 1897.

How far the data at hand will justify any

‘very positive conclusions as to the growth of

the French-Canadian populatizn, especially
at the present time, is not™éntirely clear,

" Some light will be thrown ipon the matter

by combining ir one exhibit, in the table
above, the places from which returns are
available for 1890 and 1897.

“The fifteen cities in the table just pre-
selyéd show a gain of 52,033, or 62.41 per
cent, between 1890 and 1897. Making lib-

“eral allowance for overestimates in the fig-

ures for the latter year, the indication for
these localities is of an extraordinary in-
crease. Moreover, not only is the strong dis-
position of the French-Canadians to congre-
gate in the industrial centres clearly shown,
but it is also apparent that the larger popula-

-

14,081 18,000
© 2,623 © 3,200
499 800 .
18,585 30,000
9,530 15000 < -
15,332 21,500
4,976 15,000
3,490 5,600
1875 ! 1,500
7,413 . 13,000
2,089 4,800
431 800
561 1,500
315 1,200
1 1,567 3,500
83,367 135,400 °
¥ 3

tions grow the fastest. Manchester, Lewis-
ton, Fall River, Lowell, Holyoke, New Bed-

ford, and Worcester are familiar names in the ;

Province of- Quebec. They. stand: for the
greatest achievements of the race in the

United States, the longest steps toward the .

realization of that greater New France of
which some haye dreamed; and they natur-

ally attract to themselves the largest propoy- -

tion of the immigrants who now.come. So it.
. '3 «, .

has been in the past, and so it is still.

Nothing is more common in communi-

ties where the French-Canadians are numer-

ous than to hear it asserted with positiveness

 that they are multiplying with great rapidity,

the natural fecundity of the race, together
with more fayorable ‘conditions for surgival
in New .England than in the Province of
Quebec, being'adduced as proofs. There can,
I think, be no doubt that for a number of
years the French-Canadian population
among us grew apace. While the immigration
was at its height, from 1875 to 1890, those
who came were numbered by thousands;
and, as they took .possession of one locality
after another, and year by year waxed greager
rather than less, it may well have seemed to

{s
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"taking, the

some that the movement thus imaugurated

would before longyweep the most of French.

Canada into the lap of New England. In the
early years this great addition'to the popula-
tion consisted, naturally, almoft entirely of
the foreign-born; but, as the number of fanu-
lics increased, the natural growth of the pop-

ulation began to nfake itself felt, so that,

while the great majority of the French-Cana-
dians vh!; still of foreign birth, the pro-
portion of such rapidly decreased. Of the
331,804 French-Canadigns in New England
in 1890, 93,459, or imore than 28 per cent,
were born in the United States.

In my opinion, however, there is good

reason for thinking that the high rate at
which, for a number of years, the French-

Canadian population of New England in-
creased is no longer being maintained, and
that the present growth presents no extra-
ordinary features. The grounds for this opin-
ion are mainly three, In the first place, im-
migration' in the las! few years has_greatly
declined. There can be no question that the

current has ceased to flow strongly from the
" Province of Quebec to any part of the! New
England States. Solicited emigration, as has:

already been observed, has ceased altogeéther;
and the labor market is well supplied. Tenor
fifteen years ago the Grand Trunk, Maine
Central, Boston & Maine, and Centrak Ver-
mont Railroads handled the French-Cana-
dian traffic in carload lots: today, on these
same lines, one meets occasional families or
small parties. For tl\x thirty-seven cities and
towns from which réports were received in
1897, as shown in arprecediig t#ble, the
total.number of estimated annual arrivals in

the last two or three ‘years, taking the high--

est estimate {in each case, was oniy 3,750;

éowest estimate in, each case,
2,800. The annual arrivals at Fall River are
given at from 200 to S00; at Manchester,

» 300 to 500; Worcester, 200; Lowell, 300;:
New Bedford, 400 in 1896; Holyoke,

] 4a few
hundreds»: Pawtucket, 300;"New Haven, 50

. [ 3 \

5

’

to lOO;_.Springﬁela. 150 to 200; Hartford,
25 to 50; North Adams, 500 in each of the
years*1895 and 1896. Ten cities and towns,
having in 1897 an estimated French-Cana-
dian population of 13,350, report cither
«very few» arrivals or «none.» Available
data seem clearly to indicate that the French-
Canadian immigration has largely spent its
force, and that for the immediate future, if
not permanently, the volume will not be
greater than might normally be looked for in
view of the numbers already here and the
nearness of Canada to the Unifed States.

In the second place, while the:French-

_Canadians are undoubtedly a prajific race, it_

is Open'to question' wheéther the natural
growth of population among them is notice-
ably greater than among othet races which
form parts of our composite Anterican
stock. From time to time we are reminded

ty children.’That such cases are not wholly
exceptional in the Province of Quebec there
is sufficient proof, but 1 fancy that one
would have to search widely and carefully to
find many such families in gNew England, It
is true that the French-Canadians 'm¥fftry

oung, and that the birth-rate is high; but it
fi,s equally true that the death-rhte, particu-
larly. among children under five years of age,
is also high. Nowhere, indeed, does the law

\f the survival of the fittest work more ob-

iously or more ruthlessly than among this .
very class of our foreign population. And-
there is no sufficient reason ’g'hy it should
not sp work.- As/ we shall ;ie later, neither
the remuneration of the French-Canadia
nor yet their stangard of living is higher thg
hat of others in similar occupations. A mas
jority of them, especially jin the larger ma{)u-
facturmg cnties live in crowded quarters, fot
seldom amid uﬂfavorable samtary and moral
conditions. Precisely 'the same causes which

perate :to keep down the numbers of the
lower class of laborers everywhere—lessened

3

)

-
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. of the extraordinary size of F re“Ch;Cn:W /' \
" ffamilies, with their twelve, fifteen twen- f

Vg
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_ : . French-Canadian French-Canadian
g_ § = fathers mothers 4 -~
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Maine .. ... .. ... .. 38,556 32,925 2,600 200 2,251 580
New Hampshire. . . . .. 48 470 44 853 1,702 374 1,164 377
Vermont .. .. ... ... 32,291 23,521, 4,968 442 2,854 506
Massachusetts. . . . . . . 152,891 136,412 7,595 1,906 5,039 1,939
*  Rhodelsland .. ... .. 34,775 32,235 1,097 196 893 354 .
Connecticut . . .. ..., 24,821 22,597 1,024 261 721 223
. . ) .
Total. TR . 331,804 292,538 18986 3,379 12922 3,979
. | oL R |
12 . ¥ é

~ @

initial vitality d(yé

poor, ind insufficient fopd and clothjng,
bad wr, disedse. neglect-- wicTive axong
the French;Cmi"adi:Zs;. to which should be
added, as a (abgir -!)f some cdnsequence,
the\ widely pre\éllent use of tdobacco among
children of tender _'ggci." There is no neéd of
arguinent to prove that the inherent vitality
and, fermanent prfoductiveness of a race are
shown, not by the size of the Birth-rates
but by the excess of births over.deathsi not
by the |1}|mber brought iﬂto thd‘world, but

[)y the number who come to mm\;dity.'
Tested by’ this stan(’lz‘rd, it seems ifprothable

that t{le Freuﬁh—Canadians, if left to them-\

selves\ will exhibit a natural increase: of pop-
ulation materially greater than that of other
races similarly situated.® - )
Thirdly, eyen though it were true that
the French-Canadians are more prolific than,

to excessive numbers,

f

¢

other iaces}in the sense of showing a gr‘bater’ ~

proportiondte incréz}se,in the adult popula-
tion, any’such natural tendency among them
would 'be likely to be cltecked to%ome ex-
tent by intermarriage with other national-

. ities. Now, while it is a fact that the French-

Canadians have been remarkably successful

in g

. -
¥

~

},

1

» - .
‘in preserving _thcﬁrity of their blood, it

is alsp the case that, among those now in the
United States, intermarriage with other
racial stdcks is not uncommon, and is, on
the whole, increasing..On this point some
interesting statistics ‘were gatheréd by the
census of 1890. A classification of the

land, according as one gr bo
born in the United States,

arents were
da, or some

French-Canadian pophulation ¢f New Elgg-..
Aana

other foreign country, shows the results in

the above table. ,

® The table on the following page shows

the brhcipal combinations of French-Cana®

dian and foreign parentage: o !

‘)‘ hese facts seem to show no invincible
reluctance on the part of the French-Cana-
dians to marrying outside of their own radg,
notwithstanding the obstacles which )z-
guage a% religion throw in the way of such
unions.
following  table, that of the French-Cana-
dians and-the Irish seems the most remark-
able and the one least tg be expected.

Whether an explanatio’n is to be found in the -
identity“of religious affiliation is s@qwhat ’

N

) -

Y e

f the combifations shown in the

-

/4 )
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%l;l'l(n-t;‘i',:ﬂ F-C.and F.-C.and F.-C.and F-C.and
. l:ng‘gliéil Irish French English  German
- Maine . . ......... 476 8 . 80 "8 S .
New Hampshire. . . .. 342 143 - "~ 105 76 21 \
JVermont. . .. ... - 281 276 . 167 119 | 19 ’
Massachusetts. . . . . . 1,129 1,209 538 503 A
Rhode Island . . . . .. 202 141 95 54 22 l
Connecticut . ... . .. 94 188 93 49 26
1
; Total. . .......... 2,524 2,042 1078 . 887 * 171
& -
Y.

doubtful, the history of Catholic parishes of
mixed French and Irish recording numerous
instances of serious clashing between the
two races. The small number of. marriages
between the Frent{-Canadians and Germans
is, doubdlléss, due iN part to the relatively
small gumber of the latter in New England,

“the number being considerably larger in

. > 3 3 . 3 -
Iltinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, an? Minnesota,
where the German population /is more nu-

. merous. In general, it may be said that, while

the F relfch-szadi_mis prefer to marry among
their own people, mixed marriages are not
infrequent, the English-speaking Canadians,
Irish, French, and English bging the foreign
elements with which alliances’ are most
readily formed. -

What has béen said justifjes, I tHink, the
conclusion that the maintenance among us
of a distincf Prench-Canadfan element, large-
ly of one common stock, is not to be looked
for. The falling off of immigration, the
absence of any unugaal rate of natural in-
crease, aﬁd}he tendency to lyixed marriages,
all poigt in that direction¥ Partaking in as
full measure as their circumstances allow of
the opportunities and advantages of Ameri-
can life, the impulse to adopt American
ways, and, .in condequence, the American
point of view, is not likely to be permanent-
ly resisted; while the disposition”to remain
by themselves, natural enough in the early

\

:\_23

VA

years of sojourn in a foreign land, is decid-
edly weakened by increased familiarity with
* the English language and a widexing range of
permanent interests.,Such religious and so-
cial influences as are-brougﬂt to bear to in-
duce them to \naintain their solidarity, al-
though factors of great importance in deter-
mining the probable future of the race in
New England, are after all, as we shall see,
essentially forces operating from without,

r Appealing, for the most part, to no deeper

motives than pride of place and name. To
regard the French-Canadians as a permanent-
Iy insoluble element in New England society
is, I am convinced, at once to misinterpret
and todisparage them.

Turning now to the question of occupa-
tions, we find that the French-Canadians are
still, as they have always been in New Eng-
land, predominantly an operative class.
While the circumstances under which they
began to come have materially changed, the
field in which they then found assured and

remunerative employment has continued to

attract themh more strongly than any other.
According to the census of 1890, 58.17 per
cept of the French-Canadians engaged in
gainful occupations in the United States
were found in manufacturing and mechani-
cal industries, this percentage being higher
than for any other race. Various forms of
‘domestic and personal service engaged 18.1

<

7
/
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per cent; agriculture, fishing, and mining,
13.87 per cent; trad® and transportation,
8.73 per cent; and professional occupations,
1.13 per cent. The proportion of females

.employed was very high. The number of

foreign-born . French-Canadians in gainful
occupations in New England in 1890, ac-
cording to the classification adopted by the

&
s o
: . {
. 1. I
'7\Ii Agriculture,
¢ Occumations fishing, and Professions
. patic mining
@ -

' . M. F. M. F. M. F.
Me..... 9,100 4350 982 18 52 34
N 13 6&7/ 5,946 1,163 4. 78 40
Vi, . ™ 72% 2,136 16 50 47
Mass.. . . 39,134 15647 2,243 12 323 123
RI. ... 8995 -4217 38 1 72 35
Conn... 6,064 2143 522 3 45 20
Total. . . 83,531 34,298 74434 54 620 299

, 4 . [l
’ .y"

census, was as indicated in the above table. ¢

The table below shows,

of each State, the totals for all occupations
and for_each of the five classes of occupa-
tions as above, without distinction of sex.

These figures show that rather more than
half of the French-Canadian population of
New England in 1800¥ere engaged in gain-

ful occupations of various sorts. The range

. Total F.-C. All

populationr  occupations
Maine . ......... .. 38556 /13450
New Hampshire. . . . . . 48470 20,633
Vermont . . ... .. ‘o 32,291 A 7,276
Massachusetts. . . . . . . 152,891 PRl 781
Rhode Island . . . .. .. 34775 13 212
Connecticut . . .. .. .. 24 821 8477
Total. .. ... . ... ... 331,804 117,829

]

in connection .
. with the total French-Canadian population

21

14,849

\ .
W
|
. I
111. V. - V.
Domestic - :
0 L_S e T'rade and y
and personal N Manufactures
o transportation )
service |
{

M. F. M F M F

4962 \3945 «
8,430 6,420
2319 328 a
25,964 14,000 '
6,068 4,026
4,221 2,3_41?

2,149 312 955 41
2,603 409 1413 73
1,498 326 548 " 8
6,346 1,260 4,258 252
1,515 119 952 36

738 117 538 32

V.543 8,664 442 51,964 30,960

I

of employments is now wide, and tends to
increase as the population becomes more
stable, and the comparative adv‘llt‘nges of
different occupations are more clearly per-
ceived. To a considerable extent the French-
Canadians now have their own physicians,
lawyers, dentists, and, of course, priests.
Many are skilled mechanics, espetially car-
penters, painters,plumbers, masdns, machin-
ists, #nd enginee@; while a respectable num-
ber are l)}lgders and contractors. Nearly all
branches of trade are numerously repre-
sented, particularly such as handle the neces-’
saries and more common conveniences of
life. Large_ establishments and wholesale
houses, howe¥r, are infrequent. Most large
shops, in comnMities where the FErench-
Canadians are numelus, find it to their ad-
vantage to employ French clerks OWatten-
dants, as well as American. The French-

»

L n. I v, v
1,000 86 2,461 996 8,907
1167 118 3012 1486 14.850
2152 97 1824 556 2.647
2,257 446  7.606 4510 39.964

389 107 1634 988 10094

525 65 855. 570 6462
7488 919 17392 9106 82924

’ ' 14
»
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Canadians do not seem to like the sea, and
very few of them are sailors or fishermen;
but they are found everywhere in the logging
camps and in rafting operations, especially in
Maine. French-Canadian policemen, firemen,
and watchmen are common. Farming is not
a favoFite occupation, although many have
taken up farms in remote places, and by in-
dustry and ‘frugality have attained fair suc-
cess. In some parts of Vermont one hears
complaint of the extent to which they have
taken possession of old and run-down farms,
and established themselves where before
scarce any foreigners could be found. Many,
of course, are comimon laborers, or eke out
an uncertain livelihood at such work as re-
quires the minimym of intelligence and skill.
The women, among whom work is honor-
able, are frequently found assisting their hus-
bands or brothers in shops and stores, while
entering largely into the skilled occupations
common to their sex. They are not, how-
ever, as a rule, very satisfactory as domestic
servants, comparing unfavorably with the
Irish in this respect.

It is as operatives, however, that the
French-Canadians are most commonly
thought of, and as such that they are most in
evidence. As the statistics show, 82,924, or
over 70 per cent of the total number em-
ployed in New England in 1890, were in
manufacturing and mechanical industries;
and, of this number, quite the largest pro-
portion were to be found in factories and
mills. As we have seen, there are good histor-
ical reasons for this; but much is also attrib-
utable to the nature of the workman him-
self. From the standpoint of the employer,
the French-Canadian has many of the quali-
ties of an ideal «hand.» He is quick to learn,
active and deft in his movements. He is con-
tented with his work, and, usually, with his
wages; and he does not expect undue consid-
eration. Docility is one of his most marked
traits.. He is not over-energetic or ambitious.
His main concern is to make a living for him-

A3
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self and his family, and, if that-seems to have
bgen attained, he is little troubled by restless
eagerness to be gloing something higher than
that in which he is at present engaged.
Above all, he is reluctant, as compared.with
the lrish,.t()'join labor unions, atgl is loath to
‘strike. His easy satisfaction with moderate
proficiency partly accounts for the fact, re-
ported by many mill agents, that compara-
tively few become competent and reliable
foremen or overseers, and that the French-
Canadians are likely to work best under the
supervision of someone not of their own
race. )
How ‘far, however, the French-Cahadians
‘constitute at the present time a distinct fac-
tor of much importance in the industrial
world of New~England, is a question on
which it is nfi)gtal‘tdgether easy to pass a con-
fident judgement. It is certain that for a
time, when contract immigration was at its

height, their numbers and their necessities,

tended unmistakably to lower wages in the
industries in which they were engaged. They
were willing to work for less than others,
?and for that very reason were imported.
Bat I doubt very much if this is as true now
as it was formerly. The general testimony of
manufacturers, so far as | have been able to
obtain it, as well as of many prominent
French-Canadians and _local officials, is that
the wages of French-Canadian operatives are
naw practically the-same as the wages for
others, for the same kind and grade of wprk;
and, while this is not the same thing as say-
ing that wages have nqt declined, any very
noticeable decrease du® to the presence of
this particular class of foreigners would be
likely to be remarked by those coxrespon-
dents plainly hostile to the French-Cana-
dians. Moreover, although the Frepch-Cana-
dian immigration has been large and rapid,
it is only a small part of the total foreign im-
migration which has poured ihto New Eng-
land in the past twenty years. Of the cities
of 25,000 population.or over, noted in a



precéding table, Manchester, N. H., was t'e
only one in which in 1890 the French-
Canadians outnumbered the Irish, while in
Fall River and New Bedford the numbers of
the two races were nearly equgl. Only in
Maine and New Hampshire did the number
of persons having either father or mother
French-Canadian born exceed the number of
those having one or both parents born in Ire-
land. There would seem to be no reason why
any general effect upon wages should be at-
tributed to the presence of the one clas
rather than the other. As a matter of fact, of
course, wages are the result of the operation

of competitive forces; little regardful of race '
lines; and, even if the French-Canadians

were, from any cause, willing to work per-
manently for lower wages, their numbers are
too small to enable them to fix a standard,
except, perhaps, for some small community
in which they preponderate, and where out-
sid¢ competition is not effective. Of 344,610
persons employed in manufacturing and me-
chanical industries in New England in 1890,
only 82,924 were French-Canadians.
Where the French-Canadians have the ad-
vantage of other classes of foreigners is in
their ability to live chéaply and, according to
their standards, comfortably on a small in-
come,.and at the same (ime sa¥e money. To
an unusual degree they have the virtues, not
too common among the working classes in
America, of industry, frugality, and thrift. In
spite of moderate ambitions they are not
lazy, but prefer to work, if work can be ha
They live 4t a minimum, spend less than
they earn, and save the difference. Savings-
bank deposits, large holdings of real estate,

“and extensive ecclesiastical properties, not

to mention the large sums formerly sent to

- Laiiada, offer abundant testimony to their

«effective - desire of accumulation.» But

_the French-Canadian is not thereby disposed

to work for less. He merely saves more. It is
in his evident contentment angd prosperity,
his command of financial resourcés as the

t
- of publi&hnrity or poor relief. It is from hi(

-
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fruit of economical li;'in'g, -that he most
frequently incurs the dislike of -his fellow- ~ \Q '
workmen, and hears his race dubbed «the D
Chinese of .the East.» Rarely is he an object . - <
own earnings that he pays his physician, pro-

vides food, clothing, and shelter for his fam-

ily, and buries his gead.

I amt unable to think, therefore, that the
presence of the Canadian French any longer
gives to employers advantages which they
would not otherwise possess, or constitutes to
the laboring classes in New England a men-
ace and a threat. The inevitable tendency to
uniformity of condition makes strongly
against the perpetuation of incidental dis-
tinctions. Employers hire men, not races.
Certainly, in comparison with many aliens
who throw themselves upon the hospitality
of the United States, the French-Canadians
represent a relatively high grade of intelli-
gence and morality; and, while they have yet
to demonstrate their permanentiworth as
citizens, industrially they d% not seem to be
playing either an objectionable or an un-
worthy part. 4

v ¢

-For a number of years after the French-
Canadians began to come to New England,
the permanency of thbir stay was generally .
regarded as an open question, with the in-
dications pointing to a negative answer. Cer-
tain it is that the larger part of the first ar-

. rivals showed little disposition tg make pers..

poverty at honné“t"(')'“‘;éék‘énlpl‘ ment abroad,
most of them stayed only fong enough to
save a few hundred doHars, and then re-
turned to Canada. So there were to be found

manent homes in «the Sta% "Driven b{™

‘along the main lines of travel two well-de-

fined movements of population: one from
the Province of Quebec.to New Epgland: and
the other, somewhat smaller and less uni-.
form, from New England back to Quebec.
With every energy bent to the accomplish-
ment of the one object of saying the largest
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possible amount of money in the least time,
the Frénch-Canadians not onl)7 accepted em-
ployment wherever it was to be had and on
whatever terms, but lived often in a manner
little adapted to conciliate their English-
speaking neighbors. It was essentially a shift-
ing population, with scarce any appearance
of permanence. The amduit of money sent
to Canada from the m‘anufacturmg towns of
New England was very great, and formed
another cause of the ill-will with which these
aliens were regarded. Perhaps nothing illus-
trates better the marked change which has
taken place in the status of the Frénch-
Canadians than the almost complete tgans-

~ forination at .both-of these points. Very few - -

of the French now return to Canada to stay,
or even look forward to such a posstbility;
and the amount of money now sent out of
the country, while considerable, is very small
i{\ comparison with former figures.
: <

Among the surest indications of a dispo-
sition to permanency in a foreign population
are, first, the incréased number of real estate
owners, and, second, the number of voters.
Onneither of these points, so far as the
Frefich-Canadians are concerneg, does_ it
seem practicable to obtain statist s at once

accurate and complete but such flgure‘s as -

* are to be had are in the highest degree in-
structive. The thlrty-seven cities and towns
from which returns were received in 1897 re-
ported 7,409. French-Canadian owners of
real estate, holdirg property of an.a ssed
value of $13,579,158. This does not inctude
the very large amount of real property de-
voted to religious and educational purposes.
" I have taken the lowest estimates in each
case. There can be no -question that the
totals for all of the New England States, if
they could be procured, would -far exceed
these figures. Both in number and in value
the holdings have increased rapidly in the
last ten years, and the increase still continues.
Aside from church and school property,—the
value of which must now be reckoned

A >

” -
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among the millions, largely free of encum-
brance,-the realeestate held by the French-
Canadians is mainly residence property,

- though in the larger centres the amount of

business property owned by them is consid-
erable. While large numbers of the French
still live, of necessity, in corporation tene-
ments and boarding-houses, one of the
strongest desires among them js to own their
own homes; and, in the accomplishment of

_ this object, they have availed themselves

largely of the facilities offered by building
and loan associations. It should be remem-
bered that in many small manufacturing
towns the individual ownershﬁ) of real estate

~is tendered difficult through-the ownership .

of large parcels of land by the corporation,
and the requirement that all employees shall
live in the¢ tenements of the company. Mr.
Gagnon, in his téstlmony before the Massa-
chusetts Bureau of Statistics of Labor in
1881, gave a good case in point.” Grosven-
dmﬂle, Conh,, including Mechanicsville,
had a Frenchy€anadian populatlon of 2,400,
of whom only twelve were real estate owners;
Gardner, Mass., with a Ffench-Canadian pop-
ulation of only 766,%had “seventy-three

,owners of real estate. It is probable that a

good deal of the_residen erty every-
where represents a relatively high cost to its
owners; much of it having beef bought on

various schemes of partial payments, at high
rates of interest. »

S shbw substantial and per-
'less remarkable is the pro-
gress in the dlrectlon of citizenship. The
same cities and towns _from which statistics,
of property-holding have just been given re-

" port 17,448 French-Canadian voters in 1897;

and this number, like the other, is undoubt-
edly much smaller than the total for New

. England. Taking into account all the circum-

stances, the showing is highly creditable. It
should not be forgotten that the conditions
on which suffrage is granted are less easy in
New England than in many of the States of

[oN
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. . Estimated Estimated num-  Estimated
Places ) number of ber or owners value of
voters of real estate real estate
. Biddeford,Me. .. . ... .. .. ... 600 200 . $ 300,000
Brunswick,Me.. . . ... ... ... .. 150 58 100,000
Lewiston,Me.. . .. ... .. .. .. .. 860 202 623,030
Watervillg Me. . . . ... ..... ... 600 350 500,000
Manchest® NH.. . ... ... . . .. 1,350 600 900,000
Nashiva, NH. . .............. 500 * (.
Winooski Falls, Vt. . .. ... ... . 350 300 400,000
- Fall River,Mass. . . ... ........ 1,500 -t 2,000,000
Fitchburg,Mass. . . ... .. .. ... . ’ 326 328 481,325
Holyoke,Mass. . . .. .. ........ " 1,000 % —* 7
Lowell,Mass. . .. ............ ) 1,300 305 975,000
New Bedford, Mass.. . .. ... .. .. 472 375 902,053
. ..North Adams, Mass.. .. ........ ,  .450 - - 147 --~816,000 -
Southbridge, Mass.. . . . . . . . 400 \ 225 400,000
-Spencer, Mass. . ... ....... L 350 T 1,000 * 200,000
. - Springfield, Mass. .. ....... ... 500 ©150 1000% - .
. ) Word6ster, Mass. . . . .... .. ... . 1,407 350 1,000,000
Central Falls, R1. ... ... ... 650 253 730,000
Manville, RI. .-............. . 250 200 L
PawtucketR.I.. .. ... ... .. .. 420 650 350,000
Woonsocket, R . .. .......... 1,300 500 - 1,500,000
Waterbury,Conn. . . ... ...... . 600 130 340,000 |

*  No definité geport.
T «350 pay taxes of $50 orover.»
¥ Apparently an error.

AN

the Union. While nearly one-third of the. never been sought after and catered to, in

States extend the priviledgt of voting_to
aliens who have resided in the country for
various perlods not exceeding two years,
and declared their intention to become citi-

_zens, complete naturalization, conditioned

on five years’ residence, is required® in all of
the New England States. Further, in Maine,
Massachuqetts and Connecticut, the voter ~
must be able to read the English language,
—a requirement of some seridusness in the
case of a forgigner already in middle life. A
suggestive feature of the matter is seen in the
fact that, as a rule, the impulse to seek na-

tu.;ahzatlon has come from the French-Cana- . -

dians themselves, in the persons of a few of
their leaders. The French-Canadians _have

any ‘noticeable degree, by '®ither of the great
political parties; nor has their disposition to
‘quality for the franchise been greeted wnth
cordiality by any class of Americans. On the
other hand, it may be doubted whether the
rank and file have as-yet {devel®ped a very

keen interest in the subjecf. It is the leaders

who, convinced that the face has come to
stay, have determined to secure for their
countrymen, as rapidly as possible, the priv-
ileges and rights of American citizenship.
5
It will be convement to combine in one

exhibit jhe statlstlcs of voters,” property-

owners, and valuation, for a number of cities
and towns having a large French-Canadian

2§ .
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population, as reported in 1897.
4

* 1t does not appear that the French-Cana-
dians are inclined to attach themselves en
masse to any one political party. .\\lthough
the general introduction of the secret ballot
has almost wholly done away with the goer-
cion and intimidation of employees which
formerly disgraced elections in not a few
manufacturing towns, the French-Canadians
are still somewhat prone to take their na-
tional politics from their employer, not
through fear or servility, but rather from a
feeling that the employer, with his obvious-
ly greater interests, must be right. In local

elections it is frequent testimony that they .

are not to be counted on to support either
party or any general policy, but are Jiable to
put their votes up for sale, not for money,
but for political or social concessions. The
French-Canadian is not venal, in the sense of
being open to bribery with money, but his
instinct of self-government is rather rudi-
mentary, and his docility makes *him the
easy dupe of demagogues,- who play upon
his ignorance, his pride, or the selfish and tem-
porary interest of his class or race, some-
times with disastrous results.

A respectable number have held political
office. The legislatures in each of the New
England States have had, as some of them
still have, French-Canadian members; and
the race is frequently represented in city
councils and boards of selectmen in com-
.munities in whicl, French-Canadians are
numerous. Other offiices commonly held by
them are those of deputy sheriff, justice of
the peace, ndtary public, assessor and col-
lector of taxes, coroner, and postmaster; to-
gether with positions on various State boards,
local boards of health, \and school comrit-

tees. Comparison$ at this pomt for any pur- .

pose, should of course made with the
number of voters, not with the total F rench
population. '

< Q

Theie - remains to be considered the
threefold question of religion, education,
and language. It is at these points that, from
the time of their first arrival in New England
to the present day, the French-Canadians
have been most seriously disparaged and
most bitterly denounced.

The French-Canadians are, with no ex-
ceptions worth considering, Roman Catho-
lics. Brought up in Canada in the faith and

"practices of the Church, they cling to it here

as there, and their children do not forsake it.
In the early days of their sojourn in New
England the Church ik Canada was indis-

. posed to exert jtself on their behalf, Their
coreligionists in their new home viewed

them with suspicion and dislike as disturbers

of the economic peace, and their lahguage .

stood as a barrier petwien them and the
ministrations which they craved. In the

- mixed parishes of French and Irish there was

frequent clashing, sometimes open rupture.
So far as religious and moral training were
concerned, they were as sheep having no
shepherd. It is to Bishop Goésbriand of the
diocese of Vermont that -the credit belongs
of first endeavoring to care systematically
for these scattered and neglected French.
Father Hamon has vividly recounted the
arduous and self-denying labors of this zeal-
ous prelate, and the long struggle for the ac-

. ceptance and realization of his policy. That

policy was, 'in brief, to gather the French-

Canadians into separate parishes under the -

charge of French-speaking prists, Bishop
Goésbriand being firmly convinced that in
this way only coujd the loss to the Church
of many thodsands of its members be
averted. The extent to which this pomy has
been adopted may be learned from=the list
of - parishes given on an early page of this
article. Opposed for a time by the hierarchy
at Quebec, and viewed askance by the auth-
orities of the Church in New England, it has,
nevertheless, won its way rapidly to a posi-
tion of general acceptance. At the present

<
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time, wherever l/nsidcrnble numbers of
Canadian French are gathered, French par-
ishes and French pnesls are the rule; and,
while mixed parishes are still numerous, they

. Will usually be found to contain eithe(on
¢

small . proportion of French-Canadians,

else a small proportion of any other race.»
NG

B

Along with the orgnmratlon of separate
parishes has gone, somewhat less widely, the
establighment of parochial schools. These
schools, under the direct chdige of the parish
priests, with teachers drawn from the various

Catholic s1slerhoods give instruction in the
_usual elementary subjects, in both English
~and French, a half day’s session being usual- - .

ly devoted to exercises in eacli language. Pro-
bably a large majority of the French-Cana-
dian children are to be found enrolled in
these schools, although I have not been able
to obtain figures showing the number; and
to a large proportion the parochial school is
the beginning and end of the educational
course. Save in a few of the larger cities, the
public schools make little or no provision for
children who cannot speak English; and,
while the public schools are free to all, many
of those who most need education derive
scanty benefit from them because of the ob-
stacle of language. Not many French-Cana-
dian children complete a grammar school
course, although the number is much larger

than formerly; and comparatively few reach

the high school. The love of knowledge
among them is not keen, and the temptatlon
of the factory and shop is strong

These two forces of Clllif(:il and school
are the two most powerful agencies for the
maintenance of distinctive racial and social
characteristics among the French-Canadlaps
The authority and influence of the priest are
very great. He is not only the religious head
and guide of the parish, but the adviser and
counsellor of every member in it. To him are

referred the greatest variety of questions,=- )

personal an y troubles; labor disputes,

police.

)
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programs, f immci!(l and business
ings; and, on each and all, his opin-
ieszthe ugmost weight. In: the main-
tenance.of law and order his influence is in-
dnspgmlbfe Many a community of,Canadian
French owes its general good peace and or-

derliness far more to the priest than to the
{

3‘ '

But the parochial school and the Church
are also immensely potent in confirming and
perpetuating the use of French as the lan-
guage of common intercourse. With system-
atic instruction in the use of French, with
French-speaking teachers and ‘priests, and
with- French -as one of the media in’the ser--
vices of the Church, the Canadian finds his
incentive to learn English mainly in the
needs of his industrial or business life. Few
French—Czinadians, when they come to the
United States, can speak . English; and the
older people, especially the women, often do
not learn it at all, even after many years of
residence. With the young people it is differ--
ent. To them the mastery of the' lanfuage
sufﬁcnently to make themselves understood.
is not difficult, and s, moreover, a valuable
part of their stock in trade. But, in learning
English, they do not cease to use French. In
nine cases owt of ten the young Frenchman
learns to speak an imperfect English, because
his ¢hance of earning good wages is thereby
enhanced; but he worships in French, and

French continues to be the language of his - .

home and hlS friends. -,

In the perpetuation of the French lan-
guage quite the str gest influence, next to
that of the Church and the school, is (w1elded
by the societies of St. Fean Baptiste. These

.. Societies, in character partly social and part-

ly philanthropir, are to be found in nearly or
quite all the French-Canadian parishes, and
in many mixed parishes as well. The mem-
bership comprises the Ieadmg men of the
parish, through whom, consequently, the
society comes to exercise great weight in

‘/‘ ‘-
30
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pnfish affairs. Conducting all their proceed-
ings in French, the spirit and objects of these

- ~prganizations are well summed up in the

by the twin

motto, «Notre Religion, notre Langue. nos
Moeurs.» To safeguard and advance the in-
terests of the French-Canadians in the
United States, to preserve the unity and
identity of the race, and especially its 1

guage, customs, and religion, are the chief
aims of the national society of St. Jean Bap-
tiste: and to these they have adhered, and
still adhere, with resoluteness and tenacity,
notwitlistanding all the liberalizing and
Americanizing tendencies of the Roman
Church, and in spite of the condemnatiofi of

the Baltimore *C(fng*ré"s's, in 1889, iii its de- "

claration that «national societies, as such,
have no regson for existence in the Church
iR this country.».

It can hardly be necessary for me.to say,
for or against the French-Canadians; and I

am certainly ngt unmindful of the enormous .
impulse to social betterment emanating from-

‘ the Roman Catholic Church. I can but think,

howeve‘n’, Shat the %vident purpose of French-
Canadian leaders, lay and clerical, to pre-
serve, if possible, the distinctive character-
istics and the language of their race in this
country, justly exposes them and their fol-
lowers - to criticism and suspicion. Protesta-
tions of loyalty and patriotism, while doubt-
less sincege, nevertheless ring hollow to the
average gaan, when accompanied, as in this
case, by zealous and systematic measures to
keep themselves apart. Whatever the reality
may be, the appearance is. un-American.
Neither the spirit nor thé condition$ of
American life gre fayorable to’ the mainte-
nance of distlct groups of populatiog,
bounded by liges of race, and kept together
Yoroes of a common language
and a common religion;.afd so¥ong as the
French-Canadians, either?f: their own mo-
ticior under the direction of their leaders,
occupy such a positioﬁ, no amount of prop-

“
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in this connection, that I hold no brief either »

»

erty-holding, no general exercise of the
suffrage, and no patriotic declarations or
services will suffice to remove the impression
that they are still, in essential spirit, aliens
and foreigners, living among us because to
do so is pleasant and profitable, and not be-
cause they genuinely mean to become one of

©ous.

@
While, however, the attitude of the
French-Canadians at this point seems to me

to call only for condemnation, 1 am not in- -
clined to think that the evils likely to result -

from it, save to the good name and influence
of the French-Canadians themselves, are very

doomed in the nature of things to failure.
For that policy rests upon the theory:that a
distinct national type, formed in one coun-

- -serious: The very-policy of isolation, putting .
" the race as it does on the defensive, seems

try during generations of undisturbed -

growth, can be made to persist!in another
country where nearly évery essential condi-

.tion of life is wholly different, and where

every economic and political consideration
demAnds readju's'tment and change. For such
a theory there is no sufficient justification
in experience. Indeed, there is-no ifeed to
look ‘beyond the present situation in New
England, so far as the French-Canadians are
concerned, to see how little the theory
actually works as it is intended to work. In
spite of every effort to prevent it, the use of
French as the langnage of common life is
steadily giving way before demands of indus-
try, the desire for active political equality,
and the influence of the free public schools.
Among thé younger native-born generation
in particular, the desire to remain in any

" sense a peculiar people is verygmuch weak-.

ened. Jhat New England has any reason to
apprehend the creation of an imperium in
imperio, either “social, political, or religious,
I think there is exceedingly little ground for
believing. Nor do I believe that such an idea,
whatever its particular form, has at the pres-
ent day the firm hold that it once had, even

N ' - .
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-moral influence which should not be under-

.. caused. wide-spread.. alarm _jn ecclesiastical -
quarters; and bishops and clergy made every -

among the Freneh-Canadian leaders them-
selves. At the same time, the reactionary
policy of which I have been speaking has a

estimated, and which is likely to_ retard,
though it cannot prevent,, the. inevitable ab-
sorption of the race in the cosmopolitan-
American peaple.

Absorbed or not, however, the French-
Canadians are in New England to stay. When
the emigration first Began to assume consid-
crable proportions, the threatened depopu-
lation of Canadian parishes, and. the prob-
able loss to the Church of many who went,

effort to. discourage and check the move:
ment. Failing in this, and the -occasionfor

" opposition Being partially removed By the

organization of French-Canadian parishes
among the emigrants, there was started the
agitation known as repatriation, having for

. its object the return of the French to Canada.

In 1875 thg legislature of Quebec ‘appropri-

~ated $60,000 in aid of immigration, to en-

courage thé ogening and settlement of Hew

lands. Part of this sum was us iduce

" French-Canadians in New England to return,

.and an agent was appointed for the purpose;

but the whole scheme failed almost com-
Pletely, so -far as the United States were con-

‘terned. Today one hears nothing of repatria-

¥
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K:‘;,on. The Church in Canada no longer active-

opposes emigration; and Father Hamon’s
book, with its outspoken championship’ of
the policy of the French-Canadian leadefs in
New England, is dedicated to Cardinal
Taschereau: Of the thousands who have
come, a very small number have ever gone
back permanently to their old homes. Many
have essayed to do so, only to find their

former surroundings no longer attractive: -

and in a short time they have coine again.

The old people still cherish the idea of an .

ultimate)return to the land of their fathers,
but wit(l\ the others §uch an idea has hardly

~M
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_the substantiality of a pleasing hope. They

still speak of Canada with affection, but it
is here that they will end their days.

In matters of every-day habit and ap-

pearance there is still much that is distinc- -

tive, and not a little that is picturesque,
about, the life of the French-Canadians in a
New England commumity. They are still

much inclined to live by themselves, in a par-

ticular section of the town or city. In some

larger places a few individuals and families*

have attained a measure of social ‘équality

with native Americans. For the most part, -
however, they are regarded as a class apart,
and associate but little withi persoiis not of

their own race. Nowhere do they seem to be
looked upon, as a class, with entire favor;
and-in private are often spoken of with con-
tempt; -but their work is necessary, their
trade important, and their political support
not to be despised. The women are fond
of dress, and in their early years are often -
unusually attractive; but, with hard work

aigl many children, they fade quickly. The

older people complain that the younger gen-
eration spends its money too freely, and that
frugality~and~thrift are less general than for-
merly. Whether such is the case I. have no
means of knowing. All classes are fond of

ceremonies, and make much of weddings, -

funerals, and church festivals. Even under
untoward conditions the general tone of life

*is buoyant and friendly, as of those who -
" take the world with a light heart,

/Y What the immediate future of the
French-Canadians in New England is to be" -

belongs ratlier to prophecy than to; such a
discussion as has -been here attempted. It
may be pointed out, however, in conclusion,
that ‘their permanent worth, as an element

in the. population, is pletty certain to be

ineasured by the extent to which they con-
tribute to the économic sanity and the good
citizenship of which the country is Jjust now
particularly in need. Whether( they have

[ 2
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within themselves the ability to pass from
. .

the position of laborers, operatives, and
small tradesmen into that of leaders of in-
dustry, gonly time can show. At present the
indications are not altogether hopeful. Poli-
tically, they are too few in number to exer-
cise more than local influence; and even that
will assuredly be minimized, unless -they

MY

’

identify themselves completely with the
American spirit which they profess to love.
The time or apprehension, if such there ever
was, lest our instimtio_ns should be over-
borne by this «horde of industrial invaders.,»
is past. The dangers of the future are for the
French-Canadians, not for us.

’
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- Footnotes

Rev. E. Hamon, Les Canagdiens-Frangais de la
Nouvelle-Angleterre (Quebec, 1891). The book

falls into two parts, the first being an elaborate -

discussion of the condition and prospects of the
Fregnch-Canadians in New England, and, the
second giving a detailed history of the various
French-Canadian parishes, with invaluable sta-
tistical data. A garlged and imperfect transla-
tion of the first part has been printed as an
«anti-Catholic» tract. Father Hamon’s volume,
the work of an ardent but broad-minded Jesuit,
has been 2 mine whose treasures later writers
have repeatedly appropriated.

The table is based on data given by Hamon, op.

cit., 181, 228, 232, 310, 312, 346, 350, 361,
366, 396, 400, 418, 422, 450. The parishes of
Burlington and Swanton, Vt., organized in
1850 ahd 1856, respectively, are not included,
nor twelve parishes in the Madawaska region of
Northern Maine, composed almost entircly of
American French: The Acadian French, found
chiefly in the extreme northern parts of Maine,
along the New Bpunswick border, appear not
-to have been greatly affected by the emigration
from the Province of Quebec, although French-
Canadians are doubtless numerous among them.

»}

3.

,Objections were made to this figure, and the

census does not claim entire accuracy for the
enumeration.

Thirteenth Annual Report of the Massachsuetts
Bureau of Statistics of Labor (51 882),18.

Compiled from Tables 52, 55, 56, 6.1 ,and 62 of
the Report on Population, Part 1.

In an interesting article on «Fhe Growth of the
French Canadian Race in America,» in the
Annals of the American Academy of Political

and Social Science (September, 1896), Profes-

sor John Davidson has shown that the rate of
increase of the French ip Canada is not abnor-
mal, and that «aftey the first year the proportion
living at any given age varies little from the pro-
portion” among other Canadians.» Taking the
census decades from 1851 ta 1891, only in the
latter year was the average size of families great-
er in Quebec than the. average for all Canada,
and in both 1881 and 1891 it was considerably
exceeded by the average in Prince Edward Is-
land, where the French are comparatively few.

Thirteenth Annual Report (1882), 20.
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A Franco-American point of view is found in the following Catholic Encyclopedia

- article of 1906 by J.L.K. Laflamme, David E. Lavigne and J. Arthur Favreau. This arti-
cle is particularly informative concerning those aspects of institutional life most impor-{

tant to the Franco-Amesicans of the period: the parish, the religious orders and the

schools; the Franco-American press, and the «provident organ/'.?ftions» as the article

“tergns the national societies, since supgh societies had been condemned in 1889 by the

Baltimore Congrests of the Catholic Lq’/rch, In these few pages the authors managed to

respond to the stay-at-home Frencf-Canadhans’ criticisms of their compatriots who left

for the States, to the effect that the latter were forced to leave by their own habits of

tluxdry and dissipation,» and so were causing a depopulation of the farming commug/-

ties in Quebec. The authors cite the difficulties of a large family system under congi-

T ' tions of land shortage. combined with the long-term neglect of the economic conditions

leading 10 high levels of deprivation of the rural population. With regard to the Catholic

Church, the authors tread a-narrow path between the French-Canadianmilitants who in

those days willingly called themselves Franco-Americans term the article does not

( _  use—and the assimilationists who were dominant in the Church.

o s
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FRENCH CATHOLICS IN THE UNITED STATES
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J.K.L. Laflamme
‘David E. Lavigne \
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The first Bishop of Burlington, the Right
Reverend Louis de Goesbriand, in a letter
dated Il May, 1869, and which appeared in
«l.e Protecteur, Canadien», a French news-
paper then published at St. Albans, Ver-

mont, made the following statement: &1 am
convinced from. positive information, that
when we say that there are 500,000 French-
Canadians in the United States, the figures
are far below the truth.» The sources from
which the late prelate drew his information
arc unknown to the writers of this article,
but it is a fact that today the Diocese of
Burlington has a Catholic population of
76,000 souls, :) which 50,000 at least are of
French-Canadian birth or origin. It is also a
fact that the French-Canadian element has
increased, both naturally and by immigra-
- tion, to such an extent that it now numbers
nearly 1,200,000 souls in the United States,
that it has made its influence felt throughout
the Eastern States, in all walks of life, and
furthermore that, in point of numbers, it is
the predominant element in several dioceses,
and an’important part of the population in
many others. However, except in their own
newspapers, or a few little-known books,
scarcely anything had been said of the part
taken by these immigrants in the’civil and re-
ligious life of their new country, until, very
recently, they took into their own hands the
task of reviewing their history, of gathering

statistics of their numbers, and of recording .

their achievements and the progress- they
have made in fifty years. The task is still far

3

from complete, bint enough has been done
to demonstrate the progress of the French-
Canadians and their devotion to their Church

.and to their adopted country. ' e .

The immigration of French-Canadians to
the United States began before the War of
Americai Independence (1775-83). French-
Canndians had then already immigrated to
New England, and we find them in large
numbers in the armies of Washington. After
the war the American Congress, in recogni-
tion of their services and to prevent their
being prosecuted in Canada on the charge of
high treason, gave them land on the shores
of Lake Champlain, where their descendants
are still to be found. That concession of land,
situated in the State of New York, has long

- been known as the «Refugees’ Tract». In

L
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1837, after the rebellion in the Province of
Quebec, a new immigration to the Eastern
States took place, to the State of Vermont,
more particularly, where the «Patriots», van-
quished in battle, sought refuge with their
families. But the chief influx'from French
Canada to the United States took place after
the Ciyil War. Notwithstanding the fact that
they had at that time but few organized
parishes, the French-Canadians were here in
sufficient numbers during the war to furnjh

40,000 soldiers to the Union. The immigra-.

tion at the close of thé war has been ascribed
to many causes, the most considerable of
which are the unprecedented industrial pros-
perity that followed the Civil War and the

36
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inborn love of the French-Canadian for
travelling, together with the desire to earn
the high wages and to share in the vast op-
portunities which the Republic offered to its
citizens.

Some writtsg-and many of these yin
earnest—have given™gs the principal caus¢ of
this French-Canadian
fourths of which took Mace between 1865
- and 1890, tl;_c necessity inYyhich the farmers
of the Province of- Quebec found themselves
of seeking a new home after leading a life of
Juxury. and dissipation. Undoubtedly this
was true of siine, but the general moral

- character of the hundreds of thousands who-

crossed the border is the best proof that the

true cause of this movement must be sought

elsewhere. The Jesuit, Father Hamon, writing
* on this subject, dges not hesitate to say:

The rapidity withwhich this iimyfinigration
was accomplished, and the lease with
,which these Canadians transplanted into
a foreign land, have immedjately recon-
structed the Catholic mould of the parish
that made their strength in Canada; the

/ encergy shown by them in erecting
churches and convents, in grouping
themselves together, and in organizing
flourishing congregations, supported
within by all that nourishes Christian !
piety, protected without against perni-
cious influences by the strength of asso-
ciation, and a press generally well in- }
spired; all these clements of Catholic
life, organized within a quarter of a cen-
tury in the very citadel,of’o]d Puritan-
ism, seem to indicate a Providential
action as well as a Providential mission,
the importance of which the future
alone will reveal.

LN

" Those who do not look higher than ma-
terial congiderations in studying the causes
of national movements will not give much
credence to this opinion of Father Hamon.
Nevertheless, it is today a fact recognized by
noted economists, that the French-Canadians,
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immigration, thred- -
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now better known in the Republic under the

name of [yench Americans, are, as labourers
and artisans, the most solid and reliable pil-
lar of industry in New England. And New
England has received within its borders,
more than two-thirds of their total immigra-
tion. As Catholics, i is obvious that they
have played a réle no less important, as may
easily be seen by the perusal of Catholic
Directories. Father Hamon classifies the
French-Canadian immigration as temporary,
fluctuating, and permanent. Figures show
the relative importance of each of these
classes and demonstrate the spirit which ani-
mated the whole movement. The temporary

immigration comprised -a class of farmers _

who came to the United States with the
avowed intention of going back to their old
homes as soon as they had saved enough
money ,to clear their farms from mortgages
and all other financial incumbrances. This
class became less numerous from (fay to day;
so much so, that it was practically unnotice-
able, as early as 1880. In many cases the in-
tention of returning to the old home was
never Qﬁ?ried out. Frequently this class, by
revealing to their neighbours the opportun--
ities offered across the border, induced
many of them to follow in their footsteps.
As to the fluctuating immigration, only a
mere mention is necessary. Always on the -
move, from one country to the other, from
city to city, from mill to mill, those who
formed thi§ class led that kind of. life which
relies, as Father Hamon says, on the Provi-
dence of God for ifs support. This roving
class is still less numerous than the tempor-
ary group, and it is to be found not only in
all classes of newcomers$, but in settled popu-.
lations as well. The permanent immigration
has been the most numerous, and, naturally,
the most substantial. It is these permanent
French-Canadian immigrants who have or-
ganized parishes and parochial schools,
erected churches and convents, and now
constitute the labouring power par e;cellence
in all“the industrial centres of New England.

-
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Most of them, if not all, came from the rural
districts of Canada, especially from the East-
ern townships, from the Dioceses of Trois

Riviéres and Rimouski, and from the Coun- .

ties of Beauce, Beliechasse, and others on
the borders. Their farms had become insuf-
ficient to support large famlllgs in the East-
ern townships their titles to the land they
occupied were disputed, and they were
forced to give up the fruit of many years of
labour; they were the victims of the indif-
ference shown by their Governments, both
Provincial and Federal, towards coloniza-
tion and the opening up of new farming
districts. The increasing population was thus
compelled_hy circumstances, to look else:

where, for more-land and greater jopportun-

ities. At the same time, the ports sent
home by those who had taken part in the
earlier immigration had widely advertised
throughout the whole Province of Quebec,
the material advantages of the United States.
This migration was called at the time «the

desertion of the Fatherlandy. But those who’

spoke thus were forgetful of the historical
fact, that the French of*America have from
the very beginning felt perfectly at home in
the whole northern part of the continent,
on the soil ef which their mis ssignaries, their
coureurs des bois, explorers, and warriors

have left their footprints broadcast. In spite

»f all opposing efforts, hundreds of thou-
sands of French-Canadians, most of them
farmers, between 1870 and 1890, left their
rural occupation to adopt the more arduous
life of the New England factories and the
various industries of the Western States.

This movement took place ‘quietly, slowly,

without creating any disturbance, and al-
most unnoticed. It was, in a certain sense,
a repetition of that other movement which,
advocated by Horace Greeley, sent toward
the Golden Gate so many young men of
the East.

A
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Doubtless, this depopulation on a large
scale was a great loss to Canada, where the

emigrants might have founded families of
colonists. But the nature of this emigration
was such that it could not be checked by
any special legislation. The movement 'had

A . .
‘ set m, and it was too late to forestall an

event prepared. by many years of economic
conditons misunderstood or wilfully ig-
nored. The stream had found its way across
the borders, where new industries, phenom-
-enal opportunities, and advantages unheard
of before were ready to absorb and utilize
this new and valuable power of production.

In order to present a strictly accurate
idea of the importance of the French Ameri-
- ean -element,- both numerically and from a
Catholic standpoint, the following sources
of information have been used fQr -this
article: (1) the Twelfth Census of the United
States (1900); (2) local-enumerations made
in New England since 1900, and as late as
the present year (1908); and (3) the Catholic
Directory of the United States.

The ac‘companying table, compiled from
the first of these three sources, shows, first,
the number of French Americans born in
Canada and, secondly, this first class com-
bined with those of whom at least one par-
ent was born in Canada. '

The figures given for Louisiana are, of
course, exclusive of "all other inhabitants
of French extraction; those relating to Cali-

- fornia are exclusive of the large population

of immigrants, from France established in
that State, more especially in the city of
San Francisco® There were also, 115 persons
of French-Canadian parentage in Alaska, and
4 in Hawaii, besides 502 persons of the same
parentage in the military and naval service
of the United Stat&, stationed abroad and
not credited to any State or Territory. Com-

_bining with these small figures the totals for

the five divisions given in the last column of -
the table, we get the grand total of 810,105
persons of French-Canadian parentage living

\ - |
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Distribution of French Americans

Foreign-
born
“Mame ... ... ... 30,908
New Hampshire. . .. . .. 44,420
Vermpont . . ... .. ... 4.,14,9 24
Massachusetts. . .. . ... 134416
Rhode Island . . . ... .. 31,533
Connecticut . . ... .... 19,174
New York .. ........ 27,199
New Jersey. . ... ... .. 1,118
Pennsylvania. . . ... ... 1,468
Totals for North At-
lantic Division . . 305 160
Delaware . . ... ...... 41
Maryland. . . . ... .. .. 87
District of Columbia . . . 97
Virginia. . . ......... 104
West Virginia . . ... ... 72
North Carolina . ... ... 36
Squth Carofina . .~ . . .. 31
~Georgian - . .o oo ... ..-80
Florida . ... ..... ... 88
Totals for South At- )
lantic Division . . . . 636
Ohio. . . . .o 2903
Indiana . . .......... 948
IMinois. . ... ........ 9,129
‘Michigan . .. ........ 32,483
Wisconsin. . . . ... .... 10,091
Minnesota . . ........ 12,063
Missouri. . . . ........ 1,059
Iowa.............. 1,519
North Dakota. ... . ... 3,162
South Dakota. . ... ... 1,138
Nebraska . . . ... .. ... 1,039
Kansas. - . . .o o v oo 1,485
Totals for North Cen-

_tral Division. . . . .. 77,019
Kentucky. .. ........ 136
Tennessee . . ........ 119
Alabama . . .. .. .. 89
Mississippi . . . ., . .. ;- 75
Texas .. ... ....... 400
Louisiana. . . ... ... .. 253~)
Indian Territory . .. ...
Oklahoma .. ........ 179
Arkansas . . . ... .. ... 161
- Totals Tor South Cen- -

tral Division. . . . . . 1,460
Montz\ma ........... 3516
Wyoming. .. ........ 150
Colorado .. ... .. ... 960
New Mexico. . ... .... 84
Arizona. . .......... 153
Utah. .. ........ ... 128
Nevada . . ..........- 222
Idaho ... .......... 395
Washington . . ....... 1,899
Oregon . . .. ........ 874
California. . .. ....... 2,410

Totals for Western
Division . ... .... 10,791

(]))f Foreign

arentage
57,682
73,359
40,097
244,586
55,771
36,867

. 69,236

2,140
3,603

'583 341

71
178
236
194
165

69

56
203

2007

1,378

7,034
3,242
24 477
75,584
27,981
32,406
3,536
5613
6,512
3,516
3,003
5,547

198,451

397
312
211
141
1,004
-159
173
702
411

4,110

5,725
385
2,300
- 270
264
505
486
846
3,862
2,169
5,392

22,204

$

under the United States Flag. But these
figures only represent the first and second
generations, i.e. original immigrants still
living, and their immediate descendants. In
this connexion the director of the census
says:

A small number of the personsTeported
as of foreign birth, are themselves of
native parentage, so that, to a very small
extent, the number of persons of for-
cign birth reported at each census is not
included in its entirety in the number of
persons reported as of foreign parentage.
The figures are sufficiently comparable,
however, to show the large body of
~ population which must be added to the

for¢ign born element itself in order to

ascertain, even approximately, the num-

ber of persons of foreign extraction at

an)f of the census periods considered.

Moreover, this is the best figure that can

be given as expressing the element of

our population which is of foreign ex-

traction, as the census inqiiry does not
. go beyond the immediate parents of
cach person enumerated, and it is im-
practicable, at least under present con-

s, to endeavor to determine the
rigih of the people beyond a single
generation. ~ '

It is obvious, that an inquiry which does
not go beyond the immediate ancestors of
each person enumerated cannot copvey an
exact idea of the real number of those who
may still be distinctly classified as Freich.
Americans, even though both of their par-
ents may have been born'in the United
States. And when it is remembered that the
French-Canadians were early Settlers in the
northern part of the State of New York, that
they .were, practically, the first settlers of
the State of Maine, and had found their way
into Vermont as early as 1830; that French-
Canadians were the pioneers of the Western
States, where they founded, or assisted in

| founding, great cities like Chicago, St. Louis,

39

St. Paul, Dubuque, Milwaukee, and Detroit,
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it is not difficult to understand that in cer-
tain parts of the country at least three gener-
ations of French Americans have been re-
corded by the census of 1900 as native
whites of native parents. How far short of
the actual number of French Americans are
the figures of the National Census, may be
estimated by considering the local enumera-
tions taken in the New England States since
1900, with the following results:

Maine . . ............. . 91,567 .

New Hampshire. .. ... .. .. 84,011 ¥
Vermont . .. .. ... .. .... 58,217
Massachusetts. .. .. ... .... 366,879
Rhode Island . .. ... ... ... 76,775
Connecticut .. . ,.. .. .. ... .46,083 .
Total . .« .. .. S 723,532

These figures, eompared with the total
(508,362) of those given in the Census of
1900 for the same six States, show an excess
of the local over the national enumeration of
215,170 persons, or more than 42.3 per cent,
for New England alone. This excess, ex-
plamed in part by the fact that the census
inquiry of 1900 was limited to only two gen-
erations, is also attributable to the contin-
uous flow of immigration and in greater
measure to the large birth-rate which is still
maintained among’the French Americans, it

having been scientifically established that

the French-Canadians—at least in Canada—
double their numbers by natural increase
every twenty-six years. Taking into consider-
ation the increase (42.3 per cent) shown by
the enumerations in New England over the
figurey given by the National Census, and
also bearing in mind the fact that the figures
quoted above do not include the French
from F rance (reported as being 265,441 by
the census, of 1900) and the French-speaking
Belgians, scattered throughout other States

than those of New England, we may con-
clude that the French Americans. in the

United States today number more than
1,500,000, of whom nearly 1,200,000 can

[
-

| w40

27

be classified as of F rench-Canadian extrac-
tion. As this immigration of French-Cana-
dians was almost exclusively an immigration
of Catholics, we are led to inquire what pro-
visions were made for them in the different
dioceses.

The French-Canadians had left behind
them in Canada a perfect Catholic organiza-
tion, with parishes flourishing in all parts of
the province, with episcopal sees in Quebec,
Ontario, and the West—an organization com-
prising today many ecclesiastical proyinces
with archbishops, bishops, a numerous
clergy, both secular and regular, as well as

educational and chzmtable institutions of the
highest order. It was not to be expected that

ule. immigrants should fmd in their new
country the religious organization they had
possessed in Canada. Nevertheless, they had

to be provnaed for, and it became a serious
problem for the hierarchy, of ‘New England

especially, to determine how(" these new-
comers should be ocared for spinitually. The

@ question of language stood in the way from

the very beginning. The French-Canadians,
though willing to betome staunch Americans,

. did not know-the English language, and even

when they had learned it, they still preserved
a strong attachment for their mother tongue.
That this problem puzzled the bishops of
New England, is shown by the time taken
for its solution, and by the fact that in some
instances they were reluctant, or often un-
able, to deal with the situation in the gnly
proper way, which was, to give to these
people pnests of their own tongue and na-
tionality. Even today this problem is not
adequately solved. It was feared at the begin-
ning, as it is feared now in some quarters,
that to grant to the French-Canadian immi-
grants priests of their own tongue and na-
tionality would encourage them to form a
sort of state \iihin the state, thereby caus-

ing great ham\ to the nation as a whole.

Time has shown the fallacy of that argument.’

The -~ patriotism of the French American

-
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-/ many are

\ safegquard of their faith.
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element is undisputed. They possess the ster-
ling civic qualities desirable and necessary to
promote the best interests of the republic.
As a matter of fact, the French-Canadian im-
migration has created no new state in the
state;
lingly. Jearned the English language while re-
mainipg as closely attached as ever to their
motlfer tongue, in which they see the best

The progress accomplished for God and

| country through the orgahization_of French

American parishes all over New England is

Lthe conclusive proof of their excellency

from every standpoint. It proves, at the same
time, that further progress, religious and pa-

triotic, can be accomplished by pursuing the -

same policy. At first, it was necessary to call
priests from the Province of Quebec. That
policy, inaugurated - in the Diocese of Bur-
lington in 1850, by the lamented Bishop de
Goesbriand, has proved to be a blessing
wherever it has been carried gat. These early
French-Canadian mission , of whom
still living, knew their people,
understood threir charz‘!%ter and customs, had
the same mentality as their flock, and easily
succeeded in organizing flourishing parishes
entirely devoted to the Church.,As early ‘as_
1890 Father Hamon notes that these new-
comers already pbssessed 120 churches and
chapels, ministered to by Canadign Priests,
and 50 large schools, affordmgt({lcatl 1 to
more than 30,000 children. Let us récall 4
few dates which mark the beginning ‘of this *
new impulse given Yo the Cathohc Church in
the United States. -

. The first French Americanparish in the
United States, after the foundation of De--
troit, Michigan, was that of St. Joseph, at
Burlington,” Vermont, founded 28 April;
1850, with the Rév. Joseph Quévillon as first

- pastor. In the same state, the parish of the
Nativité de la Sainte-Vierge, at Swanton, was -
- .organized in 1856, and that of St-Frangois:.

4

d the French Americans have wil-

@

Xavier at Winooski, ifv lS6;.LH\ the Diocese

of Springfiell, Massachusetts, the parighaof -

Notre-Dame du Bon Conseil, at Pittsfield,

"was organized in 1867. In all, 22 parishes

were organized by French Americans from
that date to 1890, besides 15 parishes of

population, wherein the French-Cath-
olics were associated with their English-
speaking brethren. In the Diocese: of Provi-
dence, R.1., the parish of St-Jacques, at
Manvnlluvwmzed in 1872, that of the
Précieux Sang, at Woonsocket, in 1873, and
that of St-Charles, at Providence, in 1878. In
the Diocese of Hartford, Conn., the parish of
St-Laurent, at Meriden, was organized in
1880, and five other parishes between 1880
and 1889. In the Diocese of Boston, the par-
ish of St-Joseph, at Lowell, was organized in
1869, and that of Ste-Anne at Lawrence, in

_ 1873. In the Diocese of Portland, Maine, the
parlsh of St-Frangois-de Sales %t\ Waterville,

was organized in 1869, that of St-Pierre, at
Lewiston, in 1871, that of St-Joseph, at Qld-
“deford4in 1872, and that of St-Augustin, at

Augusta, in 1888. In the cese-of Man-
chester, New Hampshire; the parishe’g of St-
Augustin,<a ster, and St-Louis, at

Y Nashua, were organized in 1872. Similar re-

sults werenaccomphshed in the Dioceses of

--Ogdensburg, Albany, and Syracuse and in -

the Western States. The accompanying table’
shows the actual religious organization of
the French-American Catholics in New Eng-
land—their clergy, parlshes etc.

Religious Organization in New Eng.land

Diocese  Parishes Missions Secular Regular

% g Priests Priests
Boston...... 20 2 33 31
Hartford . .. 13 7° 14 « 16
Springfield . . 38 5 59 14
Burlington.. 39 31 48 11
Portland ... 30 40 40° 16
Manchester. . 25 15 38 17

Providence. . 21 - 42 8
Fall River. .. 16 1 28 . 17
& Totals ... 202~ 1@ 302 130



*To complete these figures for the United
States would necessitate a study ofjall the
dioceses, as there are French AmefMans in
every state and territory of the Union; a few
statistics, however, of the priests of French
extraction in the principal dioceses will help
to give a more definite idea of the organiza-
tion as a whole: Baltimore has 21; Chicago,
62; Albany, 19; St. Paul, 14; San Francisco,
3; New York, 25; Oregon, S; Philadelphia, 3;
Pubuque, 7; Milwaukee, 9; New Orleans, 96;
Syracuse, 5; and Ogdensburg, 63.

Of the distinguished clergymen whose .
. names are associated with the work already

described, the following have already been
called to theli reward: Norbert Blanchette,
first Bishop and first Archbishop of Oregon

. City; Y. B. Lamy, Archbishop of Santa Fé,

New Mexico; Monsignor Magloire Blanchette,

Prothon\?tary Aposto‘éic, of Walla Walla,

Washingion; the Rev. P.M. Mignault, of

Chambly, Quebec, who in the fifties was

vicar-ge ral of the Diocese of Boston, With

the specidl mission of caring for the spiritual
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_the Rev. )

needs of his compatriots in the United States;

" the Rev. Joseph Quévillon, of Burlington,

Vermont; Monsignor Brochu, of Southbridge,
. Primeau, of Worcester, the
Rev. L.G. Gagnier, of Springfield, and the
Revy'.l B. Bédard, of Fall Rjver, "Massachu-
Rtts; the Rev. J. Roch Magnan, of Muskegon

. Michigan. Merion should also be made of ‘

the Right Rev. Bishop Michaud, Iately de-
ceased, whose father was a French Acadian,
and who-had been for many years at the
‘head of the Diocese of Burlington, proving
himself a_worthy successor to Bishop de
.Goesbriand. Among the living there are
scores of ons who have been true pio-
neers of the FHlth, and to whom is due great

wredlt for having so well orgamzed a'new and

loyal membership of the Church in the
United States. Recently one of their number
has been elevated to the See of Manchester,
New Hampshire, in the person of the Right
Rev.

!

George\AIbert Guertin, consecrated -

19 March, 1907.

The religious orders of men and women
have been worthy co-labourers with ' the
priests in the building-up of parishes. To
them have been entrusted the education of
children and the care of the sick and orphans.
This mission has been especially well fulfilled

.in the French American parishes, where the

convent of the sisters and the scheol of the
brothers are the necessary complements of
the church itself. One/ daes not gp without

. tbe other, and as a rule the school is built be-

Kl

fore the d\u@ and is used for a church also.
The nunil&er of members in the differem\re-
ligious communities of woien is given in the

accompanying table’ ~
> A
R Female Religious in New England .
Total in‘ AllY In Fre“
TUiU\bese Communities Communities
Bosto# %7 .. 1567 200
Burlington'. ; 268 . 1154
# Fall River. . . [ 322, 254 N\
arfford . ~. . .. 1S e 219
Mawchester. . . . . N 435 300
Portland , . ... 482 35
Providegce . . \/ 551 . 227
Springfield . . . .. 792 - 320
Totals .. .. .. 5532 _/1985

hese 1985 \y';omen} are distributed 'in-30 dif-
rent orders, bearing the following names:
Congrégatlon de Notre-Dame de Montréal,

~ Filles de Marie (Fr, )nce) Soeurs de Ste-Croix

de Montréhl ‘Soeurs de la vidence de
- Montréal, Soeurs de-la Préserftation de Marie

de .St- Hyacmthe, Soeurs d¢ Ste-Anne de La-

chine, Soeurs Grisey de Montréal, Soeurs de

la Merci, Soeurs Grises d’Ottawa, Soeurs de
I’Assomption, Soeurs du Bon Pasteur de

Québec, Soeurs Dominicaines, Soeurs Fran-

ciscaines Missionaires de Marie, Soeurs Grises
t-Hyacinthe, Soeurs de Jésus-Marie de
Sllle y, Ursulines des Trois Rivieres, Congré-

gation Notre-Dame (Villa Maria), Soeurs de

‘ y '
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Catholic Parochial Schools in New England ~ ~
- A Pu ‘iis in
) . Total French Total P
Diocese Schools  Schools  Pupils French
) . Schools
Boston . ........ - 76 15 8,192 7,263
Burlington . ». . .. 21 17 951 4,009 )
Fall River. .. 7 % . 2] 14' 9300 6,17
Hartford .. ... ... 69 10 30,275 3,508
s . Manchester. . . . . .. 36 19 12,800 8,833 )
Portland ........ 23 13 9,138 6,073 .
Providenoe. . . . . .. 26 14 16,000 7414
Springfield. .. .. 55T 31 22,780 11,712 .
. & Totals . ... .... 327 ® 133 154436 54,983 '

" la Sainte Union des Sacrés-Coeurs, Soeurs du
Saint-Esprit, Soeurs du Saint-Rosaire, Eilles
de la Sagesse, Petites Soeurs des Pauvres,
Soeurs de St-Joseph (Le Puy), Soeurs du
Sacré-Coeu r, Soeurs de St-Joseph (Chambéry),
Soeurs” Servantes du Coeur Immaculé de
Marie, les Fidéles Compagnes de Jésus,

» Soeurs du Bon .Pasteur (Angers), Petites

Soeurs Franciscaines de Marie (Malbaie),
Dames de Sion. Thegnost important of these
are: the Soeurs de Ste-Croix, with 18 con-
vents and 149 members; Séeurs Grises, with
17 contents and 268 members; Soeurs de la
Présentation de Marie, with 16 convents and
193 members; Soeurs de Jésus-Marie, wnth
19 convents and 17l members
There are a fey communities of brothers:
s Fréres de la Charité de St-Vincent de Paul,
27 members; Fréres Maristes d’lbervilla, 47;
Fréres de St-Gabriel, 7; Fréres des Ecoles
Chrétiennes, 7; Fréres du Sacré-Coeur, 31—
making a total of 119 members. Besides
these orders entirely devoted to education,
the regular clergy has been given charge of a
number of parishes which stand today gmong
the most- numerous and flourishing. For in-
stance, the Dominican Order has two par-
ishes, Ste-Anne, at Fall River, Massachusetts,
and St-Pierre, at Lewiston, Maine. The
Oblates are established at Lowell, Mass., and
Plattsburg, N. Y.; the Péres de la Salette, in

Connecticut and Massachusetts; the Péres du
Sacré-Coeur, in Rhode l,sland and Massachu-
setts; the Péres Maristes in Massachusetts

The French Americans have 133 paro-

~chial schools, in which 54,983 children re-

ceive Christian education. To these must be
added the secondary (high school and uni-
versity academic courses) college established
by the Péres de I'Assomption from France,

at Worcester, Massachusetts, in 1904, and 14 «

small academies, commercial colleges, and
boarding schools in which there are about
1000 pupils of both sexes. In gonnexion
with the subject of higher education, it may
be well to remark that about -3500 French
Américan children attend annually the com-
mercial and secondary colleges in different
cjties of Canada. French religious orders;
both of women and men, also have charge of
2618 orphans in New England. ‘irench nuns

" have charge of 1865 sick and aged adults,

wayward women, and working girls.

Besidqu? their religious woftk, vast and
praiseworthy as it is, the French«anddian
immigrants have also displayed industry and
activity in other walks of life, and in their
_closer relations with their fellow-citizens
they have shown qualities and traits found
only in the best of citizens. In other words
they have stood well up to the standard in
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the body politic and in many ways have
exercised over their surroundings an influ-

ence for the general good of the community

such as to fully justify, at least so far as it re-
fers to them, the statement made by Vice-
President Fairbanks, that in the American
Nation «flows the richest blood that courses
in the veins of all the peoples in all quarters
of the globe.» In fifty years, they have built
up a press that is not surpassed, from the
Catholic point of view, by that of any otlpef
group of immigrants in the United States.
That press is composed today of seven
dailies—«L'Indépendang», of Fall River,
Mass.; «L'Opinion Publigue», of Worcester,
Mass.. «L’Eroile», of Lowell, Mass.; «La

‘Tribune», of Woonsocket, R. 1.; «L’Avenir

National» and «Le Reveil», of Manchester,
N. H.; «L’Echo de la Presse», of New Bed-
ford, Mass.; two papers issued every other
day-—«Le Messager», .of Lewiston, Maine;

«L’Impartial». of Nashua, N. H.; one semi-

weekly «Le Jean-Baptiste», of Pawtucket,
R.1.; and the fifteen weeklies—«L 'Uniony,
of Woonsocket, R. 1., official organ of
L'Union St-Jean-Baptiste d’Amérique; «Le
Canado-Américain», of Manchester, N. H.,
official
Américaine; «La Justicey, of Biddeford,
Maine; « La Justice», of Central Falls, R. 1.;
«La Justice», of Holyoke, Mass.; «L Esta-
fette», of Marlboro, Mass.; «Le Progrés», of
Lawrence, Mass.; «Le Courrier», of Law-
rence, Mass.; «Le Courrier de Salem», of
Salem, Mass.; «L'Echo de I'Ouest», of Min-
neaPolis, Minn.; «Le Courrier Franco-Améri-
cainy, of Chicago, II.; «L'Indépendant»
(weekly edition), of Fall River, Mass.;
«L’Indépendant», of Fitchburg, Mass.; «Le
Progrés», of, Woonsocket, R.Li and «Le
Citoyen», of Haverhill, Mass. These news-
papers are thoroughly. Catholic jn spirit, as
well as sincerely American. Their editors and
publishers met in convention, at Woonsocket,
R. 1., on 25 September, 1906, and organized
the Association des Journalistes Franco-
Américains de la Nouvelle Angleterre. At
&

-

s

organ of L’Assocjation Canado- -
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that meeting they adopted resolutions assert-
ing their loyalty to the republic, and advising
the French Americans to show themselves
true almcere American citizens, to pro-
mote nattifalization, to preserve their mother
tongue, to learn the English- language, to
maintain parochial schools, wherein both
languages should be taught on an equal foot-
ing, and to ask for priests of their own na-
tionality to be their pastors. The resolutions
also requested the Holy.See to appoint,
when feasible and proper, bishops of their
nationality, familiar with both the English
and French languages, in all dioceses in
which the French Americans constitute the
majority of the Catholic population. The
first French newspaper to appear in the
United States was «Le Courier de Boston»,
which was published weekly during a period
of six months in 1789, the first number ap-
pearing on 23 April, and the last on 15 Octo-
ber. The editor and publisher was Paul Joseph
Guérard de Nancréde, later a bookseller and
stationer at Boston, and instructor in French
at Harvard University from 1787 to 1800.

The next French American newspaper was +

published im 1825, at Detroit, under the title
of «La Gazette Frangaise», which issued
only four numbers. In 1817, the Detroit

. Gazette published a French column during

four months and then abandoned the ven-
ture. The second French American news-

paper in New England was «Le Patriotep,
published at §t. Albans, Vermont, i 39.
Since that time near ers pub-

lished in the French language have appeared
and disappeared, leaving only those men-
tioned above. :

French American  activity, whil\é effec-
tively applied to the enterprises of religion,
education, and the press, has not neglected
provident organizations. The first French
institution of this kind was the Sociéfé de
Jacques Cartier, founded in St. Albans, Ver-
mont, in 18484 while the Société¢ St-Jean-

Baptiste of F;ew ork, organized in 1850, is

14
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Membership of National Societies ' ©
Cquncils

v o or Courts ‘Mcmber S
L’Union St-Jean-Baptiste d’Amérique . .. .. 255 19,576
¥ Association Canado-Américaine . . . .. .. .. 159 11,158
~ Ordre des Chevaliers de Jacques Cartier . . .. - 4 897
Ordre des-Eorestiers Franco-Américgins. . . . 40 8,500
-Frangais. . . . 7T ... 100 15,000
L’Assomption. /. . . .. e e 17 1,500

still in existence. In 1868 they had 17 benev-
olent societies, and since then they have or-
ganized more than 400 others, of which
Moyt 142 are still in existence. Moreover\
they have established fedgrat®¥ns, which
hgve fnore than four hundred and fifty coun-
cils or branches, with thousands of members.
To these organizations age due, in a great
measure, the existence and prosperity of the
most of the panshes Many of them have in-
serted in their by-laws articles recommend-
ing naturalization. To obtain membership in
any one of them the applicant must, in all
cases, be of French origin and a practising
Catholic. The local societies which still sur-
vive are distributed among the different
states as follows: Massachusetts, 62; Ver-
mont, 18; New Hampshire, 25; Maine, 12;
Rhode Island, 11; Connecticut, 14—making
a total of 142. It was in 1900 that, in re-
sponse to the acknowledged need of a cen-
tral organization embracing all the groups of
the French race in the United States, the
Union St-Jean-Baptiste d’Amérique was or-
ganized, with headquarters in Woonsocket,
R. 1., through the federation of a consider-
able number of the local societies. The move
has prove&' to be a very wise one, as is shown
by the rapid growth “of the new society,
which has enrolled over 19,500 members in
eight years. The Association Canade-Améri-
caine of Manchester, New Hampshlre estab-

lished in 1896, has a membership of over
~ 11,000 and‘is working along the same relig-

ious ahd patriotic lines: In 1906, a new so-
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ciety, the Ordre des Forestiers Franco-Amér-
icains, was formed by the secession of a few
thousand members from the Foresters of
America, and it now comprises 40 courts.
All the French American societies, with the
exception of the Forestiers, give life insur-

r sick benefits. Millions of dollars have
n distributed by them to the widows and
orphans of their members and to their sick
fellow-members. The Société des Artisans
Canadiens-Frangais, though a Canadian Soci-
ety, and the Société L’Assomption, a society
of French Acadians drawing the greater part
of its membership from the maritinie pro-

_ge, and without exception, they provide

svinces, also have members in the United

States and are therefore included in the

above table, which shows the number of

councils or courts and the membership of
the four national societies in New England.

These societies are all Catholic, and in
1905 the Union St-Jean-Baptiste d’Amérique
and L’Association Canado-Américaine were
instrumental .in organizing the Société His-
lt’grique Franco-Américaine du Denier de St-

ierre, whose sole object is to collect funds
for the Holy See. The Soci¢té Historique
Franco-Américaine, incorporated under the
laws of the State of Massachusetts, was or-

‘ganized in Boston in 1899, «for the purpose

of encouraging the careful and systematical
study of the history of the United States,
and especially to bring forth in its true light
the exact part taken by the French race in

o
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the evolution and formation of the Ameri- of French America‘ns‘, to which all the
can people.» With this end in view this soci- groups of this element, as well as all their
ety has met regularly twice a year since its societies, were invited - to send delegntes
) organization. Noted Anterican historians and These national gatherings took place as fol-
: writers, as well avseveral from-France and lows: 1880, Spnngfleldﬁl ; 1882, Cohoes,
v Canada, have delivergd before it addresses N.Y.; 1884, Troy; 1886, letland Vermont;
which have contributed in no slight measure » 1888, Nashua, N. H,; 1893, Chicago, Il In
to enrich the'store of French American his- Ogtober, 1901, delegates (to the number of
torical literature. Anothg\(orgamzation which 742 of the various groups ard societies of
seems destined to play an important réle, at " French Americans in New England and the
least among the French Americans of tomor- State of New York met in a «Congress» at
row, is the. Association Catholique de la Springfield, Mass. TheYour great subjects of
Jeunesse Franco-Américaine, which was deliberation were natygalization, benevolent
formed at Baltimore, Maryland, 4 January, societies, education, dand the religious situa-
1908, by twenty-two young French Ameri- tion, and the spirit of the numerous and for-
cans who were students in various universi- . cible addresses made on these heads is fit-
ties of that city. This organization aims first , tingly and admirably reflected in the resolu-
of all to form true sons of the Catholic tions? This congress, undoubtedly .the most
Church and useful citizens of the American successful gathering of French Americans
Republic. Piety, study, and action constitute held up to that time, appointed a permanent
its threefold motto. Its first congress, held at commission consisting of the president of
Wotcester, Massachusetts, 23 and 24 August, the congress and two delegates. from each
1908, was attended by delegates from cir- state represented, authorizing it to take all
cles formed in different New England local- - ‘hecessary measures for putting the resolu-
ities. tions of the congress into effect, and giving
_it the power to call another congress, local
Besides the admirable work they have ac- or general, according to its discretion.
complished by means of their parishes, press, _ -
and in order to render their efforts more ef- Besides these general conventions, others
fective, the French Americans have held at have been held at different times and places
different times conventions called for vari- for the purpose of. nsidering a particular
ous purposes. The first of these gatherings, question™or the |nterests of the French
destined to promote the interests of the mu- Americans of a particular state or diocese.
tual benefit societies then existing, and held For ingtance, the French Americans of
under their auspices, took place at New Connecticut have held eighteerf conventions
York City, in 1865. Thereafter similar con- - in the last twenty-three years. Political
ventions were held annually, the year 1877 organizdtions have also flourished among
excepted, until 1881, as follows: 1865, New citizens of 'French-Canadian origin, and
York; 1869, Detroit; 1873, Biddeford, naturalization clubs can be found in every
Maine; 1866, New York: 1870, St. Albahs, city, town, or village where they are suf-
Vermont; 1874, New York; 1867y Troy; ficient in number to maintain_ such institu-
1871, Worcester, Mass.; 1875, Glens Falls, tions. In June, 1906, there was organized
N.Y.; 1868, Springfield, Mass.; 1872, Chi-  y in fhe State of Maséhchusetts the-Club Ré-
cago, Ill.; 1876, Holyoke, Mass.; 1878, Troy, .ppblicain Franco-Américain, with headquar-
N.Y.; 1879, Boston, Mass.; 1880 Northamp- ers at Boston, at the first banquet of which,
ton, Mass 1881, Lawrence Mass. Smde in April, 1907, Hon. Charles J. Bonaparte,
I‘88O there have been six gewerad conventions a member of the Roosevelt Cabinet, was the
o/
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guest of honour. The French- Americans, in
1890, had 13 representatives in the Legisla--
tures of Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, and New Hampshire,
besides numerous public servants in the city
councils and the municipal administrations;

"ih 1907, they elected senators in Maine, Mas-
sachusetts, and Rhode Island; their represen-

tatives in New England numbered, in 1907,

“as-follows:—

Representatives Senators

Maine . . . . ... .. . S / 2
Massachusetts. . . . 6 b
New Hampshire. . . 18 -
Connecticut . . . . . 2 -
Rhode Island . . . . 4 2

—a total of 5 Senators and 35 Representa-
tives. In many instances their candidates for
high political liouours have been successful
at the polls. Such has been the case with the
Hon. Pierre Broussard, Congressman from
Louwdsiana; the Hon. Aram J. Pothier, of
Woonsocket, R. 1.,
state in November, 1908, after having been

ity heutenant-governor and mayor of his city;

the Hon. ‘Adélard Archambault, also .of
Woonsocket, and who has likewise filled the
offices of lieutenant-governor and mayor;
Judge Joseph A. Breaux, of Louisiana; Pierre
Bonvouloir, of Holyoke, Mass., whose ser-
vice as city treasurer covers a period of fif-
teen consecutive years; Hugo A. Dubuque,
of Fall R!ver Mass., ex-member of the Mas-
sachusetts Legislature, and city solicitor;
Alex. L. Granger, of Kankakee, Ill., district
attorney; Aimé E. Boisvert, of Manchester,
N. H., district attorney; and Arthur S. Hggue,
also district attorney.
Studying an earlier period, we find the
nanies of Pierre Ménard, first Lieutenant-
Governor of Illinois; the Rev. Gabriel Ri-
chard, second Congressman from Michigan
(the only Catholic priest who ever sat in
Congress), and Louis Vital Bougy, United
States Senator from Wisconsin. At the pres-

elected governor of his

ent time, prominent among those who serve
the country abroad are the following French
Americans: Arthur M. Beaupré (IHinois),
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo-
tentiary to the Netherlands; Alphonse Gau-
lin (Rhode Island), Consul-General at Mar-
seilles, France; Eugéne L. Belisle ( Massachu-
setts), Consyl ate Limeges, France; Pierre P.

Demers (Néw Hampshire), Consul at Bahia,
Brazil: Jéseph M. Authier (Rhode Island),
Congsul at Guadeloupe, West Indies.

In civil life, belonging to the generation

departed for a better world, though their

names are still presen& to the memory of

_ their fellow-citizens and compatriots, were

*Ferdinand Gagnon, of Worcester, Mass., the
father ‘of French American journalism; Dr.
L. J. Martel: of Lewiston, Maine, his worthy

associate in the advancement of the French -

American element in the New England
States; Major Edmond Mallet, of Washington,
D. C., recognized as an authority upon the
history of the North-West, and whose library
(preserved intact by L’Union St- Jean-Baptiste

d’Amérique) is the largest and most com- .

plete collection of documents relating to the
French Americans ever gathered; Frédéric
Houde and Antoine Mousette, pioneer jour-
nalists; Judge Joseph LeBoeuf, of Cohoes,

. N.Y.: Pierre F. Peloquin, of Fall River,

Mass., and a score of others who for years
had been foremost among their compatriots
as champions of the|r rights, both civil and
religious.

To sum up, the record of the French
Americans in their new country has been
such: that .prominent men of native origin,

writers and politicians - of note, have sung .

their praise on more than one occasion. In
thls respect, one will readily remember the

o homage paid them upon different occasions

by the late Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts,

as well as the marks of high esteem shown
" them by governors and members of Congress.

1908, Senator

[ ]

As recently as 20 March,
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Henr;‘(-‘f}m\oqge‘ of Massachusetts.spczlk- broad sense, Americans for generations,
ing «Immigration» before the Boston and_ their com"i?g to the United States,
City Club, made the following statement : s merely a movement of Americans
: . : across an imaginary line, from one part
Later than any of these (movements of . of America to another. ' :
, immigration) was the immigration of
French Canadians, but which has as- In truth, the sentiment of hostility and sus-
- sumed farge proportions, and has be- .« bicion, which rebuked the French Americans
come a fs"o"g and most valuable cle- - at their arrival in the republic, has subsided
:‘:"}t ) 00 ( 8“; dp Op:lmc'?"'- Bulmtl'nc before their splendid conduct and magnifi-
ench anada scarcely come within , . . .
. - nt spirit, and is replace day by that
the subject we are considering, because . Ce.b Py i.t’ ¢ rh!) lac d tl(:. dy ya I
they are hardly to be classed as immi- tribute 0_ fespect which ma.n "3 acknowl- 2
, . grants in the acceptedfS&ise. They repre- edges as due, and never fails to grant, to
sent one of the olglest settlements on men of talent, industry, genegosity, and
~ this continent. Th y have been, in the pﬂtrlotlsglf. -
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The New Catholic Encyclopedia of 1967 carried an article by Maso ade based on g
an entire lifetime of academic interest in the Franco-Americans: ‘s article is not
only brimming over with information, but the facts are laced together with the sure
hand of a scholar of North American history~and highlighted by the experience and in- v
/ sight of his French-Canadian studies. It is to be noted that in this edition of the Catholic ’

Encyclopedia the section on the religious life of the Franco-Americans treats forthright-
ly, if not in depth, the controversies with the Irish-Americans, with Protestant proselyt-
ism and with the authorities in the Catholic Church.
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FRENCH AND FRENCH CANADIANS IN THE U.S.

- Mason Wade

\The several million Americans of French
or French- -Canadian origin, who are among
the oldest Americans of European stock, are
for the most part human vestiges of the vast
continental French empire in North America.
The Catholic tradition of this extensive region
goes back to tire days of the French regime,
for missionaries always accompanied the
French explorers and sometimes preceded
them, and the French outposts were mission
centers as well as trading and militaty posts.
At the time of the French cession of Canada
in 1763 some 80,000 French were to be
found in the French possessions: 60,000 in
New France,
some 7,000 had been dispersed among the
English colonies in 1755), and 10,000 in
Louisiana, in addition to about 50,000
Huguenots who had found homes in the
English colonies. !

Most Franco-Americans, as they generally

10,000 Acadians (of whom

in turn despaired of enumerating the scat-
tered, shifting population of the hinterlands
of New France, Acadia, and Louisiana: the
U.S. census did not make any distinction be-
tween English and French-Canadians until
1890; and the Canadian emigration records
similarly make’ no, djstinction. Thousands of
individuals have - pl fely _disregarded border
formalities, r?n/rdmg all of North America
as their own domain; while unilingualism on
one side and bilingualism on the other have
confused the issue. The number. of Franco-
Americans of Canadian stock is profably

four or five times the figure of 1,106,159

reported in the U.S. Census of 1930.

Acadians and Orher Early Settlers. The

. mingling of the French-Canadian and U.S.

call therhselves,are of French-Canadian origin, .

for there were only 633,807 immigrants to
the U.S. from France between 1820 and 1950,
while French-Canadians probably made up
more than one third of the total 013,177,446
immigrants from Canada during "the same
period, and more than one half of the 90,367
of French stock reported in the U.S. Céinsus
of 1790. The statistical problem remains un-

solvable, for while the censuses of the 18th”

century may be assumed to be fairly accurate
for the St. Lawrence Valley and the New

populations began with the expulsion (1755)
of 6,000 or 7,000 Acadians from their homes
on the Bay of Fundy, which had come under
British rule by the Treaty of Utrecht (1713).
These Acadians were deported to the English
colonies from Massachusetts to Georgia,
while. another 3,000 or 4,000 took refuge
from the continuing English manhunt in the
waods of Nova Scotia and surrounding areas.
Some of the deportees eventually made their
way over the Appalachians to the French
settlements<"of Louisiana and the Middle
West, while others drifted back home after
the peace treaty of 1763, many of them set-

itlmg in the St. John Valley of Mame and in

1“the E-h /

“New Brunswick. Some remained in

Orleans districts, French and British offi*cmls w lish colomes to swell the French populati
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whose nucleus was the Huguenot immigrants
who had been barred from New France since
1628. About 1,600 Acadians who went to
France under the terms of the Peace of 1763
were brought to Louisiana as settlers in 1785,
where they were reunited with 3,000 or 4,000
carlier Achdian refugees who had found their
way there' from the English colonies or the
Frenoh Antilles. These were the forebears of
the Cajuns, who are still predominant in the
bayou country.

The American Revolution brought hn-
other, though far smaller, migration from
Quebec, for some 150 French-Canadians,
largely from the Richelieu Yalley, who had
made common cause with invading Ameri-
can forces in 1775 and 1776, were forced to
flee after the collapse of the invasion. They
received land grants in northern New York
in the Refugee Tract and in the Western Re-
serve, thus founding Franco-American com-
munities whose numbers increased as casual
immigrants followed the Champlain-Riche-

lieu-St. Lawrence trade route. Crop failureié

overpopulation of the old seigniories alon}
the Richelieu and St. Lawrence, and popular
dissatisfaction’ with Governor Sir James

Craig’s anti-French «reign of terror» in Low-

er Canada (1807-11) produced 4 swelling
stream of southward mlgr'mon Three hun-

N\

Franco-American newspapers that have since
appeared and for the most part disappeared.
Continued agricultural depression and the
decline of the St. Lawrence timber trade
drove an mcre‘mng number of French-Cana-
dians to emlgmte during the 1840s and
1850s. !

Early Settlers of Louisiana and the West.
The history of the French populatlon of the
Great Lakes area and Mississippi Valley is less
clear and less well documented than that of
the main body of French-Canadians in the St.
Lawrence Valley. Under the Treaty of Paris
(1763), the middle of the Mississippi was es-
tablished as the new boundary between the
British colonies and Louisiana, which had not
been included in the cession of New France.
But France had already ceded Louisiana to
Spain under the secret Treaty of Fontain-
bleau (1762). Though the transfer of Louisi-
ana to Spain was kept secret until 1764,
orders were immediately sent from Paris to
the commanders of the posts east of the Mis-
sissippi to evacuate their garrisons as soon as

" the British arrived to take over. Many of the

French colonists of Kaskaskia, St. Philippe,
and Fort Chartres crossed tlie Mississippi to
St. Genevieve on the west bank, while those
at Cahokia moved across the river to Plerre
Lacléde’s new settlement of St. Louis at the

dred French-Canadian families crossed thet____ mouth of the Missouri. Under Spanish rule

border into Vermont in 1808; and the arrival
of immigrants from Quebec was reported at
Winooski, Vt., in 1814; at Woonsocket, R.l.,
in the same "ear, at Manchester, N.H,, i1

1830, at Lewiston, Maine, in 1831; and ‘lt
Southbridge, Mass.,in 1832. The rebellions of
1837 and 1838 in Lower Canada forced
others to seek political refuge in YVermont
and New York, with Swanton, St. Albans,
Burlington, and Saratoga serving as head-
quarters for the patriote fugitives. Ludger
Duvernay, the founder of the St. Jean Bap-
tiste Socrety of Montreal, began on Aug. 7,
1839, publication of Le Patriote Canadien at
Burlington, the first of more than 200

.St. Louis remained French in all respects ex-"

cept for the presence of afew Spanish offi-
cials and the partial use of Spanish in a few
official documents.

The French population of lowersLouisi- 7

.ana, for the most part drawn from France or
{he Antilles, was swollen by the arrival of fe-

fugee Acadians. The French in Louisiana
stubbornly resisted Spanisir rule from its in-
stitution in 1766; Louisiana remained a
French colony at heart, ghough it was under
Spanish rule for 34 years™n the secret Treaty
of San ldefonso (1800) Napoleon finally
persuaded Spain to retrocede Louisiana to
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France. Napoleon’s dream of a colonial em-
pire came to an end with the sale of the ter-
ritory to the U.S. in 1803. Svuthwestern
Louisiana remains more French than any
other part of the U. S., and the Vieux Carré
of New Orleans rivals Quebec City as a living

memorial of the French empire in North .

America. .

The chief trading posts on the Great
Lakes, Niagara, Detroit, and Mackinac, which

pbassed intg U.S. hands when the British final-

ly gave up the Western Posts in 1796, Jong pre-
served a French flavor. As lateas 1860 a tour-
ist found the French language dominant in
the Detroit marketplace and on both sides of
the St. Clair River. There were other French’
colonies at the lesser posts of Sault Sainte Ma-
rie, Green Bay, Fort St. Joseph (South Bend),
Fort Wayne, Utica, Peoria, and Starved Rock,
while along the Wisconsin and St. Croix Riv-
ers French groups were to be Tound at Fort
St. Croix, Fort Pepin, Fort Winnebago, Fort

.St. Nicholas, and Prairie du Chien.

The\. S. fur trade was manned princip-
ally by French-Canadians, although capital
and management were for the most part in
the hands of English-speaking settlers. French
names, often hopelessly corrupted as in the

case of the Picketwire (La Purgatoire) River

of southern Colorado, commemorate count-
less French mountain men who carried on
the fur trade on the plains and in the Rockies.
All who spoke French and. had French names”
were commonly called Canadians, though
some had come to the West via New Orleans
directly from France or the Antilles. The
slender numbersg’:)f the original French
traders .and’ settlers in the West were soon
swelled by Métis or halfbreeds, who were
particularly valuable tosthe fur trade because

of their Indian connections. The history of
‘the opening up of the American West is

oft¥n centered on the great names of Lewis
and Clark, Wilson Hunt, Robert Stuart, and
John C. Frémont, but an_examination of

n | , 39

these explorers’ records indicates how much
they were indebted to the French voyagenrs *
or mountain men who guided them over the

age-old Indian traqls v

Immigrants of the Later 19th Century.
A new wave of French immigration to the -
Middle West began in the 1840s, when the
lumber and copper booms in Michigan, Min-
nesota, and Wisconsin attracted Canadians
from the overcrowded St. Lawrence Valley.
By 1840, 1,000 French-Canadian familiese
had located in Kankakee County, 50 miles

" south of Chicago, Ill., and in the 1850s Rev.

Charles Chiniquy led many of his followérs
to Bourbonnais after he was disciplined by
Bp /Ignace Bourget. Many French-Canadians
settled also in the sawmill towns on the east
shore of Lake Michigan, and others found
gmployment in the copper mines along the
south shore of Lake Superior. The California
gold rush of 1849 attracted many French-
Canadians; the 1860 census indicated the
presence there of 5,000 Canadian-born.
Quebec records reveal how the gold fever
swept the depressed St. Lawrence towns,

threatening to depopulate Trois-Riviéres.

By far the largest influx of French-Cana-.

dians to the U.S. after 1850 was to New-

Enfglz’md, which by the end of the century
seemed to anxious Yankees in dangér of be-
coming at last part of New France, despite -
their ancestors’ victories over the French and’
Indians. About the middle of the century
the migration from Quebec, which at fifst

-had been seasonal, began to become perma-

nent and to increase as the newcomers found
steady work in the brickyards and -textile
factories of New England’s expanding indus-
trial economy. Between 1857 and 1863 the,
rhigration dropped, thanks to prospFntY Ain
Canada brought by the Reciprocity Treaty
of 1854, the construction of railroads, and

“the Crimean War. The Civil War also checked

thé flow, and from 1860 to. 1864 the total
number of Canadian immigrants dropped to
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10,958, the lowest figure since 1844.

But the Civil. War had contrasting effects
on what was now an established pattern of

.'migmtion. On the one hand, Britian’s neu-

trality and proclamation of fines or impris¢
onment for Canadians who violated the For-
eign Enlistment Act, backed by tlw—?uebec
bishops’ warnings against the religious dangers
of foreign military service and by. American
advice to remain at home until employment
opportunities improved in the New England
mill towns, induced many French-Canadians
to remain at home or to return there from
New England. tﬁ, the other hand, many
were attracted e liberal bounties offered
for enlistment after the first year of the war,
which by the end of the conflict totaled as
much as $1,000. «Crimpers» also were par-
ticularly active in Lower Canada (Quebec)
recruiting for the Union Army, using inoney,
drink, and other inducements. Estimates of
the number of French-Canadians who served
in the Union Army (few joined the Confed-

_erate forces) vary widely, with 20,000 prob-
ably nearer the truth than the traditional in-

flated estimates of 30,000 to 40,000. Small
as the wartime migration was, it paved the
way for the great exodus from Quebec that
developed in the postwar years and contin-

ued until the 1890s, when prosperit)j re-

turned to Canada.

INCREASE AFTER THE CIVIL WAR.The
total migration from Canada increased six-
fold to 101,020 from 1865 to 1869;doubled
again to 198,693 from 1870 to 1874;
slumped to 125,611 during the depression
years of 1875 to 1879; and reached a peak
of . 454,460 from 1880 to 1884, which was

not surpassed until 1920 to 1924 when -
526,853 Canadians sought refuge in the U.S.

from postwar depression in Canada. How
much of this total Canadian migration was
made up of French-Canadians cannot be de-
termined precisely, but there is abundant
evitlence that a very large part of it was

* i

drawn from Quebec. By June 1873 it was es-
timated that one-fourth and perhaps one-
third of Quebec's farmlands were unculti-
vated because of the desertion of farm fam-
ilies and the shortage of laborers.

Rev. P.E. Gendreau, appointed by the Ca-

" nadian government to investigate the'number

of Canadian-born residents of the U.S. and the
possibility of repatriating them, estimated in

1873 that approximately 400,000 French-Ca- -

nadians were living in the U.S.: 200,000 in
New England; '150,000 in the Midwest; and
50,000 «scattered.» Gustave-Lanctot estimat-
ed that 200,000 more crossed.the border be-
tween 1870 and 1890. It is probable that at

" least 500,000 French-Canadians migrated to

the U.S. between 1865 and 1890, and perhaps
half a million more between 1905 and 1929,

ol

a period when Canadian immigration again be-

came heavy. In 1940 the U.S. census reported

“the number of French-Canadians born in Ca-

nada or of Canadian-born or mixed parentage
as 908,000. This figure, of course, does not
take into account the descendants of earlier

. immigrants.

CAUSES. The causes of the great exodus
from Quebec in the latter part of the 19th cen-
tury were primarily economic, though politi-
cal and social factors may have had some in-
fluence. The Amefican abrogation of the Rec-
iprocity Treaty in 1866 deprived the Quebec
farmer, who was already beset by exhausted
soil and overdivided lands, of his natural mar-
ket and reduced him to a subsistence econo-
my that was not sufficient for larg:'{amilies.
The financial panic of 1873 heightened a de-
pression that prevailed in Canada until the

opening of the West in the 1890s. The decline -

-of the St. Lawrence timber trade and the slow.

development of industry, which provided on-
ly 200,000 jobs between 1839 and 1939,
forced the French-Canadian to emigrate «not
it quest of a higher standard of living but to
avoid a lower,» according to the seventh cen-
sus of Canada.
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A rapidly expanding las and the devel-
opment of a national market for New England .
industries- provided the employment oppor-
tunities that were lacking in Canada. This
was particularly true of the textile mills,
whose machinery ran night and day to meet
the demand ' for ¢ottons and woolens, and
whose managers welcomed the newcomers
who were willing to work from dawn to dusk
for lower wages than the Yankee farm girls
and Irish immigrants who in turn had pro-
vided the earlier labor force. The heavy
manpower losses of the Civil War and the
postwar westward movement began the de-
cline of the native New England stock, which
was increasingly replaced by immigrants. In
most of the New England mill towns «Little
Canadas» sgmng up, which soon came to
" provide a major- glement in the total popu-
lation. By 1900 French-Canadians made up
., 30 per cent of the Massachusetts textile
workers and more than 60 per‘cent of those
in Ne»@}lampshire and Maine.

French-Canadian Religious -and Social
Life. In the absence of appropriate census in-
formation, the founding of French parishes
provides the best index of French-Canadian
development, for from the first the parish
provided "the basic social unit for the immi-
grants. The first French parish in/New Eng-
. land, St. Joseph’s, was established at Burling-
ton, Vt., in 1850 as a result of the Canadians’
determination to have a church of their own.
The Quebec blshops had long turned a deaf
ear to reiterated appeals from the\lblshop of
Boston for Canadian priésts for Vermont
and Maine: In 1828 Bp. Benedict J. Fenwick -
was unable to obtain a single French-Canadian,
priest, and in response to his second appeal
in 1841 Bishop Bourget replied that he could

do no more than send a priest to northern‘
New England three or four times a year.,

When Bp. L. de Goesbriand, first bishop of
. Burlington, took charge of" his see in 1883,
he appealed vainly to Quebec for French-
speaking priests. The Quebec clergy had

41

opposed the migration to New England from
the start, favoring agricultursl pioneering in

Quebec or the U.S. Midwest instead, o?he .

grounds that>as day laborers in cities{and
factory towns, the emigrants lost everything

~ that Canadians held dearest: rellgmn lan-

guage, and nationality . -

Not until 1869 did the Quebec bishops
answer Bishop Goesbriand’s reiterated appeal
for priests. In that year eight French-Canadian
priests went ta New England to work among
the emigrants, and these pioneers were soon

- followed by other diocesan priests and mem-

bers of religious orders. The Oblates of Mary
Immaculate played a predominant role with
missionary centers in Kurlington and Lowell
(Mass.), as well as three parishes in northern
New York. The Dominicans established par-
|sllgs in Lewiston, Maine, and Fall -River,
Mass.; while the Marists took over St. Anne’s,
Lowell (1882); Notre-Dame-des-Victoires,
Boston, Mass. (1884), and St. Bruno’s, Van
Buren, Maine. Nuns and brothers of many or-
ders soon followed to staff the schools, hos-
pitals, and other institutions. Eventually clas-

sical colleges, such as Assumption in Worces- * -

ter, Mass., and Rivier in Hudson, N.H. were
founded. .

FRENCH-IRISH CONFLICTS. One great
stimulus to the foundation of French parishes
in New England was the friction between
French-Canadlan immigrants and their Irish
coreligio nista whnch was reported as early as
the middle bf ¢ the L9tir'century, and produced

some of the bltt%res't eplsodes in the Catholic.

annals of New England when the Irish hier-
archy opposed thé dqptinuatioh of national
parishes. Though Frertch and Irish shared the
same faith, their dlfferences of religious cus-
_toms, parochial hablts and temperament, as
“well as language, were so great that one
Franco- Amencan priest wondered whether
God was going'to separate them i in heaven.
-

Though the earlier lrish immigrant had

*
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-Nashua, Suncobk, Rochester, a
N.H.; Lowell, ~,,.mgwxen,ce, Lynn, Salenv, Fitch-:
Q\lrg, Gardiner, Spencer, Holyoke, North-ﬁ -
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" been looked.down upon by the Yankee as a

«foreigir papist,» he spoke the language of
the country and soon made himself - at

~ home. The {rish tended to look down in turn

upon the later French-Canadian immigrant
because he spoke another language, refused

‘to change his native ways, and was willing to

work harder and longer for lower wages. For
his part the French-Canadian immigrant, ac-
customed to a well-endowed, semi-established
Church in Quebec, found new economic bur-
dens in.practicing his religion in the U.S. His
reluctance to contribute from his hard-earned

\

wages, which sometimes amounted to only °

$4 a week for 6 days-of dawn to dusk labor,
coupled with the fact that he was crowding
the churches built at bitter cost by the earlier

. Irish, immigrants, made him unpopular with
Irish pastors, often insensitive to French sus-

ceptibilities. There was a temperamental in-
compatibility between French-Canadian and
Irishman, reinforced by each group’s chosen
people complex, strong group corisciousness,
and mutual aid tendencies, which led to the
demand for separate French parishes as sopn

.as the French-Canadians were numerous

enough to support them, | .

Worcesteg and Woonsacket were the 6nly
New England centers that had French colo-
nies nearly as old as Burlington’s, and French
parishes were established1in these cities in
1869 and 1873. But soomrWaterville, Lewis-
ton, and Biddefard, Maine; Manchester,
Berlin,

amptord, Adams, Pittsfield, Taunton, and
Fall River, Mass.; Providence, Center Falls,
and: Pawtucket, R.1.; and Putnam, Williman-

tic, Meriden, and Waterbury, Conn., had

«Little Canadas,» which established French

‘parishes. By 1891 there were 86 Franco-

American patishes, with 53 parochial schools
attended by 25,000 children. Such parishes
nuimnbered more than 100 by 1900, and 178

- by 1948, along with 197 *Sranco-American

-
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mixed parishes in which both French and
Engli§i1 were -used: The parish has remained
the bulwark of the Franco-American’s re-
markable gesistance to assimilation in the
general population, which surpasses that of
any ‘other American immigrant group. e

While New England and northern New
York were the chief destinations of ¢emigrants

from Quebec, there is evidence that consider- -
able numbers were still attracted to- the Mid- .
west, where Chicago, Detroit, Bay City, and.

Crookston became notable Franco-American
centers. Employers who had become familiar
with the good qualities of French-Canadian
workers actively recruited them. But the
most effective recruiting agent was the emi-
grant himself, by means of his letters home
and his occasional visits to his native village,
where, dressed in city clothes, he personified

- success igpthe U.S. His penchant for.making

invidious comparisons between his new way
of life and the old of® was still being satirized
in the 1940s in Quebec’s most popular soap
opéta, «Claude Grignon’s Un homme et son
péché. ’ :

NATIVIST CONFLICTS. The rapid
growth of the Franco-American group in
‘New England did not take place without
friction with the Yankee populace. The Cana-

“dian immigration first teok on notable pro-

portions at the time when aiti-Catholic feel-
ing exploded in the form of «Know-Nothing-
ism» (1854-56). The «Protestant Crusade»
of the 1850s was professedly sectarian, but
it _rested also upon the political basis of
changing institutions and upon the,economic
basis of the immigrant’s challenge to the in-
dividual Yankee's security. The troubles of
the French-Canadians were increased by th

- hostility -of Irish Catholics who were not eij-

thusiastic about the establishment of foreign-
language (national) parishes and schools. The
Irish believed the rapid Americanization of
foreign-born Catholics .would relieve ‘anti-
Cathoélic fe€ling. The rigid authoritarianism

-
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of some Irish prelates and pastors acting on
these princiles grated on the individualistic
Frenc¢h-Canadians, whose insistence on pre-
serving their language and customs, whose

cohesive tendencies, and whose love of the -

full measure of religious solemnity separated
them from those whom they came to call
‘the «Irish assimilators.»

\fRATliRNAL SOC‘lETlES. In addition
to establishing their own churches and
schools, the Franco-Americans early dis-
played a tendency to organize their own fra-
ternal and insurance societies, of which the
Société de Jacques Cartier.(}848) and the So-
ciété de St-Jean-Baptiste of New York (1850)
were the first. By 1869 there were 17 such be-
nevolent ctetles, in which membership was
restricted fo-French Cygholics. Subsequently
nfore than 400 were established. Many of
these socpnst:es became federated in organiza-
tions that held national conventions, to which
leading Quebec political and religious figures
came (’pspeak and to renew the participants’
ties with Quebec. Franco-American leaders
attended similar gatherings in Quebec. The

great Montreal St-Jean-Baptiste Day celebra- /

tion in 1874, attended by 10,000 Franc

Americans and the leaders of their national
societies, disturbed some Yankees by its re-
velation of the number of the- nmmgrants
and their divided loyalties, as did such slogans
"as the Franco-American journmalist Ferdinand

Gagnon’s  «Loyaux, oui, mais Francais "

toujours.» At first both the clergy and the
“tegders_of the national societies opposed
naturalEﬁﬂut the 17th national conven-
tion, held at Plattsburgh, N.Y., in 1886, re-
solved in favor of «naturalization without
assimilation.» Naturalization clubs were sub-
sequently formed in the Franco-Amerlcan
centers. - - - '
"PROTESTANT PROSFLYT!&M The re-
alization that New England was becommg in
good part French-Canadian™ roused a‘new
nativist reaction, in which French Protestant.

L
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missionaries played a part. The crusade was
stimulaged in part by the mﬂux of Scotch
Irish from Canada and Britian, whose clerical
leaders regarded the French Protestanfs as
useful allies, as they had b%win LCanada.

Rev. Calvin E. Amaron, son o iss Baptist
missionaries in Quabec, head of the French_

- Profestant Interpational College in Spring-

field, Mass., editor of Le Semeur Franco-

- Américan, and pastor of the French Protes-

tants of Lowell, was the foreigner’ who
sounded .the loudest nativist trumpet. His
bovks, The Evangelization of the French-
Canadians (1885) and Your Heritage:

New England Threatened "(1891), put iMo

print the dark fears that haunted Yankees.
Amaron_ outlined measures to keep New

‘England «Protestant and American,» includ-

ing the establishment of separiate French

Protestant churches to bring the Franco-.

Americans «into contact with Protestant in-

fluences, and this is all that is necessary to _
make of them true Christian citizens, loyal

to the Constitution of the natlon »

Fhis movement, at first mainly a Con-
gregationalist effort and then a Baptist one,
was notably unsuccessful, for religipn was
identified with ethnic status and grﬁilp loyal-
ty to an unusually great extent for the
Franco-American. Swurvivance— preservation
of religion, language, and customs-—had be;
‘come an obsession with the French-Cdnadmns
as a result of their struggle since 1760 to’
maintain their |dent|ty under British rufe.
The Protestant-missionary effort probably
did more to strengthen the cohesive tenden-
cies of the Frano-American, and to stlmula{e
nitivism and anti-Catholicism among the
Yankees, than to win converts.

- L]

NATIONALIST CONFLICTS RESOLVED.

.The troubles over national parishes at Fall

River (1884-86), at Danielson, Conn., (1894-
96), and at North Brookfield Mass., (1899),
were outbreaks of a conflict that was latent
almost everywhere in New England. All three

-
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incidelits reflected a hardening of the Franco-
American desire for priests of their own lan-
guage and ethnic origin. The American hier-
archy of the day was divided on the question
of territorial vs. national parishes. One group
sought to hasten the assimilation of Catholic
immigrants rai much as [‘ossible; the other

favored the ¢dnservation of the féreign heri- .

tage in natjonal parishes under priests of the
same stock, while encouraging the develop-
ment of patriotism to the adopted country.
Although the issue was settled by Rome in
favor of the assimilative party in 1896, there
have since been major difficulties involving

French parishes in Maine and Rhode Island, -

and the tendency ‘in New England to turn
national parishes into‘territorial ones contin-
ues to be fiercely resisted by the Franco-
American old guard, the so-called parriores.

-

-

The former drearh of some nitionalist
leaders who sought to create a New Quebec
in New England has been doomed, however,
by the attitude of Rome and of the American

hierarchy, by the end of massive immigration

from Quebec, and by the growing American-
ism of-the F ranco-Americans, who were not

content to be merely transplanted French-
Canadians and soon became integrated into
American life. Since 1900 the Franco-Ameri-
can record in industry, business, government,
and military® sérvice has completely refuted
the 19th-century, nativist’s dire forebodings.
Frictions continue in the ecclesiastical world,
but the Franco-American has become as typ-
ical in New England as ti vanishing Yankee
and the well-established Irishman. In other
parts of the U.S. the Franco-American often
goes unrecognized as such, for nowhere out-
side New England has survivance been sup-
ported by such an array of religious and
social institutions, often assisted from
Quebec. Recent efforts from’ Quelgc to re-
unite the Franco-Americans with the French-
Canadians by cultural ties have not found
much support even in New England. As early
as 1908 Sen. Henry Cabot Lodge declared
that the Franco-Americans wege hardly to be
classed as immigrants, because «they have
been, in the broad sense, Americans for gen-
erations, and their coming to the US. is
merely a movement of Americans across an
imaginary line, from one part of America to
another.» '
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. : The forced migration of the Acadians in the last half of the elghteenth century has :
o never been more clearly delineated than in the following selection by Robert LeBlanc, > ‘
' first published in the Dooambar, 1967 issue of Cahlers de Géographie de Québec. LeBlanc -
»> . provides a most useful gcogmphlcal perspective on the history of an lmportant wgment * :
< , of the Franco-American popc(atlon. .
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THE ACABIAN MIGRATIONS

- gRobert LeBlanc

INTRODUCTION

The cultural diversity of people and
shifting national boundaries have often led
to political instability by the creation of en-

claves and exclaves of minority groups. One

measure by which such problems may be re-
solved is the forced migrations of peoples
across international boundaries. Perhaps the
most recent and well-known example of this-
were the measures taken in the Central Euro-
pean «Shatter Belt» followmg World War 1T

. to eliminate the minority problems that ex-

isted there beforesthe War. The colonial his-
tory of North America provides a compara-
ble situation: During the course of tf

-~ Anglo-French struggle for control of North
America, g new boundary was placed on the
political map of the continent. The Acadi- «

ans, French and Catholic, formerly within the
French colonial empire suddenly found
themselves political members of the English
empire. The political instability generated by
this new status eventually led to their expul-
sion in 1755, on the eve of the cuminating

struggle between the English and the French. .
- For many years thereafter, the Acadian ex-

iles sought either repatrlation or a new
homeland. They moved across the map al-'
ways seeking but seldom finding a perma-
nent home. Their efforts toward repatriation

‘were ultimately frustrated. Not until 1800

did ‘the Acadians finally achieve some
measure of locational stability. This paper
* will concern itself with the Acadian migra-

o -

. » . . * ~s
. . .

tions, their ephemeral homes and their final
settlement pattern. ' \

THE SITUATION OF ACADIA

* Acadia was settleMench colonists
early in the 17th century. ItsMocation along
the littoral of the Baie Frangaise (Bhy.of
F undy) is important to an understanding of
its history (See Map 1). First, Acadia was
isolated from, the major French settlement in

~ the St. Lawrence Valley. There was little

contact between the two and there gradually
emerged a cultural distinctiveness despite the

common antecedents of both groups. Acadi-

an contact with France was at a minimum.

- There was little increment to the Acadian
population via immigration from France af-
ter 1671 (Richard, 1895:32).

' More important was the location of
Acadia relative to the New England colonies.
In a sense the Frénch and the English faced
.each other from the opposite sides of a lake

'(the Gulf of Maine) which provided easy a¢- °

cessibility. Some relatively peaceful contacts

generﬁﬂf of a cothmeycial nature were made: .

Although tlje Acadians were primarily agricul-
turists, they carfied’ on some fishing activi-
ties and as a result, contact and sometimes
conflicts occurred with the New Englanders
on the fishing banks. Increasingly, Acadia

becaivte: a battlefield for “the English and
French: The Frerﬁ:h garrison .at Louisburg .
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~ Acadia Was

. was often the military objec.tive' but the vul-

nerabley position of Port-Royal, the major
Acadian settlement - in the 17th century,

o

o

B

- made it 'the object of plunder by New En-

glanders on several different occasions. By °
- Rthe Treaty of. Utrecht in 1713-Acadia was

ceded to the English, and the Acadians were
made, nominal subjects of the Brifish Crown.

i
With the peace there began a perrod of

: prosperlty for .the Acadians. Their number

increased from 2,000 in 1710 to 8,000 in
1739 (Rameau, 1877: 354). New settlements
were formed at the northernmost extremi-
ties of the Baie Frangaise. As the Acadian

population grew, so did the anxiety of the.

English. The tenuous Engljsh control of
ighlighted by the potential
threat of renewed hostilities with the French

and the fact that their recalcitrant French-

subjeéts refu to take an oath of allegiance
to the English rown The events. leading up
to the expulsion

it to say that-Governor Lawrence-made the

me increaslngly com: .
.plex and cannot be dealt with here. Suffice

decision without the approval of the, English -

- government.! In late summer and, fall of
1755 the exile was carried out.. -

r

THE MIGRATIONS 1755-1 757

Of the total of 16;000 A cadians in 1755

only 50%%wer® under English jurisdiction

Island),-
were retaiff
were not t

fede day ‘New BrunsWick
fmhe French in 1713. These
q"més of Acadian settle-
ment_but serv a rpfuge for many who
fled t&large setélemenits in. anticipation, es-
pecially in the petiod*1749-1754 (Harvey,
1926: 133-34). Approxrmately 7,000 Acadi-
ans were exyed; the remaining 1,000 fled to
safety. Map 3 shows the salient features
.which characterized the m'igrationé(kf this
period. First, peninsular Acadia was depopu-

\

(LeBlang, l%&{ see Map 2). Ile Royale
( Cape Breton) °lle ipt-Jean (Prmce Eagard

&

-1,100 exiles. South Carolina and

' 61

.lated. Those who were forcibly removed

were distributed throughout -the American

colonies where, they “were not as a general { |
rule ‘given a very cordial welcome. ‘The %

Virginia colony «at public expense» soon
shipped off to England its allotment of

made no effort to prevent (and in some\cases

aided)” the - Acadians in their atten
return to Acadia bm@o}g‘:“ew extles|

‘espppe and made their way
1e. & John River (New Bruns-
most of the. exiles were -

‘scattered, throughout the colonies, dispersed

in small groups'in many towns.

During this period ne"ar_ly 200 Acadians -

removed themselves to the refuge area of Ile
Saint-Jean. Another .1,500 sought refuge in
the Quebec €ity area. With the exception of

this latter gtoup Wwhich was soon established
-on, the scigneurles of the St. Lawrence, the
Acadmns were in. places which would not

provide a permanent home. To the fear and
distrust of ‘the English colonists for the
Acadians we must add the, ambition of the
exiles to leave their prison-j

Saint-Jean it

those who spught on lle
was to be buta temporary home.
. ; | .
THE MIGRATIONS 1758-1 762

- The major migrations during the period
1758-1762 are illustrated on Map 4. Most of
the movements took place in Acadia and
French Canada. Polr';ical and military events
were rapidly reaching the culminating point
in the A.nglo-French struggle for North
Amerlca "

In July-o‘f 1758, the fort at Louisburg
fell to the English and with it fell the hopes
of the nearly § 000 Acadian refugees on lle
Saint-Jean and lle Royale. By the end of the
year, the English had embarked 3,500 of the
Acadians for transport to-France. Of these,

e homes. For

S
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700 perished when two ships sank in an At-

lantic storm_.-_ ! _ R

The capitulation of the French forces at

Quebec, in September, of 1759 gave encour- .

agement to some of the refugees in that city
who sheltered the hope of returning to their
homeland. More than 100 took the . pre-

_scribed oath of allegiance to tlie English king .

“and were given permission by the British au-
‘thorities to yeturn to Acadia. l.lpo,n arrival in
Acadia they were imprlsoned by Governor
Lawrence. Most of tliese Atadians as well as

others who had been “captured by “British-

raids at Cap de Sable and Baie des Chaleurs

were sent to France in 1760.

This apparently arbitrary action on the

part of Governor Lawr;’sece was not without.
n his plan to reset- .

its reason. It had long
tle the vacated Acadian lands with New En-
glanders. He was determined to keep the
Acadians away from their original homes un-
til Iiis scheme had been achieved. The depor-
tation of the Acadians in January of 1760
was in fact on the very eve of the fruition of

- 'Table 1 Location of A¢adiansin 1763 .

Place Nugnber
fgassachusetts - 1,043
onnecticut ' - 666
New York 249
Maryland 810
Pennsylvania 383

South Carolina ~ 280 .
Georgia - “ 185
Nova Scotia - _ 1,249

~ 4 St. John River 87 .

~ Louisiana ' " 300 ﬁ&
England - *866
France ' . 3,400
Quebec o i 2,000
Prince Edward Island 300
Baie des Chaleurs A 700

Total . 12,618

L4

PN BRI S YU NV
A . Ta s h

his plans. In June of 1760 the first contm—
gent of 650 families from Boston gnd Rhode
Island arrived to take up the vacated Acai-
an lands (Brebner 1937). By 1763, 12,500
New Englanders had been successfully set-
tled in ol dia.

N
2

Despite‘ thé resettlement of their.home-
land or perhaps out of ignorance-of this fact,
the Acadians were continually jt‘_urni.ng up in

. Acadia. Their growing numbers aroused an

anxiety in English officialdom. Lt. Governor
Belcher,.Lawrenoe s successor,” wrote in ask-
ing permrssion to expel the returmng Acadi-
ans:

«there are many of the Acadians in this Prov-
ince altfiough they have surrendered
themsel¥es, are yeot-éver ready and watchful
for an opportunity .‘to disturb and distress
" the; new settlements lately made and those
now forming; and I.am perfectly well con-=
vinced from the whole course of their- behav-
jor and"disposition, that they cannot with any
safety to this province become again the in-
habitants of it» (cf. Akins, 1869: 321).

W

Once again thé decision,was made to re-

move the Acadians. In August 1762, 1,500

left Halifax on five transports bound for _

Boston. The Massachusetts legislature which

_hdd continually objected to the dumpiﬁg of

exiles in themolony, now refused to allow
the new arri¥ls to disembark. They subse-
quently were returned to Halifax. . \

1t was durmg this perrod that Acadian
refugees coming from the St. John River es-
tablished settlements in_the Trois-Riviéres
district of Quebec. This'mme area was to

.eventually attract ‘numerous refugees from .
"New England in 1767.
“marks the gstablishment of Acadians in Lou- - .
rsnana‘_The prospect of joining with their

This’ perlod also

French ‘brethren proved attractive to many -

of the exiles, especially those in the southern '

/’,"

-

American colomes
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.. THE MIGRATIONS 1763-1767

- ' The location of the Acadians in 1763 is .
shown in Table 1. It has been compiled from

a variety of sources and includes some v,cstl- ..

- mates-of this writer wherever figures were
“not available. - e

. With -the exception of the Acadians in

Quebec and Louisiana, nearly all were in lo-

' calities where forces were opbrating to dic- -

tate their removal. This is reflected on Maps -

§ and 6. As concerns the numb volved,
-'the migrations of . thig: penod second’

only in importance. to" t origmal expul ion
in 1755, The spf(nal dis| ¢ation was,

greaterb €L

qven

RN

63 -

North "America. If there was some semblance

of a return to political stability, the treaty .

meant little to the cjrcumstances of the
Acadians in Nova Scotia and of the many
others returning in this period. Lt. Governor
Wilmot genuinely feared the Acadians. He
sought permission of his superiors to send
the exiles to ‘the West Indies but was refused.
The Lords of Trade insisted instead that
they be given land agreeable to themselves.

-Of course the only land falling into this cate- -

gory would have been their old lands on the

‘Bay of Fyndy, laéhgs which were now occu-
of New Englanders. At- o

_.-pied by thousan

¥ -tempts to resettle the Acadians generally

t

Acadian movements durmg tlns perrod i

T fall intoJma_e enetal categoriés: Fi n‘s@? :
o was-a continued ®xodus_ofAcadiairs o of v

- Nova Scoﬂa P

amdoﬂ)épﬂy t]urq;curred at

the same_time sthat/ mriu fothe refugees
‘wefe ety 25
primdrily XyosPthe

in largeg numbers
chan colonies. Final®

focus of Qfadian—movements
e
._ Most of the mm’;bdes remammg in thef
American\ onks left during thi period. .
~ f—-\"fhe attelﬁl: made by local authorities to
d'isperse em “in many communities were
essful, as tire Acadians> ‘cointinually
up in major port cities. Bostgn, New
York New London and Charleston served as
\ ,.suiirfgath'ering points. Large groups left Bos-
verland for Acadia or the St. Lawwence
- Valley: From the middle and southern colo-
nies the movement was to the Caribbean’
ﬂfea either. directly to Louisiana’or to that
. o - refugee haven via ‘Santo'Domingo. By this
e time news of favorable treatment and pros-
‘perlty wf the first arfivals in Louisiana had
reached nearly all Acadians.
~ The Treaty_of Paris in 1763 ended the -
‘ 'gostilities between Englan'd and France in

\n

~

’\7\},
/.

>

"I the Carrbheaﬁ-;rea kecame increasm/)’/ a

-

“failed. The inferior lands allotted to them

*and the restrictions placed upon their group-

ing led exéntually to their dissatisfaction and

_voluntary migration to the West Indies, Lot-. -

“isiamy, and Saint-Pierre and Miquelon (re-
‘tained by France in 1763).

-

: The 900 exiles Jeturnirig frgm New En- ‘
gland did, however, establish themselves suc- -

_cessfully and permanently along the shores
of St. Mary’s Bay, south of old Port-Royal.

oy

THE MIGRATIONS 1768-1785

A L

" In 1768 there remained only twb major

areas of Acadian instability (Map 7).
1767 the facilities of Saint-Pierre and Miqu
lon were so strained by the stream of refugee
Acadians that some were encouraged ' to
leave for France. (See Map 5). It was not

long after their arrival in the French ports N

that many expressed-the desire to. return to
- the tiny afchrpelago in the Gulf of St. Law-
“rence. 285' made the return journey in 1768.

. By 1'175 the populatron of the islands num-

béred l .5 , again placing - a strain ot local
‘“resources (most of ‘the exiles had to be sup-
_ported by the government) A new furn of
“political events provided a temporary solu-
trpn to this problem.

3 &
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rsettle the Ac

: solve a prob“lem hich was a severe dram on
the treasury, and the eagerness ofdi

can cause in the Revolutionary War eventual-
ly led to French support of the American
military effort in 1778. The English in retali-
ation sent an expedition to the strateglc ar-
chipelago and: deported to France- 1,400
Acadians. By the Treaty of Versailles in

1783 Saint-Pierre and Miquelon were retro-"

ceded to France and soon after 600 Acadi-
ans returned once more from France (Lays.

- . vriére, 1924-2-1‘10-215). (' a

France, surprisingly, did not serve as a
permanent home for the exiles. The large
number of Acadians which arrived from Ile
Saint-Jean in 1758 was the nucleus of an ex-
ile group which remained in France for, near-
ly 30 years. In 1763 the Acadian group. in

. England (of the original 1,100 from Virginia -

only 866, rem ined) was brought to' France,
while some . of the Acadian arrivals from
Saint-Pierre and Miquelon throughout this

period remained behind. Various attempts to ‘.. *
ians in France, Corsica, the -

Falkland Islands -and French Guiaw alk
failed. For the g?eater part of this period in »
France, the exiles were supported at govern-
ment expense. ’:Re destitution of the Acadi-"
f

aifs, the désire of\the French government to

strengthen its claim to Louisiana g
colonization all lead to the last of th&major

Acﬁdlan mlgratloné In 1785 more “‘than»\

"The sympathy of France for.the Ameri-

4

- 1,600 were transported to Louisiana by the '

Spanish IWinzerlmg. l95,5)

Table 2 Acadian Population in 1800.

Place - L+ -« Num
Maritime Provinces \ 8400 w
Quebec | \ 8,000 *
Lomsiana% ' 4,000 .

_ 1,000
- v 1,000
e . "‘- 1,900

LW
. 7 23,400
ﬂ» o . ) -

» . -

THE FINAL S@ﬂLEMENT PATTERN

By the end of the 18th century the loca-
~tion of the Acadians had taken on some

measure of permanency. With the exception

of a few subsequent moves involving small -

numbers, the fifty year period of migrations
“had come to an end. With the exception of

* the_.Acadian population of the Maritime

Provinces bas an accurate ecclesiastieél
census in 1803,

for the numbers of each majohrea (Rameau,

only estimates are gvailable* - “y

- ™

877: 360-61). Table 2 gives an approxima- - -

ation and its Joca-
- Y

. | T “ & ’

v “*Moro-tha'n BMe > Acadians were lo-

tion of the Acad_ign
tion in 1800.

'eated on two arehs, Eastern- Canada and
¥. Louisiana. Scatiered elsewhere in the United

States, the French ports, and the:Caribbean
‘Were another 3, 000

/ Map 8 shows most:wf the places where
Acadlans were located in astern Canada in
1800. In the three areas of settlement in the
St. Lawrence Valley, near the, cities of Que-
bec, Trois-Riviéres agd Montreal, the Acadi-
ans generally lived side by side with French
Canadians. Elsewhere, along the shores of
the Baie des Chaleurs, Eastern Brunswick,
and Nova Scotia, the *&tlements are more
distinctively AQagilan One striking feature of
the location of the Acadians in"the maritime
region is their absence from their old home-

land on the shetgs of Baie Franqaise.
W

T Of. the new areas? Acadlan settlement

following the migrftions) none, jn the course
of tie, f)ecam'b as distinctive as southern

Louisiana (Map Sli The major areas of settle-

ment were in the Attacappas, the Opelolsas,

along the Mississippi River south of Baton_
Rouge, and . aloifg Bayou La_Fourche. The
physical isolation/ of " most of these settle- .
ments permitted a high degree of cultuse re-

~tention by the Aeadians* "
- a -
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lﬁ‘ 1800, for the first time since the sign-

1 8 of the’ Treaty of Utrecht in 1713, the

cadihns were located in areas where they

were free to pursue théﬁ- agrarian life and
where there was a consj

security from the vagaf@8 of international

politics, of which they had so ‘often been the

victims and of which they had been so igno-

rant. Their anomalous position in the first °

half of the 18th century, a French popula-

® tion in English territory at a.time when En-

gland and France were struggling for suprem-
acy in the New World, must be cited as the
most important factor which precipitated
their migrations. The hostile reception they
r ed in the American colonies combined
with their resignation to return to Acadr

precluded from the very begmmng any per-

manent home for them on the Atlantlc sea- .’

board. France, by virtue of the strong cultprh‘

al.ties which existed between\fhe F rench and .

the Acailians might have proved a permanent
home for the exiles had not the treatment
they received- there been little better than
that received in the American colonies.

. The new Acadian settlements jn the New
World afforded the stability h had been

lacking in the Americarcolonies or France. |

In ‘the -mafitime regions of Canada they ap-

. propriated land which was not previously

settled. With land allotted to them or provid-
ed for their use in the St. Lawrence Valley
they were rapldly incorporated: with their

.French bréthren. All of tlfese Acadians were
still, one might say, squatters on English ter-

ritory, but by this time the Anglo-French

struggle for North America had been re-
solved and the F rench settlers no longer posed

a serlous threat, whether real" or imagined.
The™ Aca ians. of Louisiana were well re-

ceived by the Creoles and achievéd there the
peace and security which had long eluded )

lhe"L

xable measure. of

3
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* EPILOGUE

The terminal date for this study is 1800.
It was selected because it was not until the
end of the 18th century that the map of
Acadian locations began to show some mea-
sure of stability. The half century period of
their migrations had come to an end. The lo-
cational stability of the Acadians, however,

was by no means permanent. The Acadian .

map for 1968 would find them scattered in
various locations over most of the Umted
‘States and Canada. »

. The new migrations of the Acadlans
were distinct from those of the 18th century
because of a new motivating force. No long-
er were the Acadians moved about with little
consideratign given to their own desires.
They now- became willing participants in

. movements which had as their goals an im-
. provemen
. motivation, _in - fact, which propbllqd the -

in economic conditions;: the same

large mlgratlons ‘of European people to the

United States in' the latter part of the 19th

and early 20th centuries,, s
w»

i

‘The fountainhead of the new migrations
was the Acadian population of Eastern Cana-
da. From 1850 until 1900, Acadians, princi-
pally from the Isles dg;la Madeleine in the
Gulf of St. Lawrenc% established settle-

ts on the north shore of the St. Law~

ce River east of-Sept-lles, on the island of
Antlcosti m Labrador, and in Newfound-
land. By far the most important of the new
rmrgrations was the large scale movement
from the $t. Lawrence Valley to the growing
industrial centers of New England, which be-
“gan arouhd 1860. It has been most common
to . tidat this migration as one made up en-
tirely of French Canadians. The likely reason
is that the Acadians are so similar in culture

~ to ‘the jother French inhabitants of the St.
" Lawrence Valley -that there seemed little.

point in distinguishing one from the other,
assun’mg that researchers have been aware of

A
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the distinction at all. It seems reasonable to
Acadians contributed to this
migration in numbers. reflecting their relative
numerical strength in Quebec. Of the
800,000 Franco-Americans in New England
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, in 1923, one authority (Lauwri¢re, 2: 525)
claims that 50,000 wgse Acadians. Elsewhere
and in smaller numbers they are found today
in much of Anglo-America.
o ) ’ ! ‘
T ¢ 3 : -‘xl'.... .
r . 7
" . =
' + ‘1’ . «
. N
‘ . L ? . - % 1
. N
\ M .
oy
78 B
¢ .
' i




67

| ) Bibliography )

v

1

* Akins, Th. B. Selection from the Publit_,: Documents - peup/e_ acadien de ses origines a nos /'o'urs.\ Paris.
' of the Province of Nova Scofis. Published under Goulet. 1924, 2 vol.
4 resolution of the House of Assembly passed :

March 15, 1865, Halifax, N.S. Annaud. 1869.
755 pages. ) '

Rameau de Saint-Pere, E. Une colonie féodale en
Amérique; |’Acadie 1604-1710. Paris. Didier.

. 1877. 367 pages. - _ S S
Brebner, J. B. New England Outpost; Acadis Before ' . LY
the Conquest of Canada. New York. Columbia Richard, E. Acadla, Missing Links of aLost Chapter »
= University Press. 1927. 293 pages. _ in American History. Montreal. Lowell. 1895.2
‘ vol.
Harvey, D. C. The French Régime in Prince Edward i ' .
t ’ Island. New Haven. Yale University Press. 1926. , Winzerling, O. W. Acallian Odyssey. Baton Rouge. »
' S pages. Louisiana State University Press. 1955. 224
f o . . pages. -
Layvriére, E. La tragddie d’un peuple, histoire du - o ~ v . '
] K - o . , . ]
: . Notes , ' ¢

1. Some authors have not accepted political expe- point to the greed of Governor Lawrence. See, T
) diency as the cause for the equlsion but rather for example, Richard, 1895: 60-63. '

¢
4

% .
(]
o
i - “ &
' ®
.
3 } !
-t
, N
. , . .
-
- -
t
o > 1
° N - v !
B - . . .
. “’:t
R
/ N , ! oo,
. ‘ B
&
N :.J . y
A '
3
” . [y
‘ 3
»
° - R - *
- “ ©
4 - 1
ol @

9




- 68

-3

>
)

Rl -
P

In The French in Neéw England, Acadia and Quebec, published by thé New England
Provinces and Quebec Center of the University of Maine at Orono in 1972, Mason Wade
documented in his own thorough and well-balanced manner thg movement of the Acad/-
ans to the Madawaska territory shortly after the American_Revolution because of the

" Revolution’s ‘affects on the region along the lower St. John -River..It should be noted
- that American migration data were inadequate in the eight

th and nineteenth centu-

ries, and are still relatively unsatisfactory. Given the relative pdycity of official data, it is

surprising to find excellent migration studies on Franco-Americans. e
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THE LOYALISTS AND THE ACADIANS

~

The period. between 1764, when tolera-
tion rather than expulsion became British

L _ #‘ o by S
o ‘ ~ Mason Wade

policy toward the Acadians and they began ’
to return to their former Homes from diverse -

exiles, and the 1830’s, when they began to
take part in provincial public life, might be
called the «Dark Ages» of- Acadian’history

-Little attention has been paid to this period .
" by either English-speaking or Fret}ch-speakw

ing historians, for the former have been pre-
occupied by the resettlement of the Loyal--
ists and the latter have devoted most of their

3. . ,

/n} #

\

dispersed» to settle on his lands, promising

" provisions, the services of a priest and the

free exercise of their religion.! But even a
Jersey Protéstant was suspect to British of-

- ficialdom at the close of the Seven Years

Wag if he had a Freneg\ name, and Jacques
Rq ailed to get his Miramichi. grant,

“went instead to the Scot William

" Davidson and John Cort. Three years later

attention to the remarkable achievements of .

Pére Jean-Mande Sigogne'in the Baie Sainte-
Marie region. This paper discusses the early
interaction between the Loyalists and the-

Acadians in the Maritimes, chiefly in-New
- Brunswick, since this writer has become con-

vinced that the Loyalists, far from dispos-'
sessing. the Acadians, played a larger part in
the rehabilitation of the Acadians than any-
bod)y felse except a few British officials, ‘a
Jersey fishing entrepreneur, and a Swiss pro-

* fessional soldier. Tlie last- two igdividuals

may be dealt with first, since their efforts -

preceded those of the Loyalists e

As early as May 1763 chques Robin a

fishing entrepreneur of St. Aubin in the Isle

of Jersey, proposed to establish a fannin&.

and fishing settlement on the North.Shore of

_ New Blunswick at the mouth.of the Mirami-

chi, offering Jinds there to the «French Neu-,

trals.» He dispatched numerops*letters invit-..
mg the Acadlans «from all quarters wherein

* the Robins did "begin to trade at Aricliat and™
© Petit de Grat on Isle Madame, Paspébiac and

Bonaventure on the Gaspé Coast, and Cara-
quet on the North Shore. Thus was founded

g

the business still in existence today.under -

the name of Robin, Jones,and Whitman. The
Robins brought out considerable numbers of

~ «planters» recruited from the Acadian re-

fugees at Saint-Malo in France, and they
gave employment as fishermen to many
other Acadians who had taken refuge on the

shores of the Gulf of St. Lawrence from the

Engllsh manhunts of 1755-1763. o

" Though in -thes niheteenth century the -

name Robin was  rarely used by Acadian fish-
ermen without the adjective «ifidudit,» since

the Robins were regarded as ruthless ex-
ploiters who . bought_ cheap and sold dear,

relations were cordial ‘enough in the early

* ddys. In 1769 Charies"Robin spent ‘the

Christmas holklays with -the Petit-de Grat

- - and Arichat fishermen, 4nd left this account
-~ of¢his. New Year's celebratiqn with, Claude
" Dugas, Loulqt Boudreau, Rhéne Thériault,
and Anselme Bellefontaine:




70

Wbegan to drink-Wine, F:iun and”
Punch plenty together & were’ very
merry, by the Time, our Dinner was
ready none of-us were in a conditicn
to know whether we were Eating qr -
Drinking: Soon after we put Lewis
Boudrot & Ans¢lme Bellefomaine to .
bed. 1 joyned with the others dancmg, o
Claude Dugat got under the lamp &
was pretty well annointed, after that .
we went to bed. We escaped for a few
broken glasses. * .

_ The tWo late' stayers had four glasses of
rum before breakfast the next morning, «& -

near as many after.» The friendship was not

merely a liquid oné, for Robin_ proYided a

mainsail for Thériault’s schooner, and Belle-
“fontaine’s wife and her sister cooked for the
bache[or Robin when he had the Thériaults
for dinner. .
emarkable com-

enterprise that

- " It is clear from the
plete records of the Robin

these Jerseymen deserve conslderable credit

for developing the Bay of Chaleurs fisheries’
and for providihg . employment for the
Acadians they induced to settle there, ~who
soon developed a mixed. .economy of fishing
and subsistence fafming. The latter rarely
flourished and sometimes the crop failure
~ was total, so that thé Robins had to advance
* provisions from their stores to keep fthe
populace alive until the fishing season began.

But this industry |tself was also cyclicdl; and
waters which had produced rich catchies one
.. year might prove barren the ne
~ meant more credit hagd to be extended. If
the traditional fisherman’s viéw was that the

Robins exploited them by buying fish -

cheaply and selling provisions dearly, thus
. keeping them affays in debt, tliere was ‘also
~ another side’to the Story. For when'compe-
titiop ,was brisk the’ fishermen -who “had
accept%d advances from the ‘Robins wouldt
‘take their fish t

or . more attractrve

which

. "_"_other “fwerchant- who
"« offered better terms
goods 'Recovery of debts from fishermen .

<\

waé\drfficult if not hopeless ‘:ud tlm fact
proved the downfall of most of the Robins’

~ competitors in the long run. In any case, the

‘Robins - deserve credit for ‘providing _the
Acatlans with land and -work when they
made their way back to the région from

“which they diad been driven in the (‘rand

Dérangemem _ P

Th_e Robin_s_ wefe much prompter in
undertaking to resettle the. Acadians than
were the British officials of Nova Scogis, des-

pite. the fact that Lord Halifax and th l..ords .

of Trade had lard down such a policy in the
~ spring of 1764 Michael Francklyn, murr]ed _

toa granddaughter of Peter Faneuil, the e emi-

“pent Boston Huguenot merchant was ithe :

first Nova Scotian governor to grant lands to
‘the returning Acadram in 1768, with the
firm approval of" Whitehall despite the

objection of MaSSachusetts-born Chref Jus:

tice Jonathan Belcher that: lands coaldgm)t
be legallyﬁ granted to- Catholics. Francklyn
for his part dssured the Acadians that «the-
Government has not the least desire’ t0°

- molest or. disturb, them on account of their .

religion,» and he: eXempted them from
militia training,- «which they corféeived as a.
hardship being unprovided with.arms: » He -
also instructed a subordinate: «it - is the

. King’s Intention, and.T de expect; g\ey be

treated by. the Officers of Government With
~all Possible Mildness and Tenderness-upon -
every occasion. »5 The Acadians were once.
mo reJo be welcome in their own land, and

amends were to be made for the harshness .

with which they had been treated during the
hysterical wartime frant:ophobla of 1755 to
1763. .

~ - o

nother Acadran sesettlement project

was '_,Iso launched -in 1768 by JFW. Des; r'

%, a Swiss Huguenot who had -served sa’
a subaltem at Louisbourg in l758 and at

‘Quebet in’1759. From 1763 to 1773 he sur- ~
qr{ ed the' ¢oast of Noya Scotia ahd Cape
ton and in l777 he published The Atlan-
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o « tie Neptune a magmfgcent manners guide farmers & do not seem to .improve; R
"+ 7 to the North Atlantic’coask In'l 768 he ob- but the whole County:are bad farmers & e
. tained an enormous gmm of Acadian lands - do not seem likely to'do Justice to the L ,
' "Lands, anq if the Acadians are worse in . ) -

on Cumberlan Basin, which he called the
. «Menudie Estife» or’ «The Elysian Fields.» -
tooAL It consisted of 7,000 acres, of which 3,000

some points, than our Sort are, they are
better i others. 1 do not see apy grdat ’ } :

i were dyked lan ds, - cleared uplands and . things being done by any in the County. . A
but the Yorkshire people—I am not de--
i orchards. That same year he mstalled ten » " cided that the restof the County people i
. [families there giving each 200 acres.. The .- do ypon ‘the wholg better the Acadians. "'
. -elghteen 0"8".131_ tenants were.gll -Acadians, They teadily see “the Imperfections on
i bearing such familiar names\as Bourg, Me- . part of the Acadians, as the Btitish in : ‘
' . langon, Bam Forét, Leger, Comeau, and * ' Canada do the faults of the Qaqadrans, A -
g Brin. The: marshes were to be dralhed and because we are .a Saucy Nhtion' too _ '
o dyKed at Dquarres ‘cost,” and- thereaﬂter§ ..., Teady to despise others, because 'we 7 .
™ maintained at the tehant’s cost’ He supplied ' -. have happened 40 be the Congquerors
S his settlers with breeding cettle. and- was to ~."“We are of a different ‘orlgin, Re-
re(;elv e hﬁlf this third of the . : l_rglon, &c &c: Having taken them in . .
grain, and Sne qua ],he ébcee ds o f the P ) stage we haye destroyed them K .
. and t™ course of ,their prospective In- -
“ mills, h f whose C('ﬁt h% assu v, . provement jn their owh way, & all that ~ - -~ % °
_ T 7.0y g has siiccedded 'since we proudly attfib- <& R 2
o 795 Capt;l{n JOh" Maudonald 9f ™ ute to ourselves .instead of ‘giving any _ . C
" Traéadi ? repor'ted te. DesBarres, \irho mean-, = - &ednt for'the unz;vordable imp ent . j
whlle ad" served- as, heutenant gpverhor Q‘f - & growth in America of 36 yf‘m re
T L Cape Breton ‘fronr l784 to 1787, and was .. . time; while Y- do’ not percette the
" latér to_be lieutenant govem(g of Prmce Ed- . / - faults on pur “§id¥s,, becaiise ‘they are - B
pu ward Island from*1804 to 18123 oh the state '~ ours and their ways differ from ours.© S
. -« rof «The Elysian Fnelds» and jts Aeadlan ten- ¥ Sure T am we are: ?‘ more virtuous or o L mr
< ++ ants.The dwellings Were not imgfessive, but  happy than they- ar® and I fedr we have _' .
., . ..«in their Barns they are ‘more Sumptious | - b dehworls)e mgn ind Jess hdppy tha" i -
D [sicl.» he . agent rioted. ‘Macdonald madé . heyhawbeen D )
R ' . some mterestmg obserthlons on the' Aca- Captaln Macdo’néld sviewson the Acadlanre- Lo
4 - - dians, whom he. t hsidered «a harmless, in- “ - flect a tolerance andmunderstanding e typi- ) o
P eff' cient people,» : . cal of the Scot than the Englishman, anthig -
o ' ' ' " .. was to beimmigrant S¢ots and AmeFican Loy- - -
S l_‘ghherrant & ﬂ\erefon}y as' well as because - . alists who wduld help tﬂe Acadiansto regain "
"“\ sevral in the Counfy’are: not the best, ‘the ‘status of f‘n'stqclass citizens in the Man- )
o people:-in -tife world, Suspicious,of al- 1s an - : a
e . most gveryone, They keep at a distance "~ ™\ ‘times. But this dociiment of 1795 tevea san - k
BN .. from?the * Intercourse of others by - . attltutlealreadyfarmore.enhghtened than the ¢
‘ © " which, if they improve Jess in so\ne‘re - .. prevailing views of the Acadians thirty years o
., spects] they degenerate.less in other re- . before. And in 1816 Des Barrés gave to R
1" spects. They* have customs of their own, - -”i,‘ «Louis Brodeur and his stcoessors, ‘Missioners . oy
- " of ‘which they are.tendcious, some of 2 2" to ‘be Roman Church at Memramcook.» the: . LR
T e which gre worsg-and Better than. Aeright to gurld a Church orthapel an‘:act un- \) . g
T our Customs ;’ﬁﬁigh blame them - - -‘ilin‘kdlﬂe halfa céhtury eal‘ller(“' _ - :
.t ., for beh? bad farmers and not makjn’g of - ’
. - * the lands what they might -have dome; . v ¥ (AAM Fqnds Gaudib Paplers d\tlexls Landty
\ v . true they afe in- several respects bad ‘and Otto Roblchqud)‘ . AL _ / '
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- Before recounting the relationship of

the Loyalists with the Acadians, it jis neces-
sary to point out that earlier immigrants
from the American colonles had already set

. an endqung Yankee stamp on the Marltlme,

region, which Thomas Chandler Haliburton,
the Loyalist writer and lawyer noted in the
1830’s: «the old stock: .come from New. Eng-

." land, and the breed is tolerable pure ‘yet,

near about one half apple sauce and other
half molasses, all, except to the Eastward
where there is a cross of the Scotch. » Aca-
dia had long been «New England’s outpost,»

“and’ once it passed from French to British

rule and ‘the danger of French and Indians

"raids. was ended, there“was in exodus of the,“

land-hurigry frbm .the ‘overpopulated New

England colonies to Nova Scotia. New Eng- -

landers weary of cultivating rockbound
fields had long looked with covetous éyes on*
the rich dyked marsh lands of the Acadians.
The men of the New England seaboard had

" becone familiar with Acadia in'their fishing -

~ 'Europg. ‘The Néw Engld
" the dominant element-in Halifax, leaders in &

and trading “expeditions; others who had
served in New England’s conquest of Louis-

bourg in 1745 had acquired firsi hand know-

ledge of a fertile Britrsh province without
British settlers, in which a conquered people
were prospering witlout feeling any. obliga-

tion to their new rulers. The founding of .
Halifax in 1749 had opened & new, market .
" for New Englgnd building materials and sup-

plies, and New England tradesmei respond-
ed to the demand for skilled craftsmen New

‘Englanders® who had served in the recent.

campaigns were offered the same induce-

. ments as uroﬁan settlers in Noya Stotia,
nd"unmigrants from the ‘Ameri-
-~ can colomes in l:lahfaxs first year swere, de-,

.. seribed ‘as «the best of .settlers» much pre-.

The tho

ferable to %he ‘«King's bad bargains» from

ers soon became

public as well au:ommerclal life ‘

»
R4 . .

- L

L I the mmds of both the Britlsh officials-'-
‘and these New Englanders, the Acadians

" ment of the province was checked by the - N

_ salt water, thus making them «this |

- the” expulsion of - the Al:adians, were largely .

" ,ed the Minas towniships the following year;”,

, latter were the onl'y

with their ties to France and the Indians,
were the principal obstacle to the progress of
British settlement. It was these groups which
combined in 1755 to make the decision to

_ expel the Acadians and to replace them with
" a «loyal .and industrious population.» No

sooner had Loulsbourg fallen in 1758 anfl
Prince Edward lsland beén cleared of Acadi--
ans than Govemor Charles Lawrence issued, -

in lyrical terms a proclamatlon offering the
-Acadlan lands for settlement. "’After a further
proclamatlon providing guarantees of civil
and religious liberties, a considerable lmmi— -
gration to Nova Scotia from New England i
and the Middle Atlantlc colonies got under- | -
way. Jit continued until: 1768, when the |
opening of the Ohio country for séttlement

, by the Treaty of Fo¥t Stantwiw dlverted mi- .

gration westward. But by the beglnmng of
the ~prev1ous year Nova Scotla already had
7,000 American settlers out of a total popu-

lation of l3 000. - ' - .

The’ commg of these pre-Loyalists fa-
vored the re-establlshment of the Acadians
and helped fo change the ‘mind of the Hali-
fax Council;: which still. was of the stubborn
opiniop in March 1764 «That the safety of
this Province depends on the total expulsion -+
of “the French Acadians. »8 For the resettle-

effects of the termible gale of November,

1759; which leveled _timberlands along

South Shore, and by ralsmg the hlgh all
tides of the Bay of Fundy anothe}' ten feet
flooded vast eXpanses of dyked lahds |
me,
Years to come mcapable of bearlng Grain.»
The dykes, which had been neglected since;

Qestroyed When Governor Lawrencg visit

he set on foot the rebuilding of dykes by thé. .’

" new .settlers,. troops from Fort Edward and - :

Acadian prisoners, «who were- best acq ntr
ed with works of this kind. »1 tﬁ
rsons wnth skill, fn

fith = .




matter they directed the, continulng work in

the “spring of 1761. The Acadianfigisoners
were converted into a libor corps f@ffwork -

on the ilykq_s and roads. When the Baard of °

Trade r¢fused to pay their wages, the govern-
ment and land proprietors continued to use

- these «prisoners of war» for-the restoration

» - of the dykes. 1! The Acadians became indis-

pensible both as technicians and as common

( labor. Fourteen ttlers. o Horton,

Windsor, Falmo wport petitloned

1765 to maintain the «mlll-
tary» provision allowance so. that the Acadi- '

- an labourety could work for -lower wages,

since_ «we find‘that without their further
assmtan(fe many of us cannot contlnue our‘

73
£ . T
the Acadiaiis of Baie Sainte-Marie formed,

two companies, while elpewhere, except in . | L
Halifax and Lunenbﬁrg the militia refused - o

" to serve, since fost of the «Neutral Yan-

kees» of Nova Scotia, whq had replaced the
once «Neutral French,» found themselves

_ «divided betwixt natural affection'to our )

nearest relatlons, and good Faith and Frlend-
ship to our King and €oyntry» A few
Acadians, headed by Captaint Isaiah Bou--

‘treau, did participate in Jonathan Eddy’s ef-

fort to capture ‘Fort Cumberland, but this
attempt to make-Nova Scotia the fourteeth . .

_Oolony was dlmast exclusively an eriterprise _' an

ind settlers of the Isthmus
.of the lower St. John PR

. ,4

of the New En
of Chignecto

\ Improvements, nor plough nor SOow our Valley " } - -
'M Lands, nor finish the Dyking still requil"ed’ to AR " " o ,
e secure our lands from Salt water.$12 The lt ‘was Ahe aftermath of the Amerlcan :
Acadians had - become . l|terally ‘hewers of Revolutiof, rather tlﬁ tiie Revolutjon itself, .
wood and drawers of water for the new which had a. majoﬁimpact on-the Acadians, ‘
owne (ot' their old lands, e who fof the last twenty years had been striv- ’
o0 . - o + - ing to make a new: place for'theniselves in
e Thoﬁgh many remamed in thls.role in - thelr ald land. The coming of §ome 35 000. © ° o T
J ~ " the old Acadiant.country about the head of i lisks. ﬁo the M%tlmb Provincds had far ‘ -
: the Bay ‘of Fundy, to which the returning t . ‘{nore sistic effects upon the Ang o-Frengh ' _
ociety #vhich*had l:geen slowly developing in " N

exiles seemed~drawn . as by. rhagnet others
" veptured to acgpt lands in the new fown-"

-ship of Clare, on' the northwestern Fundy

(shore ‘which was".laid out for- them by "

» " Francklyn ,in July,*1768. This Ba!e Samteé

Masie region-was largely settled by refugees .

- returning, from Massachusetts.’ The ‘Clare

- - settlers began by planting potatoes among

" the trées and then as the larfds wer® cleared,

they turned to wheat and oats. They relied
. "+ - on the sea for much of their food and by the
IR _~l'~780’s Captain l’ierre Doucet was already *
¢ tradmg by sea to {the West Indies. On this
-. «French .Shore» grew. up the largest’ and
| - most, prosperous Acadinn ‘goup in Nova
R _Scotia Under the leadershiff of their ‘mis- .
' ' sionary, ‘Pére. Jean-Maudé Sigogne, they were”
. - to enjoy a close relationship with the Loyal-
_ists of Weymouth and -Annapolis. In 1775,
. when Governor Legge catled out the-militia
" against the prospect of an American invasron,

.\-_,.A'\
.
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* them .in the Province of

v
.

+ the region since the Treaty’ of, Utrecht-in -~ . . .

1713 than did the arrival some 6,000 of~
Quebec. While the / _
arrival of the Loyaljsts did not crgate, as-it". -
Y did in Quebe };\an nglo- French society in
.the Maritimes, whlch already had ogg; it dlg ’\
wever, radically.alter the balance tween
&nch and *English in a region ‘where' In
1475 there had: been a total
17 to 18,000, of whom two-
quarters wete'l' New. Englands
. 1,500 ‘Acadians. Henceforth
were to be._still more gr:a”
region’ -which was to prigd’q’; ot fip
fre-eminently loyal and llritiii to the\ore. ..
" As in Quebec, thie comingof theé Loyailsts: v
forced%the division of -the old PI‘Q.VIIIOO&f :
" Quebec into Uppet and Lower ®anada, so in

pulatlon,of . -
8 0L th.ree{ LT 7

- the Maritimes it lgd to the'thvlsiqn in 1784 . t

- of the old Prouince o‘f Nova Scotla and, the o . _-'.-_'.?
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&
.2 - .Brunswick and Cape Breton. Thereafter the _ It had been dccupied by the French since
L - Loyalists were bredommant in New Bruns- 1686, when Bishop Saint-Vallier of Quebec
wick and *a major force' in~Nova Scotia, had singled it out as a likely lndmhyssnon
while the Acadians were once moie dis- center. The Acadian village at St. Ann’s
* pe?sed in four proviyces, “as lost in an Point had been destroyed in 1759 by a
e Englmh-spcakmg sea as-the bittetest enemy . party of New England rangers, who burnedf .
- of the «Neutral French»’in pretexpulsion / _ 147 houses, 2 chapels, and al\the fg}
days could have desired. Not until recent V' buildings, killing and scalping six Acad ans
i times have they been able to.overcome the - and taking other prisorters. Those who es- N, -
SN efl?cts of their- division among the three caped fled to the woods and lived Indian- '
. ' modfrn Marlt.une provinces, in only one of " e style until it was safe to return_to their
’ whidh do they form a significant and influ- devastated homes. In.the summer of 1763
) ‘entidl minority, constituting: nearly 40% of Major Gilfred Studholme was instructed to
' &he opulahon of - New Brunswick with an order them to remove. They appealed to
. rfofﬁcnal ‘capital in Moncton, oncg Ben~ *tlw Gay vernor of Nova Scotia to be allowed
te : aamm F\anklms Penpsylvania German S remam over that winter: "
SRS S &ttlement of «'The Bend». ' ' .
- S “ T " lf you ingist 9n our reimoval before the
. B Emotlonal lnstormns of thé Acadlq,ns harvest, ‘most of us, being wlthoug
" . have lamented )‘ll}kt bareLy reestabllsl\ecf’ me money ‘or supp]ies or ‘any means 0
~the St. John Valley after the-fnrgt expﬂl.SLdn ) conveyance will-be driven to livé like
they Were jven out once agam b)wthe lﬂ-"‘ - " the savages, wandering froy\ ‘place to 7
EAREY coming Loyaln place. But if you allow us'to stay the

o supporg this vie

& N Ca‘z]eton arpved to eStabllsh a govcrnment
' i the new- provmce of New Bru'hsxylck in
R 1784 *land gyants were his first major busig*
' néss “Grants*were issued not only to Loyal-

N pre-Loyahsts nd to the Acadlans,.who

had prevnﬁusly been regarded as squatters.”
- .lust Zthree ddys 'after Carleton’s arfival hie-
v received a petmon from. one- Augpstin

ants subjects "of Hig Majesty George -
thlrd "settlers owthe,.nortfr side of the

R er St. Jofn.» It pointed. out that they

_ hag settled above St. Ann’ l!omt in l76‘2
B and"l%mamed peaceably ol their farms ever
Lot ’*‘smce «nutwnthatanding both rewards were ;
. & offfered and afterwyrds threass made use. of

> by.the Americdhs to prevail o’ them, to'

join in the.nlate Rebgllioq » -Ih due course

: ., _
creation of the new provinces of New -

he facts do not séem to,
hen overndr«T«homas .

.- Ists .but also Lﬁ the «old. ‘ihhabitants» (the‘

Pebtanc, in behalf of the Fench inhabif. ~

) o -y
Tliis regiPn had a long French history.

“ winter, in-order to secyre out cIops,

“we shall-then be able to pultwate the <« .

\l{mds wherever you may bid'us " Wg
_ need not tell you that a fanmet who
R ~ takes up riew landand withoyt haying
Voo ’? . supplies for a year must’ inevnta'bly\be

o rulned andof 1o ‘use to “the_goyern-
Lt ment "he beloggs to. We hope, sir, that, .
‘l . yquowill be govd-triofh fo grantusa ‘-

Ey

A

t of our faith. Such a~concession’ - v

 would eg‘able s+
* the troubles is¥p
a mgratlon BN

bear with fortitude

ettt

-

. 'fStudholme to‘ok mxeasures to dg
o posess the Acadlans of St. Ann’s, and their-.
" humbers contmued*tﬁ increase. Another .
- Acadian -settlement was establnshed at the
.. . French Village, near “the- mouth of the
. Kennebecasis, some of,mhose inhabntants
23 Twere elnployediaby the pre-Loyallsi’New-

B < ~ the petmoners ceived ‘a grant of 2,665 | 4bur)np }; triders Hazen, Simthonds, - and
- 7. . acres, a"few miles ,abovg it. Anns and- ’l W.hitelnbt'llldmg ad ke on:the great marslr
c ﬁl below Keswick Stream 14 Y S _}. e lft of Saint Jo.hn The request for apnest

T « « SR . I P : 'v . ) -
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ble [sic] from such .~

-
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e+ . " was granted in 1767, when thie Abbé Charles-

* Frangois Bail e Messein, later co-adjutor
, Bishop of Quel)ec founded a mission at
Aukpaque en t:heSt John. - -
Sl hewnng 10 the official line of
settling. veterans of the French and Indian-

tary Charles Bnlke ey wrote' to Jultiods of
the Peace John A derson and Fradcis .Pea-
-,:4 bog!yt follo\v’n& ear: &The Lieut. Gover-

7 nor desires thit yol will give- notice (o all
\._ Acadm xcept about six zmlhe,s whoth

S D M. BaillV7 shall- name, to refhove from St.

v N John's | ﬁ it not béing. the intention of
T sovernntent - that they should settle there,

- but to-acquaint them that on their applica-

R . tion they shonld have lands-in other garts of
.. the Province.» 16 Buf evid. ¥ no action
was -taken, since m I7F83 Studholime’s

LI .e'xplorlng party found an Acadign_ colony
~above St. Ann’s numbering 354 souls (6].

' © phit declared: p

-« ¢
N .. Above St. Ann’s we found a consider-
. °* », able number of French settlers, nfany f

of whom had been in possession .for a
‘number of years. - xhey in general
ap_peared to be an moffensive people;
b tew if any have a legal title to their
landsas they are in general pearly in_

“

. . Warin the St. John Valley, Prov:n:}aj Secre- .

-, porte

men, 57 women, and 236 children). Its re- ",

" @rand Falls. vl
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The Abb¢ Bmlly $ parlsh reg|ster shows
Cormiers, Dai@gg Cyrs, and Hebérts from
Bemlbassin Martins from “Port Royal;
Mercures and Thériaults from Isle Saint-Jean:
Vlolettes from Louisbourg; and Mazerolles’
from Riviére Charlesbourg. Their homes
were ‘scattered along the. St. John for a
dozen miles above St* Ann’s. During the
American Revolutlo' which the Agadigns
called vla folle guerre,» Major Studholme
empl(‘d the Mercure and Martin brotlvrs .
as courierd. to Canada, and he commended
no less than five memb’érs of the latter fam- §
«ily for exerting themdglves in the King’s- 9
servi¢e, In November, 1783, Governor Haldi- -

‘v

~~mand of Quebec informed Governor ?," of

Nova Scotia that «Mercure the Acadiany re-
that «many of* his countrymen '
wished to ewmigrate into this province for the P
_sake of_ enjoying their religion with more
hberty and less difficulty ip procurn\g priests ,

- My plan is to grant them lands at the

; Great Falls on the River St. John, which in .

time may form settlements to extend almgst
to -the River St. Iwrence; which will con-

© tribpte mueh to facilitate the ¢ommunica-

tion so much_ to be desired between the two .
provinces, and, which may - e attended- Witlr N

. cnrcumsjances very favorable to their mutual
« . interests. )g

The boundary between Quebec -
and Nova Scoti r?a was then thought to be at °
t

Y

his proposal may be found - .

one and the same situation, we thopght - . -
. it  unneceypary to be very. particul cin -+ s the rodts of the-highly indgpendent «Re b- oy
"bur account®of every individiial. Those ™ ‘lic of Madawaxka » which links"Quebgiilid '
~ who hgve more jhmmmple possess| n New Brunswwk bllt regards |tself as a-
. to plead in their [avor we| have proper- ] ate énhty from both. - °
noticed. : ) Tv ‘ : : . .
- ) . When the Loyahst t‘gops recewéd,thelr Ry
v A Thﬁ 17 Idest inhabitants were Josgph s~ régimental block grants on the St. John early
' Martin ,Who' came- in. 1758, and Joseph, July, 1784, they showed scant regard for - I
o Doucet, who arrived -in 1763. Thirty-Slx oftr he settlersalready estahlished tlla:(e, whether o
' f - _ the 61 familjes had come tosthe region when . . P Loyalist or Acadisn, One Irish:settler in Loz S
", . ' _the Abbé ‘Bailly launchect.,the mission. § hey - St nn s‘protested{to the governor'that the. .
""" were reported to“have .been fugitlves from f? wcomers «took”! ‘Possission- of .the Mands, .‘:‘
~._ the Beanbassin'Region who had\taken refug. burnt his’ fences. threate - his attdrney’s * L s
e & m €andla in 1755, only to quit it for the St. . person and “even, went so far as to give . . o T
Q‘ John Vgl!ey after N.he cesdon of 17§3l X {)rmal notlce ynder™ the pretéxt of the% e T
L o i_‘ O X T \n {: e D S
e \\\'{ A SRR P N
- U . N RE h o
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sanction_of the.Government, to desist frdm o River St. John, % Feb. #7185 i
his improvements.» 20 An-Acadian-memorial ° . Sir R ' D
of February 1786 recounts similar grievances: . 1 have the honor to write you this R
- - v Yoo . ~ letter to assure you of my very humble z '
~ N The remorial of the French Inhabitants, respect and at the same time to desire ,
' which have been deprived _of%eir lands  ° * you to have the goodnéss to inforn{ - S
by the disbanded Troops, as also of - Mongieur [Pierre] Dupegré if it is pos- ;oo
, Joseph Daigle and Pul Potier now resid- . - ™ sible for us to have some land below T
o ing at fadawaska—Huribl) Sheweth: A %ﬂdﬁﬁaﬁ% . . ' .
.o ‘ That thé Memorialists are reduced to a - , *  In-¥iew of the difﬁcﬂtiesé(:‘ﬂt ex- .+, -
most deplorfible condition with their b S ist-on the RiverSt. John on acZdunt of ‘,’
numerous Families for want to Provis- .~ new settlements, Monsieur Duperré and  »
® ions, some having been uhder the Neces- 2 < my brother and I are resolved te go
. %" sty of selling the féw cattle they had to early in the spring ang settle ourselvesat  »
. ' prevent them from starving. That"Mr;..é that. place, if it is possible to obtainy g
- [John) Biddle-[a surveyor] now Possess . : grants of land. . .
. > the Proportidn of Land allowed by - For my own part, Sir, I have the o,
, @ _d@overnment toone'of the Memorialists, * honour to tell you that I have managed " '
- \%}na{ne Joseph “Doucette', without : L my affairs very well. His Excellency the
making him the least restitution for it. .2~ Governor has done me full justice. By o~
vat Bona [Benoit] Roy, another of said .~ *, sebing so much difficulty shead on the _ " )
.. “unfortunate Memoriilists Has been for- River St. John and soynuch miserable '
; , " cibly compelled to feave his House and dissipation, 1 do not want to remain at _ Ty * ~w
received no consideration. . the pla;:e. ’
S . That "the Memorialists thus sircum- X Monsieur Duperré will speak to *
~~ stanced was under the necessity of you in tie interests of the French at this
" having4gecourse to your Excellency for ) place. : : ‘ o : ol
4 ) "7 re-dregd of their complic%ted miseries : iclude, hoping to see you sir, g
_ < and a supply of provisions. L T . I am your humble servetitj é .
@ - \ o - : % .Louis Mercure< o
B * Joseph Doucet had been resident since 1763; S L. '
- » Paul/l’otier since 1767; and Josheplf Daigley”’  Mercure Jncluded a list of 24 persons who
one of St dholme’s couriers, sincé 1769. " wanted to apply for lands «one and a half -
) »  The menjorial was referred for investigation ~ miles” below -the ‘,Falls of Madouwaska.»
to Lieutenant Colonel Isaac Allen, a newly . . . . .
appointed puisne judgé, whose-2nd New Jer- ', . Aside from_Louis and Mic .Mercure )
sey VolRinteers had received the Kingsclear and military ({J‘Za\)tajn Pierre Duperré, there
grant. Allen was already preoccupied with = were numerous Lizottes, Dubés, Mdfeins; )
the case of two disbanded soldiers accused - Daigles, Cyrs, as well as a Gau an Ayotte, .
of ‘shooting an Indian namedPigrre Benoit? a Fournier, and a Sansfacon. Sixteen_were’
‘§The pair were prompthy found guilty, ande Acadian$ and eiﬁt':@anadfaﬁs..*% same .
. s _one was executed and the other pardoned, group also ,apﬁl?;to;‘;Ngw-\Brun‘sw ck for . .- A
: » to the satisfaction of the Indigns, -~ grahts, and, Carleton and his  council-all o
_ . y Sw : lehdirig Loyalists~degided.on Juné 21, 1785: o
o ) The highhanded and swabl:buck_ling be- Lol A _“-.;,.:‘
o havior “of the Loyalist military settlers - ’ . Thgy will ba glowed to sell their pres- J
o probably led Louis’ Mercure 40 appeal to . ent impgpveffients to the best advantage, >
' o Samugl Holland, the sﬁrve‘y.or' general of : togetHer ‘with the lands-Teserved for
\ ' Queébec; fof land in Madewaska: . _ o them, and titles will be given to the pur-
. ~ Cs
Vo '\“ ‘ '-»r / ‘- o _ .
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i chasers. Mercure has permission to °

settle the petitioners on the lands they’
mgy choose at the Madawaska and a
grang will pass in due time" to each
head of family' with t}\e usual front of
60 rods. 23

“ The council also agreed «that the lands be-

. tween the Madawaska and riviére blanche, or

White River [actually Riviére Verte, or Green

Riverh sliould be reserved for the proposed
French séttlement.»

) In general Lieuggnant Governor Thomas
Carleton, Provincial Secretary Jonathan O-
dell, and Surveyor George Sproule (Odell
~ . wag' a New, Jerseyman and Sproule a New
Yorker) seam to have taken pains tg % see that

the Acadians, who- held no tjtle“to the IMids

~ they occupied, eitlier were confirmed "

possession-or given proper compensation for
~ their improvements, if they chpse, as- many
#did, ta move either to Madawaska or to the
North $hore of New.Brunswick. For ex-
+ aniple, Lieutenant John Cgombs of the

i > 2nd New Jersey Volunteers was ocalled upon’

~ to pay £65 for the im rovements made by
-~ «Francis Sears» [FrancoiseCyr] in * fifteen
years' occupancy of the lot at Upper Frengh
~ Village drawn by the Provirfcial officer. The
Colincil also decreed. that in laymg out the’
. ** unsurveyed portion of ‘a grant at French

the Tract'in the possesslb.n of the French In-
‘ habltantg to be laid- out so as to -inc¢ludd their’
Improvéments and fo allot there,to two
hundred acres e’ph if- the: 's1tuat|on “will .

the N. Y Volunteers their Sugar Island farm

Village. on- the Kennebeggsis: «That- part of.

.Q*Of aFfrench l.nhabrtant »

-

L
2-

. «Cocagne, Buctoche, and at Memr;

_admit.» The Acadlans settled at the movith ; -
~ "\. - of the Kegwick were qonfirmed possessnpn,
Sy “of the laNds they Sccupied, though these -
) ) . .were in a tract assigned to the Rloyal Guides ¢
"N ~and, Pioneers. Joseph Théfpdit and his wife
Marie sold to Captain Frederick De Peyster of

- one, and the neglocations

_ of one hundred acres fog £8780s:" Daniel\ _
PR Gaudin of Lower Erench Village was ordered

to rective $100 recbmpense for his i |mprove-
ments, in response to the following memorial

b

o mh 89 b

’,

* Thg.. Memotial of Daniel Gadong * -
humbly sheweth that he. is A Old in- ° ‘ ..

- habitant in ‘the Loer.french Village,
that he Built and Cleared a farm which
Colo. Alling [Allen] toald him that hee
should have ant~§gcretary Odell toald {
that hee should have his farm; this -
'day Capt. Lee has forwarned me ngt
‘to do Aneething on the land more. .
Your memorialist-humble prays that

- you Will be so Good as to giv mee my

Land that I have improved and not to
Let anee other man injoy my Labour
and shall rest as in Duty Bound" shall ’

-,

everpray. R
. Loer french Vlllar}e the 29 April 1789
Daniel Godong ”

¥ 4
As early as 1785 a number of Acadians living
ih the settlem@hts about St. Ann’s requested -
land at Miramichi and compensation for the

»

-.a;’
¥
R

lands they then occupied. Colonel Isaac "

Allen* and Colonel *Edqard Winslow were
asked to value these lands. Ensign John
Brown of. the Royal Guides and Pioneers

requesting permissjon - to -exchange part o{
the Ignd he had drawn for some in th!"f)os-
session of Jean-Baptiste Cyr, was informed:
«The prayer of the memorial cannot be
granted as it would ingerfere with the rights

v &

,Tﬂlere ‘was’ & pattern to the Acadian

> ewodus from the St. John Vatley. Those -on

the epst bank above and below Keswick
généfally moved to Madawaska or the North

_ Shore within seyen'-dr eight years after the

~" Loyalists arrived. In . thedatter. region they .
sett§ed at Caraque‘tb Tracadie, Baie du Vin$ -
ook on
the Isthmus ofaChignecto. The majdtity on
the west side of the St. John went to Mada-
waska. This 'new dispersron was a volunt‘z'n'y- s
.chosen by
the Acadians themselves. The- ‘basic reasons
for_the move were.the desire for more land
and the regular services of a priest, as it re-
vealed. in the Jpetition of the Thibodeaus,

Thériaults, and Vlolettes ot‘ French Village:
S X

\ - ' . Yes
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I‘hat your petnloncrs are encumbercd
with large Familiés for whose settlement
in life they" look: forward with much
anxiety and it.is their earnest wish to
see them settled around them on Lands
of their own, which they cannot expect
in the part of the Country where they
_ now dwell. That your petitioners are in-
- formed that Government offers. en-
couragement in Lands to such persons
_ ' as shall settle high up the River St.
T John, -which your- petitioners are ’
’ desirous of doing, hot only, in order to
obtain such lands f§P their families, but
that they rﬁay'have the assistance of a
Priest in the performance of the rites
’ and ceremonies of their religion and K
the superln{ndance of their chlldrel

g

L. education

-~

And so the ‘petitioners r;quested the grant- 2

_ing of lands «proportioned to the number of
v : their families» at a «place called the Mada-
waskas.» This was a large-order, as Oliver

4

"Gaspé coast, but. in 1774 he visited the

Acadians of the $t. John Valley and the

North Shore. Named vicar-general for Acadia, °

he helped to keep Malaceets in the Britlsh

interest during the Anierican Revolution,

and so came to be highly regarded in official

quarters at both Quebec and Halifax. s

Staunchly -loyal, the Abbé Bourg dutifully

reported to the justices of the peace on the

St. John River in 1781 that one &joseph

~terriot» Irad described them as «justices of

the devil.»?® But with the coming of Father

James Jones of Halifax in 1785, the Abbé& - _

Bourg retired to Gaspé, leaving the southern \

half of his immense ‘territory in Jones’ ,

charge. . ‘
. ) u ; .

The desire of the St. John Valley Aca-
(]lam for French .priests was one of the
“ major reasons for their removal, as)is shown
by the memorial of eight heads of ’famlly at
Sugar lslanfl in 1786:

*

® Thibodeau had 8 sons, Joseph Thériault 6 ~ o The Memorial of Wee whos mames is
) ™ sons, and Frangois Violette 7 song, In all heer Unto signed Hﬁmbly' ptay that
v three ,families *Yotalled 39.401'30 < 'Con- - yeur Excelency Will be pleasid to Give o
. fronted with’ this remarkable ecundnty, the , - us Land jdyning to®arrecut [Caraquet]
governor in councyl ordered: «May- sit down ' Village to Begin at the Loer-end of Of- - ]
on vacant 'lands dnd report their situation, -’ ever Lashear Marsh and 5o to run Up a - %
which will be secured by proper grants» Long Said Marsh for Eight famelys, as T .
: 3 We would Wish to form a French yillage* e Tt
1 .~ . . .
) Since - the Bishop of Quebec ‘was short- = ° :: :v:e;r e”’:ss&:dﬁg%':ﬁ?;’;:ﬁgﬁ; . T ;
- handed for pnests and the governqg. ¢f Nova their an gWe 3% In Duty Bo d a{ \ oL
Scotia was suspicious of French pnest eny, . Byer pray. v R ¢ B e
_ the activities of -the Apbés Le Eowtre and | » Joseph tareyo, John Batift targyo; t < o
* -+ 'Maillard’in the French. ingerest i)efore 1763 -},’;‘ oy ‘yet taréyo, Victoar\ -tareyo,. . ’ Teny
) ,  the Acadians of the St, John Valley received ' ¢ francos}taseyo, "Domeéng; penet, 5"\. : —s'f-'?.:
=T only occasional vi,si,t(from the mnssion’hnem - paer penet Juner .t cs'C'otme 277 AT e
SR who. were charﬁed with, their spintual TN, b - ' " IS 3
. fare. Notable..among Qlem was - the . Ab TQe desn'e to bea onis thdjr o people Ce T
_'".Jqseph Matprin- Bowﬁ, gne - of four young . and under “the spnritual guidarh “of ‘Frengh™ 1.0 *°
Acadian refugees trained for the prlesthobﬂ ‘." -'tg(h thar\ Itish .o Scogtl‘sh priests. wBre". R
- at Saint-Malo, and.consecrated by, B]shop . powetl motives! for *,Acadum exodus S
- Briand "at Quebec- in 1772.. The fqllowing ~fro _,e St. John Val Y- 8 I /,3
' year Bourg Was given charge, qf the mission. ™ 7 AR e N e
" ‘of «Acadia,” Gag "and ‘the North’ ShQ(e,» C Winle some 6‘1‘ the " ; yahst ram fmd e
o , WHe made his hea uat{ers at Carleto%,.on the. ﬁle Jlearl'i' reggrde;l fhénfselves gs a swor 'r . f N .‘i;"
' .. ." ’ . "'_.-z,--,--.r;'l . 2 ,-'I-_.‘ _. . _" . b ," hAN '."'.;_ J\' . f : o
. \ - . ,?,\ . L ” 3¢ J A ‘\J‘i_';" - ‘ ‘ D ) -‘-.{;}}-_; S a e Yo s ' . ‘(}'fb b -J,.
e I e L q R Y
! \) "'." "‘ .‘; T “.,""“." - ' ; ’ '
~ : L ATRE




caste whose services to King and country en-
titled them to disregard the fights of earlier
seflers, whether pre-Loyalist or Acadian,
this was not the attitude_ of the top Britjsh

officials and the leading Loyalists. In 1787

Lord Dorchester advised his brother Thomas .

Carleton that the Acadians, like the Indians,
should be treated «with civility and kind-
ness.» He had heard that they «have not
only been driven off their lands, but in other
ways ill treated. To prevent 2 misfortune of
the kind in the future, a Grant should be
made ‘out for ‘them in due form. »281h the
case of the Indians Dorchester had observed:

«Besides the policy of this conduct, com-
men justice requires same attention and
compensation to these perle whose lands
we_came to occupy.» Clearly such consider- |
ations had weight with Thomas Carleton and_
his Loyalist council in their treatment of the
Acadians. In New Brunswick,‘as in Nova
Scotia, the leading Loyalists beﬁ'ended the
Acadians and aided in their rehabiljtation as

- full citizens. Their motives in doing\so were

not excluswely high-minded, but wekggalso
expedient. There was a desperate shortiige of
labor and" of local expertise among \the
Loyalist newcomers, and the Ac;&ians wege °
vhlued for their abilities as woodsine
frontier farmers, lumbermen, fishermen and

]
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builders of dykes and reclaimers of. marsh-
lands. Some Acadians chose to "remain

among the Loyalist settlers on the St. John -

and were eventually assimilated’ by them,
losing their language and their traditions.

- But for the most part, because their national

and religious spirit was strong, they estab-

lished themselves in ew. communities ‘of .

their own. Thus were founded the «Inde-
pendent Republic of Madawaska» and the
almost solidly French North Shore. Northern
New Brunswnck—and part of northem Maine
—was to be French
Brunswick English.

largely persists today.

'_]__‘his pdistinctiOn still

If-the Loyalists, overran a considerable
part of the old French Acadia, at the close
of the elghteenth century, the Acadians were
gompliment by flocking to

ury from the Maritimes, as
well as from Quebec. The «ancient limits of

Acadia,» so long disputed between France -

d England, surely must now be considered
to include much of industrial Néw England,
and notably Waltham, Massachusetts, the

gthplace of La Société Mutuelle I' Assomp:-
t

is now the financid] fortress of
“the Acadmn people in Mencton. ( §

and “southern New.

the great exodus of the later -
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James P. A//en made his own un/que.contnbutmn to the field of Franco-Amerlcan . .
studies in 1974, with the pub/lcar/on of the following article in the review Acadiensis. /n s
it, he documents, as it has neveér been documented before, the special attraction of the ™ 2
manuofacturing mdusp‘ry, especidlly fext/le manufacturing, for the French-Canadians in .
their population movomcnrs ‘mm and within the state of Mamq Much of Allen’s analysis P
", was made possible by a surprlsmg/y reliable private enumeration of the Franco-Ameri- ' _
can population of Maine by Odr’/e Laplante of Le Messager of Lewiston early n th/s cen- _ .

tury_ . . N ' ) B v
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. FRANCO-AMERICANS IN MAINE:

\

‘A GEOGRAPHICAL PERSPECTIVE

‘ / ’

A

During the last decnde the people’ of the

United States and Canada have shown a

growing awareness of and pride in their di-

verse ethnic backgrounds. In Maine this i-.
terest appropriately has focused most intent--

ly on the Franco-Americans who apart from
the Yankees, constitute the most culturally
distinctive and nun’iencally importa{\t ethnic
group in the.state.! Yet it would be. Wwrong
to assmpe that members of this group re
found fhroughout the state. They hav? in-
deed Yéen numerous in some areas, bu

the
stat¢ where there are few if any. The largest
centres of French ethnic strength are known
to local residents and scholars in a general
aind rather imprecise way while the less vis-
ible centres are usually ignored..However, a
knowledge of the changing locations o{ the
F ranco-Amencan populatloq would seém a
necessary prelude to understandmg their sig-
..mflcancel the state. "~ *_ .

The major purpose of this paper is to
» depict the geographical characteéristics of
Maine’s Franco-Americans during the twen-
tieth century and to show what changes have
occurred in recent years. 2 A private 1908
cerisus “and the most recent United States

governnient census are the basic sources re-
‘garding spatial. patterns and trends. The *
historical development of ‘various types of

Franco-American settlement will, be ‘traced,

-, and statistical analyses will demonstrate the
- extent to which this ethnic distnbutloq has -

her extreme there are portions of the ’

,(gme& P. Allen “ | .

S - .
- . [

« been distinctive. A second purpose of the
paper is to describe certain changesin culture
and social structure which have occurred a$

Franco-Americans have experienced assimila-
tion to varying degrees in different places. In
this regard, a variety of data from Maine is

useful as are”recent comparative sociological -

studies based on natlonal samples of Franco-
Amencam

Membership in any ethnic, group is basic-
ally a function of an individual’s sens¢. of
identity with the group. Therefore; an eth%l;

. group is most appropriately defined " as

group with a shared sense of -pepplehood. 3

- Although such groups aresusually limited to

persons who share a common biglogical and
cultral ancestry, ethnjgr intermarriage and
attitude _changes have fneant that some bio-

" logical descendants no longer feel an idgntity

with a particulaf ancestral ethnic group.

Such individual$ are not properly considered -

members of “that grd'up The best definition

of a Franco-Amerlcan is thus an, American _

who ¢onsidered himself or herself a Franco-

Americatvnd ‘who feels}a sense ‘of identity -
‘the Canadiens and

with other*descendants o
Acadiens. The, problem with such a defini-

- . tion is that the sense of peoplehood is hard
to measure. For this reason varioys surro- .

gates are often used. Most cémmonly some

R dnstu\ctwe ‘cultural characteristic is identified
\\Vlth most members of an ethnic group- and

‘the people who share this characteristic arJ
considered- member

A

R . . » [ ' a " . . ,
B S R A %{.) T M

he group. Becaose_ ,
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nearly il Canadiens and Acadlens who mi-
grated to the United States were Roman

Catholic and _ Frefich speaking, religious

|dentlficatlon and linguistic usage are poten-
tial indicators. In general, the former is the
better indicator, bécause Catholic immi-
grants to the U. S. have tended to keep their
religion while typically abandoning the lan-
guage of the old country In two or three gen-
erations. Franco-Americans, however, have
been more successful in preserving their
French language through several generations

than have most other ethnic groups. Asare- _

sult, a linguistic measure is probably one
satisfactory indicator - of relative Franco-’
American strength in different’ places. Ad-

~ mittedly, a few people who consider them-

selves as members of this ethnic group were
not raised as Catholics ‘and probably a much,
larger number did not speak French as chil-
dren. But there is no way of determining how

many people are represented in these untyp- .

ical categories. Moregver measures of lan-

guage and religion provide the only evidence

available_regarding the size-and distribution
of the F ranco-Amencan populatron
' v

. %- Social scientists who have studied ethni-
- city in the United States have- fr‘equently
used published volumes of the decennial
federal cehsus as primary sources Dependmg
on the. year under investigation, measure-

ment of the size of an ethnic population "

could usually be obtained from data on

. either 1) the mother tongue of the foreign

born population of states, counties and’

larger cities; ot 2) the country of origin of /
“and the foreign’ stock (na- -

the foreign bor
tive born of foreigit parentage) in sumlar
types of places Although these }would seem.
relatively satisfactory. indlcator,s, they are
: greatly weakened by being llmrted to the
first and second geperations of 1mmigrants

‘Like many Americans, the of@crals who de-~s

signed the censuses assumed that the -grand- -

children of immigrants woulgl lose thélr
ethnic ldentﬂy and the culturally 'élqktmctwe

. .-aspects of . thelr ethmc background In fgct :

. ~tributional mformatltm ‘'on Franco-Ameri-

v

this has often not been the case. New Eng- ‘
land’s Franco-Americans, especially, have

_ preserved their ethnicity over niany more - |

than two _genérations. For this reason, the
use of typical census classifications may re-
sult in a serious underestimatlon of ethnic

numbers. Religious preference might provide

. .a further cultural indicator, but since 1936 it

has been the palicy of the Bureau of the
Census to ask no question regarding such a

. pnvate,matter as. rellglon A second difﬁcul- 'k,‘_

m ,the use of the published U. S. Census .
S been the fact that the data are o ten not = .
p?esented in texms of sufficiently smdll areal '
units, This situation is exemplified by- Maine,
a state whose generally large counties en-

* compass many small an¢( often contrasthig

. towns. County-level measurements are simp-_ '
ly too gross to illuminate much of the geo- -
graphic -variety of the state, and except for
Portland there Ras been until retently no-
city large enough to recelve detarled treat-
ment. ) : 9
"Howevet, it is possrble to overcome these
probidms and to obtain reasonahly good dis-

cans, both at the beginning of the twentieth -

century and m 1970. For the formety two
pubhcatlons of the late nineteenth century
are - helpful ‘but agpecial 1908 . census is

. most useful., The unusual circymstances:be- +

hind this census require some brief explana-
.1t was planned by leaders of the Francq-

" Ametican commumtxes in order t¢' demon-

" strate that they represeited an-ethnic group ) ,_,\'

larger than the Irish in numbers and, there-
fore, were deservmg ‘of more influence -
within the Catholit Church’s Diocese of

. Portland. The Franco-Anfericans” basically.

objected to the Church’s policy of trying to
assimilate’ them into the Enghsh-speakmg !
Catholic- population, but they found, their.
desires thwarted again anid again by the

. Church. In an effort to suppert their claims ‘%

of numencal supe;ionty the leaders formed -
» X A

W

|
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Becauses the survey was not restricted to re-

- cent mnmgrant generations and because it
was presented in tesms of Catholic pansh-

units, the-data are more culturally valid and

jit is not possible to know the exact Tocation

- and extent of population clustermg wnthln’

these panshes ' ) "

~
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Le Comité Permanent de la Cause Nationale - ... motivatiou behmd the survey would suggest
du Mame ‘This group commissioned Odule that Laplante was probably not reluctant to -
Laplante to conduct .a thorough survey of .- include those of French origin who were uo* .
. the Franco-American population in Maine. - longer using the. language or practicing the R
In" his efforts Laplante ﬁ-a\feled over 3000 faith. Although these matters do raiséﬂues- . -
miles within the state, see‘king out Franco- - . ° tiond abSut the t’ota%istate numbers, it will” ~ .
Anericans in even the smallest towns. His ~  'be assumed that variations in: the’ accuracy of i
final count was one in which he expressed couutiug and in the criteria for membership v
great confidence, in spite of - numerous in the Franco-American community did not’ o
admitted, difficulties” In 1908 fnd early vary significantly from place to’ place. “As -
) 1909, Laplante’s findings were published well dne must. remember at. l..aplante S '
. . and fortun'ately they have been recently re- count was made by parish temtorles, which -~ .
prjnted “Comparison with federal census in much of Maine extended - over several
" figures for 1910 indicates that he was gen- towns and often included more than ‘ome .- .
erally accurate, with - over-estimates likely ~small Franco- American settlement ‘together. "
-only in areas having few F ranco-Amerlcans 6 with scattered individuals and families. Thus, - *

geographically illuminating than most U. S. Cantemporary dlstrlbutlonal data are P
Census data.. His results represent the- best - available ighthe United States. Census. of ~~ - -i’,;'—‘
@ ethnic distributjonal data available from tlus - 1970. This was differeny from pdst censuses _ ,j"'
: period. ¢ ' o in ‘that the -question conceming movm RN NP
i 1}0 : : S s . tongue was not llmited in application to RPN A
v In. mterpretmg Laplante’s data certain - fageign -born pOpulation -All indj iduals in a gy "(
e proble s must be considered, First, Laplante - 15 pexr: cent.rgndom sample ‘wetSasked to . “4'}"' ;
urse, interested iny counting -the identify thé\linguage“used in their hémes® SR

Cathollc po _ulatlon of French backgrouud when they were cl!ildren 7 For this regson . Vg

R “and’ he relied on parish priests for much of the 1970 data on mother \tongue are more v _
-~ “his ilrformatwn But he . never defined the  useful than those. from any previous cengus. - » - g

| criterja by, which a person was to be consid- "However, it is impottant to recognize that el
ered 'a French Catholic. Although he wgs = e data do not indigate the lang‘age,used at o 5_-"5 "
able to include many Franco-Americans who the time the census was taken. . Mahy people 'é ' 3

were outside the ethnic ‘centers and. yome who' learned French or other; ‘languages as

_ . who.were far from even an Irish Catholic - the irst language have since ledrned English - ;
3 Church, many of these were in the process  and¥May speak English regularly as adulis. cr
> ‘of abandoning either *@feir gnguage or their - _The -itein is a good Cultural indicator, how—' - L
Catholicism or.both. There was no-standard- . ever, of French ethnic backgr und and as. b
ized method for identifying"'who was Franco- such,. is a.good m asure of (t ative e
.+ American and who was not, as in céses of strength .of Frénch e%hmclty in “different @ - k&
. children of ethmcally mixed marriages. Nor” _places. The\ fact that only * a sample of the T 2
were there any expressed criteria for, déciding populstiohr wis -asked the- quesﬂon’does not S
® who should be counted as a member of a .- affect the reliability of the results, except .
pansh and who ‘had been so lax and uninter-r perhaps in towns with fewer thaﬂ‘ severak,” e g8
; estedjln pracficing his religion as to be no{f ~“hundred inhabitants.. Another lmlirovement ot
lon&r consndered a Catholic Indeed tlﬁ -, in the 1970 Census js the availablllt'y of ;lata?h c o
".'_;. , o SR L
o s
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for smaller areal units. The published volumes . -

of the Census provide somewhat greater de-
tail than in the past, and much more infor-
mation is available in the férm of comupter
tapes. A print-out of tfle results of the
mother tongue question for many of Millye’s
towns is one empirical basis for research bn

the contemporary distribution of Frantos
~ - Americans. . : .

el

Clearly the 1908*and 1970 data are not"

‘strictly comparable since they are based.on
different criteria.
portant aspect-of Franco-American ethnicity,
and it is indeed possible to compare the two

distributions in terms of relative changes @

tween different places jn,_;vt.he' state. Such
compatisons constitute the primary evidence
of the twentieth-céntury trends discussed i
this paper. . 3 d

At this point it is appropriate’to gxamine
the historical development of Franco-Ameri-
can settlement in Maine. In general, the
ethnic distribution at the beginning of the

tlwe|1t|§tll century can be ﬁgflﬁ%‘teﬁg‘mq&?
Sed B oo

Yet each measures an im-’

2

+ the cumulative effect of four major phases,

-

1 * 4

of settlement: 1) the expansion of early rural

| b_st;(t!eme"a\nf along the upper St. John River,
-2) the settlement of formerly seasonal work-

. hantly ’
From a first landing at St. David near the

ers, &specially in the Kennebec and Penobscog
River Valleys, 3) the concentration of large
numbers of immigrants in cotton' textile
manufacturing towns, and 4) later concen-

‘trations of both immigrants and natives in
“certain pulp and paper manufacturing cen-

ters. Since thege developmients laid the foud-
datjons for the population changes to be in-
vestigated ,(the'y will be discussed briefly.

In the late eighteelftll ce‘ﬁ‘lry French -

Acadian pioneers began c'lea_ring land for
homes and fields along the banks of the St.
John River, far upstream from the predomi-

British ama,}_,.nr(gmd - Fredericton.

‘present town of Madawaska, they soon began

au Eleaand
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to expand atong both banks, up and’down
the river. (Map 1)9 Canadians from the St.
Lawrence Valley joined them, and by 1831

there were over 2,000 immigrants in the
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~ known collectively tlien as Madawaska, ex-
' tended from the mouth of the Fish River

(Fort Kent) forty-five iiles downriver, be- _

¥ yond the parish of St. Bruneau gVan Buren).

There were some English-speakidg people at

~ either end of the Valley, but in the center
the inhabitants Were almost comp‘%etely

French, with roughly equal numbers of
. Acadians and Canadian$. Ever since the
Treaty of ‘Paris in 1783 the entire area had

- been in dispute between the United States’

‘and  Great Britian. However, in 1842 the

. - . northern boundary of Maine was firmly

' . fixed along the St. John and St. Francis riv-

" ers, splitting Madawaska down its river back-

bone. People who had chosen lots on the

S * south bank became U. S. citizens while tho‘&
" on the north were confirmed as British sub>

b 4

+jects. Resolution ,of the boundary dlspute

brought increased mlgratlon and a resulting

| extension of the area of contiguous settle-

. ment. Some people moved up the Fish River

along a newly completed road to the south.

 -Also, by the 18505 logging trails penetrated

" the broad hill country east of Frenchville,

‘and after 1860 this area received its first

~ farm families. Ulitmately these back settle-

ments would be spread over. the land some

ten miles south of the river. By 1892 the set-

tlemient encompassed Hamlin on' the east

and St. Frarcis on the west, but the general
direction_of expansion was to the south.]

. Wallagrass Eagle Lake, and Winterville were

then well populated. The major southward’

R ~Jhrust was along the main road from Van

K Buren to Caribou, with a focus around the _

parish at North Caribou, established in 1881.
, A secondary. movement of French pushed
south from Hamlm toward Limestone.
ad
/ In contrast to the wild fOrest land whlch

these lands to the southeast lihd been opened,

- if not densely occupied, by the descendants

) of the Yankee-British- pioneers of eastern
Aroosjook County. At the same time, the
Swedish farming colony begf™in the towr

surrounded most of the French settlements,

P

?

6 New Sweden in 1871 was expanding to

the north and east. Although the Swedes

pushed into . the town of Stockholm first,
the Frencli would soon follow. Thus" a zone
of interlaced’ peoples was créated betweén
leestone .Aand Hamlin and between. Caribou
"and Van Buren. Also, to the west along the

St. Jolin River a smaller settlement of still -

different character was developing. Scots-
Irish loggers and river drivers ' from New
» Brunswick migraterd to the Valley and lo-
cated west of the maush of the St. Francis
River, upriver from the French. In time
their descendants and new arrivals formed
a small, somewhat unique society, isolated
both geographically and culturally: A narrow
cultural transition zone.was being formed at

:..4 the town of St. Francjs: eastward was ap al- |

\3most exchusively F rer%h Catholic area while

~ to the west was’ Allagash whose inhabitants
spoke English and were most assuredly not
~Catholic. :

Although in-migration -to the Valley de-
clined in the last half of the nineteenth cen-
* tury, the population grew rapidly by natural
increase, At the same time many individuals
left the area and sought their fortune further
south. Some work& at the huge sawmill

north of Ashland, a few moved to Caribou.

and Fort Fairfield, and others )omed mi-
grants from the Maritime Provinces seeking
employment in the sawmills, tanneries, and
other
towns.12 . ot

A srmllar sou thWard drift was taking place
from Canadian settiements closer to the St.
. Lawrence River.
many ‘French-Canadians from Beauce County
were able to find short-term work in south-
‘ern Maine. In those early years most individ-
“uals_rejoined their families in Quebec ' witen
the jobs Were finished, but economic oppgr-
tunities were so0 much better south oprIe
border that increasing numbers decided to
. move permanently to Maine.'> As early as

”
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industries of the- Penobscot River

Beginmng in the 1830s .
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'l835 thlrty fanjilies had gathered in Water-
ville,!* and by 1860 there wereanore than
SOO French-Canadians in Biddeford and al-

most as many in Waterville and in the towns
- along the lower Penobscot River.!® Skow-
hegan had over 200 French-Canadians, and -
there were sufficient opportunities in Augus-

ta, Farmington, Fairfield and Dexter for
ench to have attracted several French fani-

ilies.} 6. After 1853, when the first rmlroadr

link' between Q\;ebec and Maine was com-
pleted transportation between Quebec and
southern Maine's developing manufacturu’lg
cities was relatively easy and cheap. This,
together with recruitment and the personal
contact networks established- earlier, made
it possible for future French-Canadnan migra-
tion to be highly responswe to developing

job opportunities and income differentials-in -

various places.l .

The largest employer of French-Canadian
immigragts—men,; women and children—was
the exfhding cotton textile manufacturing
establrshments After a hesitant beginning in

~ the early nirieteenth century, they grew rap-

idly after the Civil War with the consolidation
of smaller mills and the availability of cotton
fiber and Boston capital tapped for mill de-
velopment by resourceful entrepreneurs.

This was also a period of vigorous railroad

expansion, ‘with each line which pushed; _
north helping o tie more cities into" the’,
-larger ' markets of southern New England.’

Moreover, southern cottop was easily shipped
-to.the port of Portland and from there taken
by train to the vanous mills. Prior to mid-
‘century most workers in the mills were Yan-
kees, often’ farm girls looking for more ex-

citement and a better life in the city. But be-
cause of the monotonous and often danger--

ous workggwith long Jhdurs and low. pay,
fewers Americans accepted such jobs, and in

the 1850s much of the labor in-the mills was
being performed by Irish immigrants. With . -

the post-Civil War expansion, -even these
recent |mm|grants were able to fmd better

LS
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jobs, and French—Canadmns were recruited
and eagerly accepted mill work.

.By 1873, the cotton mill citics of Bldde-
ford and Lewiston were lrecervmg the ’langest
number of French—Canadians In' 1860
nearly 75 per cent of Biddeford’s employed
French-Canadians weré working in the cot-
ton mills.20 Although the first French-Cana-

" dian immigrant to Lewiston may have arrived

as late as 1869, 21 the grow)th of both indusx

. try and the Frepch population was so rapld -
" after 1868 that Lewiston soon surpassed

Biddeford. By 1890 there were 9,250 French
persons in l;:yztzn compared to Biddeford’s
8,155. 22 T Lockwood Mills were built in
Watervrlle and the French community of
that town continued to expand Other cot-
ton mill centers—Brunswick, Westbrook, and

Augusta—had fewer French, but only the

~ smallest mills in such places as Hallowell,

Kennebunk, Richmond and Yarmouth failed
to become: foci of” major Franco-Amerlcan
commumtles. “

‘Woolen textlle plants, more widely dls—
persed and smaller than the cotton mills,

.tended to employ local residents. In towns

where both woolen mill employment and

" Frerich Settlement occurred, the relationship
" between the two wiN uncertain. Skowhegan,
Old Town and Madison all had French com-

munities prior to mill construction;’and Lis- - -
bon, Lewiston and Old Town were more di-
verse mdustrially, with employment oppor-
tunities not dependent on woolen manufac-

turing. Perhaps only in Dexter and Vassal-
boro could the establishment of Franco-

American communities be assocrated primar- =
“ily with the woolen mills.2

4 However, the
importance of the textile industry as a°whole
in providing employment to the French-

nadian' jmmiggants is clear from the fact
that ‘in 1890 over 30. per cent of Maine’s

: employed Canadum-born French males and .

84 per "cent of employed Canadian-born.

French females worked i in such mllls
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-, In the late nineteenth century apothey

major industry was developmg in the state.
‘When the paper industry switched in the late
1870s from rags to wood pulp as a source of

paper fiber, the resource potential of Maine’s -

- forests was obvious. Over the next few dec-
ades numwus pulp and paper mills were es-
tablished, commonly on the larger rivers—

the Androscoggin, the Kennebec, and the

towns on the fringes of the great forpst areas
. and rejuvenated older settlements' which had
been chosen as sites for the new mills. Thé

Penobscof. Tlre industry built wl%)le new

rapid growth of the industry meant that ]

wood choppers were in great demand. Know-
ledge of job opportunities in the woods had
been widely disseminated, and in 1871 a rail:
road connection between Bangor and New
Brunswick was completed. By the end of the
century a large proportion of the woodsmen
were Canacllan in origin: Scots, English, Irish
and Acadigns from the Maritime Pr6vmces
together with French-Canadians from across
the border, to the west. 26

[N

When the large pulp and paper m|lls were
built, a great variety of people sought work
at the plants. The average annudl wage was

$609 compared to $442 for woolen inill

workers, §390 for cotton mill workers, and
$415 for umber and timber workers.2” The
companies recruited a few skilled paper
mdkers, but most of the Yankees, Italian im-
migrants, apd French from Canada and Lew-
iston who were hired at the mills were anx-
ious for any job at these higher wagés. Also,
the presence of Acadian French in the paper

mi{l towns differentiated these places some- .

what from the other French settlements in
southern Maine. Acadians from New Bruns-

wick, Prince Edward Island and'the upper
St. John Valley migrated in handfuls to most -

of the urban French centers in Maine, but
the paper mill towns received easily the
largest numbers? 28 (Map 2). For example, in
- 1880 the S.D. Watren Company in Westbrook
- was described as the largest paper mill in the

-

190834

world, its emp oyeos'\rmclucled Quéf;ecois
but these were late

hundred Acadian fgrr'lres 29 Some P.EL
Acadlans settled nealI the new mill in Yar-
mouth,3? and .others pjade their way to the
Chisholm and erey\; llls in tlle town of
Jay. 31 Millinocket’s ErlancojAmericans came
m‘tly\from the upper St. ﬁl’fn Valley and
the Marijtimes, and the largest colony of New
Brumlwlck and P.E.I. Acadians developed in

_ Rumford after the International Paper Com-

pany opened |ts sulfrte mill and paper bag
plant in 1900.3 Srmllarly, in the lower
Penobscot River towns some of the French
rmmrgrants were from Quebec, but most gi
come from the Maritime- Provinces.

'By 1908, ‘then, )
population was concentrated in the new
manufacturing centers, and it is possible to
determine statistically the .¢xtent to which
French urban settlement wag'correlated with
different typgs of manufalturing. Laplante s
data for 1908 and Maine state statistics on

manufacturmg employment by town in’

were compared for all towns and
cities with over 2,900 inhabitants in 1910.
Aroostook County was excluded because
Frapco-American - settlement there was
knawn to be unrelated to manufacturing.
Thirty-seven places were included in the

" analysis. _ \

-

Results indicate that cotton textile em-
ployment was very highly cogrelated with

. the Franco-Amerrcan populetion- (r=915).

Both woolen and pulp and paper manufac-
turing employment showed positive but
much lower correlatrons (r=.141 and .137
respectrvely) It is correct, then, to associate
the early twentieth century Franco-Ameri-
cans with the cotton industry. This does not
mean, of course, that all Franco-Americans
or even a majority weére actually working in
the industry. It shows only that this indus-

~ trial employment was sufficient to provide
~ a locational focus for the infant Franco-

» .

oo .

»

ined by -about one

the‘ Franco-American '

=
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A2 American communities, each’ of which con< ' of F ranco—A&\erican settlement i these spe-
- tained. many individuply of varied oq‘cnpa-‘ cialized - industrial centers. Moreover, total -
3 *_ fional’ skills. "That Franco-Americans had a ** - manufacturinig employment was more highly -
/ distinctiye geography at this time js further ¥ coptelated ‘with the total population (r=.808)
indichted by the fact that correlation be-* tfan with the Franco-American population.
. tween the -fotal-population.and the Franco- i _ N T e
- ' American popufatibn of these places was rel- The data were further analyzed\by step-’
v - -atively low (r=.391). Clearly, Fran‘éoﬁmeri- . wise multiple regression to determine the '
. ~ can settlement was not a reflection of the cumulative importance of the different man- )
M »  general population distribution. . . ™ - dfacturing types in accounting for the:Fran-
T | e - co-American, ‘djstribution. The ‘results indi-
/ Of the places in the above analysis, two - cate that half the vari tio_n _jp the Franco-
' _ ‘were cities with nearly twice the cotton tex- - Amgrican distribution could be explained by .
. tile employment and Franco-Arherican pop- cotton textile employment . .'(R2;=.4942)
‘ * . = tulation of the next largest cehter. It is quite ' withofit even including the two largest cot-
e < clear that’ the correlation was _strongly’ ~ ton mill and Franco-American centers. Fur- . .
' influenced by these two extren e cases (Lew- . thermore, all three variables together ac: ’
iston and Biddeford-$aco) in Which the cor-  ° count for over<70 per cent of the distrib
relation with cottdh textile employment was ~ tionof Franco-Americahs (')ujside Aroostooz -
very high. Therefofe, in order to better un- - “County. . ) P S, *
" derstandt.the situation_for more typical ur- ' . ' _ ' : -
ban places, a second analysis was made, this -* Other major features of ‘Franco-Ameri-
tame. éxcluding Lewiston |, and Biddeford- = - can settlement ill\L&QS can best be seen in
Saco. Analysis of the remaiting thirty-five ° .terms of county comparisons (Tabieé 2).
places showed "that the. Franco-American Aroostook County contained- the largest
papulation was still most highly corrplated number of Franco-Americans, and - the larg-
¢ with cotton textile employment (r=.703), ~ est proportion of Franco-Americans in the
.but that pulp and paper industry employ- = total population was also found there, Set-
7. ment was “also strdngly’ correlated (r=.484, - tlement was still highly concentrated in the
statistically significant at the .01 level). _rural upper St. John Valley'(Map 2). Becaw Co
Woolen textile employment had a much low- - immigration in the late nineteemh ntury '
er corgéla,t__iq_ﬂ'(r~.258, not statistically signif- was, not .large, it was indeed a native-born
'* icant at the -.05 level). Correlation with total . popuilation that occupied the area. By 1910
_ manufacturing employment - (r=.468) was  only 13 per cent of the French in Aroostook
7 -Jess than that with either cotton or pulp and County had been born in"Canada.35 Penob-
~* paper mapufacturing, making clear the fact (Scot County also contained a large number
- : _ " TABLEf : -
| 7 RESULTS OF MULTIPLE REGRESSION OF FRANCO-AMERICAN oot
POPULATION ON EMPLQYMENT VARIABLES * -
- - _ < 2 i )
Employmgnt Type . R - | ‘ R - Increase in R .
! Cotton textile " °.7030 4942 T 4942 '
. " * Pulp and paper 1714 | 5951 1009 . »
+ 7. . Woolentextile ‘ 8410 | 7073 1122 :

*_ewiston, Biddeford-Saco and A'r.oostoo}c County not inclild_ed.
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. of_Franco-Ameripans; and begause-so many
.. .of M residents had migrated from the.U.S.
Vv ., sile of the St John Valley or were descen-

L A . .
e ~dants or'very early French Canadian settlers,
“'the percentage -of foreign born was excep-

] B
"I
* L
£

tionally low (26%) in’that county too. »

[}
* '

" 'In the southern part of the state Franco-
Americans weresolearly strgngest in Andjo*
scoggih and York Counties, with Kennebec
_ County thirdein numbers, Here most Franco-
. .« Americans lived clpse to the mill operatiotis
" of the types already discussed. With the ex-
" ception.of Waterille and, to a lesser extent,

., - Biddeford, the French population of these '

. counties was relatively new to. the - state.
Over half the French. in Androscoggin and
. York Counties in 1910 hhd‘;)een born in Ca-

. - ¥ .

o TABLE 2
S FRANCO-AMERICANS IN MAlNE\CdUNTlgs‘: 1908,1970 -, ¢ |
' | 1908 1970 &
' ” _ F;anco . Per cent French Per cent .
. s ) * American ~ ™Fr.-Ams. in Mother Tongue Fr.M.T.in
: County . C Catholics Total Pop. Population Total.Pop.
«  Androscoggin 14,842 , s " ¢ 35940 39
Aroostook v 22,883 ‘31 / 27,442 29
Cumberland 7,715 7 2 11,286 . 6
Ffanklin 2,351 12, 21,559 . 7 ‘
. Hancock 22 0 : 403 il
y Kerinebec 9,152 15 .18,264 . 19 . -
. Knox ' . 112 1 ] = 211 . 1 .
. Lincoln 22, 0 o 200 1 -
" oxfod . < 331 9 3,612 8
Penobscot 9,8% e . 8,885 , 7 ¥
Riscataquis . .397 2 .. 845 5 .
Sagadahoc 723 . 4 - 1,134 5 \
.~ Somerset - 4358 12 . v 4475 ke ‘
< Waldo ., . , 145 - - 1 . 467 24
: Washington ¢ 301 ° 1 500 2
_— York : " 15,143 o 22 Te 26226 © 24
. Total - © 91,567, < 141489 e
\ “ Average . Co g : 12 " : : 15. )

. Sources: Laplante. «Les Franco-américains du Maine.» La revue franco-américaine. 11 (January. 1909).

’ ’ .‘ . - .
“~ nada. The presencd® of Franco-Americans.-in

‘ .

-

such counties ‘as Cuzmberlind, Franklin, Ox/-y
- ford and Somerset can be understood only -
in“ terms of particular towns. Becatise the
low numbers ghd proportions of county- to- .
tals obscure the‘lqéal Si'gnifiizance of these
French settlements, an examinatign of the .
distripution by towns is more illu%nnating_. )

% Table 3 includes only parishes in which.
the Franco-American population in 1908
“was substantially concentsated in one town.
Data for smaller places indicage a dispersal of .
_Franco-Amrericans which made location in ~
terms of towns too uncertain. In these par- -
ishes 'where Franco-Americans were known -
to be concentrated in one town, but with
. significant numbers in one adjoining town,

pp. 206-209. U.S. Bureau of the Census. Thirteenth, Census of the U.S. 1910: Population. 1.

pp. 814-816. U.S. Bureau of the Census. 1970-Census of Population. Maipe: Number of In-
habitants. Table 10: General Social and Economic Characteristics. Table 119.
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Co TABLE 3 X i x A

‘_ T FRANCO AMERICA S IN SELECTED ﬁ)sz 1908, 1970 ¥ | E |

) . 1908 ' T L S

B ST - Franco M\ Frenth Per cent b

. : Tt American v.. other Tongue - Epench g ,

Town or Parish o g Cathlics ™ - vyP¥ . , . Population . MT. _ : :

_ Lewiston . % 11,180 '!_" 43 A 25,037 g 60 { . _/ _
* Biddeford (incl. Saco),. S 10641 D o 62% b 155997 . 61 \.
~ Waterville (incl. Wrnslow) - 5862 . % S1*5 .. .~ 83387 30 :

. VanBuren . 1 e 13,800 e 9T e 3844 . 1+ 94 .

Brunswick (incl. Topsham) ~ 3308, 7 TTtso®® o 3450, 157 N

Old Towi (incl, Bradlep) ° ~3300 © 52, <o w . 1,980 20 ’

\) . Sanford (incl. Sprmgva]c) 2968 - . 33 T~ M 5997 .38
A Westbrook . ' 29351 . 36 2,487 17
¢ \ | ‘

Auburn ‘ . 2911 19 6,938 - 29 " RN
~ Fort Kent -\ 2,850 9% 3929 86 -
: : Rumnford (incl. Mexrco) , 2,745 PR L 2,665 21 L

© Augusta \ . 2487, 19 v 6419 29 o _
| Eagle Lake | © 2400 . 9 - .9 s - \
+}  Caribou(incl. N.Car) S 22420 F< 4% . T 2470 < T 24 S
2 Frenchville —~ 1,950 . 1,441 N

Skowhegan ‘ ' 1,806 34. : 925 12 _

Madawaska 1,600 95 4,800% 86t -

Jay (incl. Liv. Falls) ~ ~ 1525 - ) LA 1,505 18 R

Bangor 1,058 4 1,861 - 6

Millinocket (incl. E. Mil.) 1,039 31¥ 1,369 13

Dexter : - . 855 .24 364 10

St. Francis . 805 95 876 79 -

Portland (incl. S. P()rt) 760 N 3,653 . 4 :

Bath N 674 . 7 270 - 3

Presquelle ) 641 12 ' 876 14 "

PR Brewer L 624 11 .- 479 ' 5 _
- » Orono * 599 17 7168 8 -

Lisbon . . 567 " 14 1,135 17 !

- *See text for explanation of probable slight overestimhtc represented by these figures, ’
v T Estimate.

# For Biddeford alone the 1970 French mother tOnguc population was 12,268, -

Sources:Laplante’s census, published in issues of LéMessager (Lewiston) and reprinted (See note 4).
- U.S. Bureau bf the Census. Thirteenth Census of the. U.S. 1910: Population. II. pp. 801-805. PR :
U.S. Bureauy of the Census. 7970 Census of Populatlon. ‘Maine: Number of Inhabitants. Table . ' -
&: General, Social and Economic Characteristics. Table 81: 102: Fourth Count of Computer '

- Tapes. Table 23 for towns with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants.
- L] - t & o | . ) -
- - -
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v * the second center is indicated

cluded as part of the parish tot%# In such

~ cases the percentage figure for the major

town in 1908~is somewhat higher than it

should be, as this figure does not take into

" ‘account the total popWlation in the adjoining

. _town. The case of Biddeford and Sacdo, for

‘ which additional information o1 French lo-

cations is avdilablg, illustrates the situation.

\ -  Because there was no French parish in Saco,

even as late as 1908, the more than 1,000

Franco-Americans in Saco3¢ were included
by Laplante with those in Biddeford to
~make the total of 10,641. Biddeford would
. then appear to be 62 per cent Franco-Ameri-
can. But if the 1,000 in §aco are subtracted
_ . from Biddeford s_total the revised total of
r- 9,650 Franco-Americans, 57 per cent of the
- city’s peopje, is more accurate. Still, Bidde-
L ford was the leading city in the state in
{r_\,." termis. of proportion 'of French in the total
’ pepulation. During this period the city was
L - expesicing alsq an influx of European im-
' ‘migrahts of vaned nationalities. At the same
time old Yankee- families had been moving
~” across. the river to Saco to avoid contact
- with the «new and uncertain peoples. »37
Saco was considered a serene and prosperous
traditional .community, epitorhized by¢ its
old colonial homes and elm-shaded streets.
As Biddeford becanfe mcreasmgly foreign
and Catholic, Saco became a suburban refuge
for the Yankees. '

being in- .

: % roportlon of the mhabltants

N L

but the propomon of French in this second-
, ‘largetzt city of the state was lower than one
_ migh
reputation as the French city Lewiston had
large numbers of both Yankees and Irish, so
that even by 1908 the French were not in a
majority, But it had been growing faster
than Biddeford, as was indicated by the
change in manyfacturing employment fragn
1904 to 1909. While Blddeford grew by o:?/
288 persons in such jo s, there was
increase of 1,540 manufac
Lewiston*Auburn by tife

ring workels in

can city, and new industry had appeared in

the area. The Hollingsworth and Whitney

pulp and paper plant.was constructed across

- the Kennebec. River in Winslow, and a new
soda pulp plant at-Fairfield alsb provided
- jobs for the Fr'ench community. But more
immigrants were heading down the river to
Augusta where cotton mill employment had
by 1910 grown to ten times its size in
1845.40 Also, the town of Jay experienced a
major influx of people when the Interna-

: t*onal Paper Company developed Qlants on
the - Androscoggin ;River. Few people had
been living just north of the town of Liver-
more Falls when the mills were built. Conse-

- quently, in the Chisholm area especially and
in the town of Jay as a whole the Frapco-

" < Americafi community rep;esented a large

’

‘In Old Town also, meaSurement was %

complicated by the location of parishioneks
in neighboring towns. Over two decades eaf-

lier," one-fifth of the French members of the
parish in OM Town had been living in -

. Bradley and Milford towns. 38 1f the relative
location of parishioners had not. changed

| then in 1908 probably only about 39 per
% cent of Old Town’s inhabitants were Franco;
B Americans. Sirhilarly, some of the peOple
counted by Laplante for St. John’s pansh in

Brunswick actually lived across the river in

“Topsham. Lewiston may have been the

In the upper St. John Valley the bulldmg _

of the Bangor and Aroostook Railroad and
the development of the potato as a specialty
~ crop permittéd much closer commercial ties

with the growing urban markets to the south. §
For farmers the potato represented a gamble *

for¥possible large cash gains, and for young

people and entire families there were good-
jobs for a few weeks in late sammer picking -

potatoes. Unfortunately, the prosperity of
bumper harvests too seldom compensated

for lean years; the Valley remained poor.

largest Franco-American center at this time

have expected from its wtdespread _

latter - date. 39
' Waterville was still the third Franco-Ameri-.

¥ —




preneurs.4!

‘around. ,Even though some Franco-Ameri-
. ,cans were leaving the Valley,‘the high rate of

French.42 Moreover, the total population

- pressed U.S. economy and new immigration

- ban places within the cu _ 7
"Maine posed an understandable threat to the

ey

. ( .

bumbering - still provided seasonal employ- \f
ment for local theri? and gope Fragco-Ameri-

cans were able to purchase busm;es such as
sawmills, starch Tactories and stéres’ which -
had been started otiginally by Yankee entre-
And although Franco-American -
lawyers and doctors were beginging to re-
place most, non-Erench professnonals there

were altogether not enough goed jobs to go

natural increase plus the departure of some
English- speakers meant that the populace ¥
was becoming ever more dominantly

was growing rapidly. The number of people
in_the regioy, fram Allagash to Hamlin and
1 to Wmte ille and Stockholm, in-
.creased from less than 9 ,000 in 1880 to over
21,000 in 1910. The new Franco-American
settlements of Guerette and Sinclair on the
lakes' sputheast of Frenchville were devel-
oped in the 1890’s whilé Eagle Lake and.
Stockhzlm tripled their numbers betwee\n

settlements in northern” laine and the rest
of the state produced é most dlstlnct/ive
cultural region in all. New England, one
which appeared at this time i ip little danger

. oféwmg overwhelmed by,the Enjlish-speak-

ing Protestant and secular dominance of the !

“rest of the state and the country.

~Many Féench Canadians arrived in New
England in the years after 1908 Except for
the, gulod of World War I the net southward
flow“continued " until 1930, when the de-

restrictions effectively ended the long period
of large-scale French Canadian immigratiors
to New England.#3 The development of |
growing French populatignis in rural and ur-
rally alien state of

integrity of the transplanted French culture.

" In the nineteenth ceptury French-Canadians

Sy

_pupils in parochial schools in Mame,-F

~ affairs of the community.*

felt that their language was inseparable from
their religion, that the Frénch- language was a
necessary bulwark for Catholicisifi. As long
as #iperson continued to use French rather
than "English he” would remain a Catholic.
But qui perd sa langue perd sa foi. The
priestS and other leaders.who came to New
England were very much aware of the danger
of exposure to the ahen influences.

-

—

The establisiiment of a Catholic elemen-
tary school was dften the first concgrn of -
the pastor |n a grong Franco-Am ican
community’ In 1908 there were over 9§00
and
two-thirds  of these were  in Krench
from enther France or Cafiada. Although in
_some schools there were classes in English,
" most teaching was devoted to French-lan-
guage subjects, mcludmg religion and French

Canadian Iustory ‘the major

Except
Frango-American centers, 0;19‘ atteml"Jt to

of ' Frenc

_ preserve the use in elleryd'ay
1900 and 1910. The cultur® and geograp ‘speech failed. In |an:§ parishes the prlésts
cal'separatlon between the Franco-American spoke no French the adquisitjon. of -

glish language skills was obvio sl‘ vluu- '
able if not necessaryy where Fra co-Apneri-

cans were a local minority imbering a' few
hundred or less. Even in the larger plaoes X
many Franco—Amencans lost interest "in
ethnio matters; the 1920’s represented the
last decade of widespread ethnic support for
the use of the French language in all possible
6 By 1930 the
smaller schools had evolved ‘into general

_Ca?olic schools with French language study

upying a minor position in the curricu-

- lum. Larger schools still emphasized the

language, but no longer were the snsters
preaching love of Canada and.its history .4

In these schools a bilingual generation of
Americans was being prodyced: In fact, until
the 1950’s- the, state of Maine never really
enforced the requnrement that English be the
basic lahguage of instruction in all schools?8

although, until 1569 the. state officially

R

v

~ schools.** Usually the teachers weré nuns .

*
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prohibited the teaching of subjects other

-

han a foreign language in a ‘l/guage other

Ythan Enghsh 49

J’ Enrollments in Franco-Amerlcan Catho-

*

lic schools in a typical year during the first

half of ,the century give an/mdrcatlon of

those plices where the¢ French-language was
* receiving support fromk the schools. Al-

tHough the estabishment and success of

such seh,mgs was dependent to some extent
on the abilities 'of the”"hrdivrdual pastor

-

AL TABLE 4
F l‘ANCO :AMERICAN PARISH SCHOOL
ENROIIMENT 1930 _
. ovw; Pupils " Town ~ Pupils
ewiston  2928~, Skowhegan 417
. Biddeford 2543  Jay*- 405
-Sanford® 1298  Old Town 385
Waterville 981 Mexico™ 295
Brunswick* 875 Fairfield * WAE
Augusta 99-  Orono* 247
Rumford 600 South Berwick*158
Auburn 5 s0f 3 ackman* 140
Westbrook 440 )
*Indicates pupils in a parish not officially 1

designated by the Diocese as a French parish
but in which the Franco-American popula-
tion was clearly dominant. In such parishes
. French was typieally studied as a foreign lan-
guage rather thdn as the language of instruc-
tion, r

Source: Official Cathohc Directory. 1930 (New
York. 1930).

Note: In addition, in the uppe( St. John Vafé
ley thege were eight public schools.
which ‘#8re operating essentially as
Frehch parochial schools. See Francis

‘ rtssgrd «The Origin of Certain Public
ScBools in the St. John' Valley of
Aroostook County, Maine.» (Unpub-
lished M.A. thesis. Univérsity of Ottawa.
1967)..pp. vi. vii. Discussions of these
schools and the problems‘invqlvcd,

. with their operation can be found in
Ernst C. Helmreich. Rellg/on and the
Mair® Schools: An HMistorical Approach
(Brunswick. 1960). pp. 22-27, and in
Kloss. Les droits linguistiques (See note
49) pp. 50-53.

-
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there was a rough correlatron with “the size
of Franco-American commumtres (Table 4).
All the larger commupities supported such
schools, althoagh Old Town had a much

" lower enrollment than might have been ex-

pected from the number of- people in the
area, Bangor and Portland had large éyroll-

, " amehts in parochial ‘schools too, but these,

being Irish, provided no support for French.
Mrlhnocket and Dexter were, the largest
Franco-American centers wrth{)ut any Cath-

alicasbagls at all.

In general the French who migrate'd to

Maine remained more closely tied'to their

. language and tradjtions than those,in other = -

New England states. They also had less for-

“mal education. Considering only Canadian-

born French eleven years of age and ‘older in .

1930, the percentage illiterate was higher in
Maine than in any, other New England state.
" Maine’s position was the same with respect
to the illiteracy rates of the second-genera-

tion Canadian French.50 Also, the Canadian-

“born French in Maine were highest in the
percentage unable to speak English, highest

in median family size, and lowest’ in the per-
. centage who had become U.S. citizens.> 31

Al-
“though such characteristics were partly a
function of problems affecting all of Maine,

~ _they do suggest that French culture was be-

ing Anglicized least in ‘Maine.

¢ The size of- Maine’s i“rando-‘Ar'nerican
populatron can also be measured relative to
the othlg New England states, and. fecent
changes n be shown by comparable data

on mother tongue for 1940 and 1970. ‘In

1940, Maine had the second largest number
of people whose pother tongue was French
(Table 5). Moreover, Maine containitd a lar-
ger number of . third-, and fouﬂh-generahon
French speakers than any other New En-
_gland state,’ 52 put the major explanation for

this was the uniusually early development of

the u »r St. John Valley. Since 1940 the
percenthge of forergn born among those of

- . >
.
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‘ tongue were)?ade mn Connecticut an ssa-

-~ .

'7‘§
o
French mgqthes tOngue has dropped“in all the
states, an indication of the geheral redudtion
_in unnngr}mon from French Canada. The
" differences between the 1940 and the 19 0
mother tongue Tigures thus reﬂect n\temal
migration within New, England, natural ln-

L

crease, and differences from place to place ln ’

language mamtenance

s
-

It is. important to -noté' that in all the .
New‘England-,states the last few decades,

have seen a growth in the number of people :

wio learned French as their first language in
the home. This is strehg evidence that
French ethnidity was much-more resistant to”
change than many people had expected. The
greatest absolute gains in Franco-American

populanon as ‘measured by French motlier

chusetts, wigh Connecticut showing by far
the largest percentage increase. This was also
the only state in which the French popula-

.tion grew more rapidly ‘than the total

population. Changes “in the of the
French population do mirror shifts in the
~total population and seem ' to  accentuate

13

~ perhaps some differences bet

. . .
+ - ! r

confrasts between the stage es. .There are
vEen the sta.tes
in the extent of French language reten‘tlon'

This ‘would appear to be a- functi®h of: the, '

size “of Iocai Franco- Amencan communities,
“.'the extent of French language use in schools,
‘and the amount and recency of immigration’
" from French Canada. But the charactemistics

~-seen in Maine that differentiate Fpench

communities in terms of the potential for
Ianguage retention are, for thé most part,
eliminated by aggregation at the state fevel.
‘Also, there is no indication that ratés of
natikal increase among Franco-Amerlcan
Adiffer from one state to another. C
quently, the growth rate dlfferences
states afe primarily the result ographical -
shifts of the Franco-American population: g

_ The data indicate that Franco-Americans, °
compared to the total population, have
stown a greater net migration out of Maine,
New Hampshire, and Vermont and a corre-
. spondingly greater tenidency to move to,
Connecticut. The Iarge ‘net migration to that
state makes it now roughly equal }¥¢ '

. TABLES * : % ] .
FRENCH MOTHER TONGUE POPULATION NEW ENGLAND STATES 1940, 1970

‘ French French Rer cent ‘ Per cent

. Mother Tongue Mother Tongue Increase Increase

. States .Population . -~ Population Fr. M.T. Toﬁop.

1940 ~ 