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INTRODUCTORY REMARKS.

THE work T am now undertaking has never been done
before. This sweeping assertion may astonish the
reader; but there is this very good reason for making
it: the archives of the most important part of this
history have been either carried off, or destroyed, or
simply lost. Which of these alternatives is the most
likely will appear later on.

An American writer, Philip H. Smith, treating of
the same subject, gave his book this title: ** Acadia—
A Lost Chapter in American History.” Though he had
not the documents needed for a complete reconstruction,
yet, with his sound judgment and great impartiality, by
making good use of what he had in hand, he has man-
aged to hit upon a line of development that affords
a glimpse of what was hidden in the missing docu-
ments. ;

That lost chapter I believe I have reconstructed in its
essential parts. The reader will judge if the title I
have chosen suits the work I lay before him. Have I,
then, found the missing portion of the archives? Yes
and no. A considerable part of them will, probably,
never be found ; but good luck has put in my way frag-
ments of them, which are amply sufficient to throw
light, if not upon the secret details of this history, a*
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2 INTRODUCTORY REMARKS.

least upon its main outlines. Close and continued
thought has done the rest.

It is easy to understand what lively interest these
events excite in a great grandson of the transported
Acadians. That which for others was only a matter of
curiosity became for me an intense attraction, urging me
to undertake researches and meditations that seem to
have disheartened those who have hitherto approached
the question. The very mystery that enshrouds it has
drawn to it many writers ; but labor that is continually
running against all sorts of difficulties soon becomes
wearisome, and so it has happened that all these writers
have ended either by leaving a blank here or by copying
the shadowy sketch found in authors who had opened the
way.

All the importance of this history of Acadia, from
the English conquest in 1710 until 1763, was centered
in the events that brought about the transportation,
in the transportation itself and in its consequences ;
that, is to say, in the period that extends from 1743
to 1763, or even to 1766. ° Before that, there is noth-
ing but unimportant facts. No one will tarry to de-
scribe a river peacefully flowing through a valley
where the landscape on all sides is monotonous in its
sameness ; but, once this tiresome monotony is past, if
we reach mighty and fantastic cliffs, overhanging rocks,
foaming surges dashing from chasm to chasm, we
stop, we are thrilled with wonder at the wild wreck
wrought by the ceaseless buffeting of the waters. This
is the aspect of the story I am about to tell. It is
the only part of Acadian history that presents a real
and varied interest, it ought therefore to have been
related in detail; and yet, all we have of it so far is
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a rongh sketch that leaves out the palpitating pity of
it all.

How comes it that the documents of so important a
period have disappeared? Was this the result of ac-
cident or design? Many writers have asked this
question before. Those who have answered it have all
done so in the same way. Others have ignored it.
giving the reader no hint of this strange disappearance.
Granting that these latter did not share the suspicions
of the former, it seems evident that they ought at least
to have combated those suspicions, or at all events to
have mentioned the disappearance of the documents, were
it only to let the reader know why they were so brief in
their treatment of so important an epoch. Did they
think that obvious inferences unpalatable to them were
easy to draw? Perhaps.

However this may be, few writers have bestowed on
this * Lost Chapter ™ as much as one-sixth of the space
I am giving to it. Now, unless I be despairingly
prolix, this fact suffices to show that I must have under-
gone serious labor and have found much information
that is new. On this score I may assure the reader
that he will not be disappointed. What opinion soever
he may form of my work, he will not be able to deny
that he has been interested by a mass of unedited docu-
ments, by novel views, and by inferences from which it
is hard to escape. Most of my readers, I am sure, will
readily admit that this book is quite a revelation, that it
solves a problem over which the world has been puz-
zling for more than a century.

Every one knows how deep are the impressions pro-
duced on a child by the tales he has heard at the firve-
side, especially when their very character is full of dru-
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matic interest; and, if these events are personal to the
authors of our being, then they take on portentous pro-
portions and become ineradicably riveted in ourminds.
So it has been for me with the events that preceded,
accompanied and followed the deportation. Sitting on
my mother's knee, I have heard them repeated a hundred
times, and the tears they often drew from me would
alone suflice to perpetuate the remembrance of them.
The whole of my childhood was spent in the midst of
an Acadian settlement. Then were still alive the sons
of those who had been deported, facts were still fresh in
their memories, and each family could reconstruct the
series of its misfortunes from the time it left Grand Pré,
Beaubassin or Port Royal till its final settlement in
Canada.*

Since that time the generation that was dying out
has made way for a new one. I have mysell long left
my childhood’s home, and those memories, persistent
though they be, have lost the precision that was needed
to give them the weight of carefully collected traditions.
Besides, as my recollections bear only on the purely
material facts of the deportation and of the misfortunes
that followed in its train, they would afford but slender
interest to my readers. This only will I say, that the
invariable answer of all whom I questioned as to the
cause of this deportation was: the refusal to take the
oath of allegiance unless it were stipulated that they
should not bear arms against the French.

“ But,” I used often to reply, * that cannot be ; your
fathers must have been guilty of some act of hostility,

# I still have by me an aged uncle-sRaphael Richard—who remembers
very distinetly having heard his grandfather relate the incidents of the de-
portation, of which he had been himself a vietim at the age of eleven,
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in one way or another, which forced the Government
to act with rigor ; the punishment was too severe, and
yet the choice of means alone seems blameworthy.”
And there came back always the precise and formal
answer—that never, at any time, did the people dwelling
in the peninsula on English territory, take up or even
threaten to take up arms.

In spite of their affirmations I had always thought
that they were mistaken ; and, strange as it may seem,
my only wish had been to convince myselt that they
were wrong. Thus at least would the bitterness evoked
by these memories have been lessened by the certainty
that the cause of all this woe was to some extent a
righteous one. I would then have likened, or, at any
rate, tried to liken these sad events to so many other
calamities that have, in bygone ages, befallen all other
nations indiscriminately.  Whatever may be the cruelty
of a chastisement, it is some consolation to know with
certainty that it was partly deserved: forgiveness and
oblivion become possible, nay, perhaps a duty.

No such consolation has issued from my conseientious
researches. 1 am convinced, beyond all doubt, that
tradition faithfully reproduced historic truth; but
—eagerly do T proclaim it, incredible though it may
seem—the Home Government had nothing to do with
either the resolving upon or the ecmrrying out of thisact
of barbarity that has left upon the civilized world an
impression of ineradicable and unassuageable pain.

There are events and men that fill a large place in
the eyes of their contemporaries. They bid fair to be
long held in remembrance and perhaps to be immortal-
ized in history: yet, hardly have they disappeared. when
every trace of them is forgotten. Others again there
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are, apparvently less important, less noticed at the time,
which never seem to lose the interest that clings to them.
Finally, there are other events and men that may be
said to grow in magnitude with the very growth of the
distance that separates ns from them. To this last
category belong, in ancient history, the siege of Troy,
the battle of Thermopylie; men like Homer, Plato,
Socrates: and, in modern history, the signing of the
Magna Charta, the massacre of St. Bartholemew,
Columbus, Shakespeare, Washington. So will it be, I
venture to think, with the deportation of the Acadians.
This unique fact of the dispersion of a people will grow
as time grows. The very effort made to blot out all
trace of it, by suppressing both the documents and the
names that should engrave it on the memory, will
contribute more than anything else to make the
recollection of it lasting. Where the historian cannot
penetrate the poet enters. These mutilated or lost
chapters of history then beeome a field from which
the poet gleans the golden grain that has escaped
destruction, and gives to grateful humanity those
touching poems for which he is repaid by immortality.
And, indeed, what field can offer him a vicher harvest
than this one ? A happy and prosperous people rudely
snatched from its home, dispersed on every shore ; families
rent asunder, so that scattered members seek each other
during many long years; the melancholy monotony of
lives consecrated to sorrow and suffering,—all this is so
charged with “the slings and arrows of outrageous
fortune ** as to produce in him who ponders it all, after
more than a century, an indefinable feeling of sadness.
The victims of this dismal drama still tug at your heart
strings like the wailings of some hero of ancient trag-
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edv. The consequences of this dispersion cannot be
measured ; they have reached out into every family and
to each member of every family: each heart has felt the
torture, each nerve the eruel twinge.

If I have not been able to find in these events that
comfort which the certitude of & merited chastisement
- might have afforded me, I must admit that the non-partici-
pation of the Home Government has been a great rvelief
from the sinister thonghts that haunted my brain.  Noj
the English Government never ordered this deportation,
nor ever did anything that might imply it: quite the
contrary. This work will give indisputable proof that,
at the very moment when Governor Lawrence, falsely
taking His Majesty's name, was executing the project
he had long entertained, orders were addressed to him
condemning, inenergetic terms, the mitigated project he
had submitted to the Lords of Trade. It is a strange
thing—which shows how superficially history is some-
times written—that not one of the documents establish-
ing so important a fact has been cited by any English
historian. . For some, the motive of their silence will
appear in the course of this narrative. For others, it
was a question of following the beaten path rather than
facing the labor of cutting through a jungle.

It is not my intention to indicate even hriefly, in
these preliminary remarks. the important data on which
this book rests.  That would cause unnecessary delay.
Suffice it to assure those who take a deep interest in
matters of history, that they will find in this volume
ample satisfaction for their enriosity, and, probably, the
solution of the riddle that has long teased them. Per-
haps they will be still better pleased to follow gradually,
without further explanations, the connected series of
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facts brought to light by many hitherto unpublished
documents to be found here. :

I am fully aware of the prejudices that may arvise in
the minds of my readers, prejudices whose name very
likely is legion; but I am also aware that they will
disappear one by one, till the last of them, I hope, will
evaporate long before the reading of my last chapter.
Far from wondering at these prejudices, I should he
liable to them myself, were I in the reader’s place ; I
could not, at first blush, shake off the impression that
he who relates events with which his ancestors have
been so painfully connected, cannot view them with
that calm impartiality which is a requisite of history. |
unhesitatingly confess that these events have produced
on me the keenest of impressions, that my heart has
bled at the recital of the woe that erushed my forefathers.
Still, despite all this, I hiope to convince the reader that I
have not, been biassed.  Nodoubt education has a mighty
influence in giving, from childhood, a fixedness to the
opinions of one’s whole life.  FFor most men early educa-
tion is everything, they are its slaves from the cradle to
the grave ; it has equipped them with spectacles, green
or blue, through which they look at and pronounce with-
out appeal on the most varied colors. But, there are
others who, thanks to a more elastic temperament, are able
to make a clean sweep of whatever is cumbrous in their
past, to begin to examine anew whatever is not certain,
and thus to brealk through the narrow horizon that shut
them in. For better or for worse, this is, in a very
marked degree, my own disposition.

This work was first intended for my French com-
patriots: but, on second thonghts, I decided to present
it also to my English-speaking fellow-countrymen.
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Albeit historians are not wont to dilate on their own
personality, T will, nevertheless, make boid to say that, as
far as I may judge, my chief characteristic is kindliness.
Wherever I could, without too greatly jeopardizing the
truth, I have been delighted to lean to the -idc of indul-
gence. When I might have called in question the sin-
cerity of several historians, I refrained from doing so ;
nay, I have sometimes been so indulgent as to suppose,
against my plain convictions, honorable intentions, on
the principle that it was better tosin by excess of silence
and mercy rather than by too great severity. DBut, when
brought face to face with systematic attempts, unmistak-
able and continually renewed, to falsify history, I have
thought that silence became a fault, and that the finger
of scorn must be laid on these dishonest practices, and
on those who perpetrated them with malice prepense.

The exception I have just hinted at bears on the
compiler of the volume of Archives of Nova Scotia and
on Mr. Parkman. Regretfully do I say this : but the
evidence leaves no possibility of doubt.

As I advance nothing without proof, the public will
be in a position to judge whether or not my motives are
solidly grounded. T know thatIam laying myself open
to reprisals; but I believe that I can successfully face
them, and that I can defend my position still more
strongly than I have done here. However, despite my
efforts to master the question, I may have made some
mistakes ; some secondary or even important facts may
have escaped my knowledge ; this would not be snrpris-
ing, since I am engaged in reconstructing, in a lost
chapter, the fragments that have not been destroyed,
If there are mistakes, I will willingly acknowledge
them ; but it is one thing to be ignorant of unpublished
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facts, and quite another to distort or suppress what one
cannot but know.

However, my conclusions agree in the main with
those of most historians.  During more than a hundred
years all that was written on the subject was pretty
much from the same standpoint. Iirst, comes Raynal,
who wrote about 1780, shortly after the deportation.
His work might possess some value, if he had lived
in the country, or if, at least, he had visited it and col-
lected information on the spot. Being a contemporary
of the events—he was born in 1713—he might have
written a work of much weight. Unfortunately he did
not avail himsell of his opportunities. So, without ques-
tioning his sincerity, I attach so little value to his say-
ings and his opinions that I do not quote him even
once, His views have no importance except as a reflec-
tion of the ideas and sentiments that then were current
in France. Besides, Raynal does not strike me as a
serious writer: at best, he is a superfine story-teller in
the pompous and turgid style of the epoch. The flat-
tering picture he draws of Acadian manners is, I admit,
too ideal not to have been somewhat embellished by his
imagination. And yet we have numerous proofs that,
in Halifax itself, a goodly portion of the citizens did not
think him very unreal. Haliburton, who wrote forty
years” later, quotes Raynal’s appreciations, and points
out that he was notso far from the truth as people might
imagine.

After Raynal comes Haliburton himself (Thomas
Chandler Haliburton). Here we have no longer a for-
eigner, nor a superfine story-teller, but a son of the soil,
whose grandfather, a Loyalist, had immigrated to the
country after the American war of Independence; a
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miun, moreover, who rose to the Supreme Court Bench
of his province, a remarkable author, who enjoyed the
respect of his fellow-countrymen, and was honored by
his Sovereign. IHis position, his character, his judicial
mind, his great and varied talents mark him out as the
noblest representative of the eminent men this highly
favored province has produced.

His History of Nova Scotia does not give us the full
measure of his literary ability : but it does of his noble
character, of his rectitude, and of the efforts he made to
acquire a mastery of his subject, so as to guide the public
along the path his conscience showed him. He founded
the history of his province, for which he received a vote
of thanks from the Legislature. To this day his work
is continnally consulted as an authority, and is a founda-
tion for most of those who treat of local history. This
hook was published in 1829. As it was in preparation
for many years previous to that date, and as he was then
a middle-aged man, he may be said to have been a con-
temporary of some of the men who figured at the time
of the deportation. Thus, besides his researches in his-
torical documents, he could take advantage of much
oral information on matters that were still fresh in men'’s
memories. The sequel will show that his conclusions
do not differ materially from mine.

Thirty years later (1859), Rameau published * La
IFrance aux Colonies " and, in 1889, “Une Colonie Féodale
en Amérique.”  In 1865 appeared the * History of Nova
Scotia ™ by Beamish Murdoch. The volume of * Nova
Scotia Archives,” begunin 1857, was completed in 1869.
Campbell’s * History of Nova Scotia ™ came ont in 1873,
which yearalso gave us Morean’s * Histoire de I'Acadie.”
Hannay's * History of Acadia™ is dated 1879 ; Philip
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H. Smith's + Acadia—A Lost Chapter in American IHis-
tory,” 1884 ; Casgrain’s « Pélerinage au Pays d’Evangé-
line,” 1888 ; and Parkman’s ¢ Montcalm and Wolfe,"
which contains a good deal about Acadia, 1884,

With the exception of Hannay and Parkman, and
perhaps of Murdoch, who, however, hardly expresses
any opinion on the events he describes, all the other
writers named above hold nearly the same view as Hali-
burton.

Of late years history has been enriched by an exceed-
ingly precious collection of documents, which throw a
flood of light on the very darkest part of the period. It
is really unfortunate that men like Murdoch and Hannay,
who seem to have been sincere, had not access to this
collection. As to Parkman, I have the positive proof
that he knew of it but chose to ignore it.

This voluminous collection is dune to the Rev. Andrew
Brown, Presbyterian minister, who died at Edinburgh,
when he was Professor of Rhetorie in the university.
While living at Halifax, from 1787 to 1795, he collected
materials with the intention of writing a history of
Nova Scotia. This history, incomplete and in manu-
seript, was found with all the original and other docu-
ments that accompanied it, in a grocer's shop, and
bought, Nov. 13th, 1852, by Mr. Grosart, who sold it to
the British Museum in London. Some years ago it was
copied, in whole or in part, by the Iistorical Society of
Halifax, in whose archives it is now. T am particularly
indebted to this collection, from which numerous extracts
have been published in * Le Canada Frangais,” if I am
in a position to recompose, almost entively, this lost
chapter. The importance of this MS. is obvious. An
historian was needed who should be a closer contemporary
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of the obscure period than Haliburton. This want is
now supplied, and all the more effectually because
Brown’s position and character would satisfy the most
fastidions critic.

The volume of Archives, published in 1869 by order
of the Legislature, was edited by Thomas B. Akins,
Commissioner of the Public Archives of the Province.
I do not hesitate to affirm that the documents have been
selected with the greatest partiality, and with the pur-
pose, poorly disguised in the very preface, of getting
together such papers as might justify the deportation of
the Acadians. This accusation I have not deliberately
striven to support by hunting up examples, and yet the
proofs of it have incidentally accumulated insuch pro-
fusion as to open the eyes of those who are not wilfully
blind. It is easy tosee that this compiler aimed at start-
ing a reaction against the opinions and sentiments that
had been current for more than a century.  His intention,
evidently, was to make this volume an arsenal for all
who wanted weapons, for he was fully aware that few
writers would give themselves the trouble to go behind
his compilation.

A mere summary of documents will not do duty for
the history of this period. He who should accomplish
no more than this would have written nothing that even
remotely resembled history ; first, because of the scarcity
of materials, and then because, up to 1758, we are face
to face with the omnipotent authority of the governor
and of a soldier at that. Inured to military discipline,
these governors knew only how to command and imperi-
ously to enforce passive obedience. Will any one pre-
tend that, under such conditions, history can be written
solely with the orders of *this potentate, and his letters
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to the Set‘f]’ut;l.:‘_\-’ ol State, whose I'L‘]H‘u:-u:llt-:tl]v(rs in this
case were the Lords of Trade ? Such a pretension
were absurd.  Clearly, these letters exhibit one side
only of the question, the governor’s: they are sure to
contain nothing that is unfavorable to him, nothing that
could militate against him and in favor of those who,
most of the time, silently obeyed his unjust orders, or
whose recriminations are not recorded, had they plueked
up enough courage to contradict him or to utter a mui-
mur. And yet these are the only documents we possess
for this period: nay, even these onesided statements
have, in great part, disappeared. The only thing a man
can do who undertakes to give the public a somewhat
faithful picture of the reality is—for the satisfaction of
his readers as well as his own—to make the best use of
these wretched remnants, to piece them together, to try
to penetrate their hidden meaning, the motives by
which this despot may have been actnated; in a word,
to get hold of some evidence from which an opinion may
be formed of his character and his acts. If, in the teeth
of these difficulties, the historian succeeds in explaining
the governor’s acts by means of the latter’s own docu-
ments, in which he has said only what he chose to say ;
if, moreover, the historian detects the motives which he
had every reason to hide with every facility for hiding
them, so as to convict him of this or that evil design
against those who have left nothing in their own defence ;
such a result is indeed surprising.

Yet that is what I have done, and more particularly
for Lawrence and his accomplices. All, or almost all
previous writers seemed to have perceived that the con-
duct of the Acadians, even as represented by Lawrence
himgelf, had not justified their deportation. For a hun-
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dred years there has been scarcely a dissentient voice on
this point. Such being the case, if it is true that the
English Government never ordered the deportation, Law-
rence must have had some motive for acting as he did.
This motive I had some inkling of directly I began to
study the question. Soon I understood clearly what it
was. That was not the difficulty. The great, the im-
mense difficulty, lay altogether in proving the motive,
when all helpful documents had disappeared. It has”
been said, with more wit than truth, that, if you want to
ferret out a crime, you must ¢ find the woman in the case.”
Though this may sometimes hold for a crime in the singu-
lar, it cannot be true of a crime in the plural, as this one is.
Here I should say: ¢ Find what profit the eriminal got.”
This profit I have found and the proof thereof, clear
enough to satisfy any court of justice, though it were
absurd te require the evidence of law courts for events
that took place almost 140 years ago.

It is comparatively easy to write the history of a
country enjoying representative institutions, or of a long-
settled nation like France or England. The State papers
are confirmed or contradicted by so many other docu-
ments that there is not much need of commentary in quot-
ing authorities. But, in this case, nothing like history can
be written without meditating, weighing probabilities,
and drawing legitimate inferences. I should have
found it much easier to be a mere compiler ; but then, I
might as well have done like so many others and copied
right and left, or, better still, have written nothing at
all.  Others, possibly, may have examined more docu-
ments ; but perhaps no one has brought to bear on the
question so much of the deep consideration needed for
grasping the dominant purpose of the interested parties,



16 INTRODUCTORY REMARKS.

‘

the intentions and feelings lurking between the lines of
official or other documents.

Addressing myself to the subject with all the impar-
tiality at my command, I thought I should find at least
a partial justification of the deportation, and that thus T
should free my soul from a burden that weighed heavily
upon it. This justification I did not discover ; Ireached
a contrary conclusion ; but I have at all events the con-
ssolation of knowing that the guilt does not bear directly
apon a nation, but upon individuals whom history has
not yet properly branded. This book will, in my judg-
ment, effectually clear England’s Home Government’s
honor of the deepest historic stain ever attached to it.
Let the stigma be obliterated which England has hitherto
borne ; burn it into the foreheads of Lawrence, Belcher,
Wilimot, Morris, and their accomplices.

If it is true, on the one hand, that the policy. of Eng-
Jland has always been one of self-interest, rather than of
sentiment, it may be held that, as far as the Home
Grovernment is concerned, its policy has been in general
honorable and compares favorably with that of any
other nation. England owes its high standing to the
wisdom and large-mindedness of its statesmen.  Minis-
tries rose and fell ; but the main lines of its policy were
unchaneed.  Tmpervious alike to sudden enthusiasm, to
aradual apathy, and to unexpected reversals, England
pursned its ends with unvarying resolution and é]lauge-
less tenacity of purpose.  Obstacles’ seemed only to
whet its ambition, and to strengthen its determination,

The policy of France, on the other hand, may be
described in nearly opposite terms. Colonies were
founded with enthusiasm, only to be left to themselves
a few years later. This is precisely what took place in



INTRODUCTORY REMARKS. 17

Acadia. About a hundred families were settled there,
and then left without adequate assistance to carry on
heroic struggles against a much more powerful enemy.
When this handful of colonists became a happy and pros-
perous embryo nation, whenit was seen what store
England set by keeping its hold on them, France began
again to covet what she had neglected or forsaken.

Instead of founding colonies by multiplying the colo-
nists, she thought she could found them with fortresses.
One single million out of the thirty millions spent on
the rock of Louisburg would have peopled Acadia in a
way to insure its permanent possession by France.
Whilst Canada, with its sixty thousand souls, was check-
mating New England’s twelve hundred thousand,
France, the prey of courtiers, was making merry. Vol-
taire, leader of the high court of witlings, declared that
Canada was only «a few acres of snow ;" and Canada
was lost.

These colonies had duties towards France, and they
fulfilled them nobly. Can she in her turn say as much?
Has the father of a family no duties beyond the beget-
ting of children? Doss he not owe them also education
and protection ?

After more than a century of forgetfulness, that same
France has recollected that that child, conceived in a
burst of love and carelessly cast off, is now grown up
and keeps a fond remembrance of his mother. She has
likewise perceived that those acres of snow are an
empire, the possession of which enriches herrival. Vain
regrets | England has long since appropriated all the
desirable lands of our planet. Its tongue, its institu-
tions, its capital accumulated through the colonies
themgelves, now encircle the entire globe. In these are

-
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its might and its wealth. While France was making
merry, England was attending to busincss; which was
surely worth Voltaire’s witty saying, which people
laughed at one day, and would have forgotten the next,
had not France been mourning over it ever since.

Poor France! In order ever to retain a firm hold of
your sceptre, you had invented the Salic law. You
would not be governed by queens, and you have been
ruled by harlots. You were rich and honored ; those
women squandered your coins and your honor. What
havoe has wrought in you the wit of your madcaps?
You are now striving to retain the privilege of drying
your fish on a corner of this continent that once be-
longed to you, or at least might have been cntirely
yours; it wonld still be yours, with all the wealth
hidden under its acres of snow, if you had had less of
the wit that evaporates and more of the wit that bears
fruit.

You are getting wiser: you tardily acknowledge the
folly of your wit: you perceive that England has
become strong and wealthy just because of a wiser
appreciation of what you despised. Buf it is too late !
A few acres of sand in the Sahara, where your people
cannot live, a few thousand negroes in Senegal,
Dahomey or Congo, will never make up for the loss to
you of those French hearts that would have throbbed in
the vast and healthy plains of this marvellous conti-
nent.

O France! Forgive to a son of those unfortunate
Acadians the recalling of these cruel memories . . . .
our sufferings have been so bitter.

Forsaken, forgotten, the Canadians have always kept
their love for France. They changed their allegiance,
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but only to become ere long the masters of their own
destiny. Their fate, except inasmuch as they were for-
gotten by France, was not otherwise a cruel one. Not
so with the Acadians. Can they forget the woes
wrought by that abandonment?

However, though we cannot forget the incaleculable
wrongs inflicted on us, we now can, with a juster ap-
preciation of facts, forgive the English Government the
share it may have had in them. But we cannot acquit
the true culprits ; we cannot absolve those who, without
any cause, without orders or against the orders of the
Home Government, impelled solely by sordid motives,
despoiled us and cast us on foreign shores. No; such
injustices, such wrongs cannot be forgotten. So long
as our children shall be able to retrace their origin, they
will recall and bemoan the sufferings of their fathers.
It is not in our power to blot out from our hearts these
poignant recollections. We may still cherish and bless
the flag that floats above our heads: we may excuse
and condone whatever share England may have had in
these events; but we ery enough! tothose who throw
dirt at us in order to whitewash a dozen miscreants
whom all the waters of Niagara could not cleanse. TLet
honest men join in restoring the historic truth which
certain historians of most recent date have done their
best to pervert. British fellow-countrymen! show us
that British fair play is not an empty word. Brand the
culprits with the stigma they deserve. Then, will
Acadians forgive, bless, nay, perhaps forget . . . . pro-
vided that be possible after so many misfortunes.

A very natural curiosity impelled me to study this
period of history ; deep convictions led me on to write.
I regret this curiosity : it has flung upon my life a
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cloud of sadness which nothing can remove. I have
doomed myself to climb again unceasingly this Calvary
of suffering, humiliation and ignominy, to which my
forefathers were condemmed. My mind has fastened
itself npon this mournful epic as Pygmalion, of ancient
fable, riveted his soul upon the statue he had made ;
with this essential difference that he fell in love with
the work of his hands, whereas I am haunted by a cease-
less and merciless nightmare. 1 have wished to see;
I have seen ; I recoiled with horror, but the die was
cast. Like the lover who could not resist his longing
to behold once more the dead face of her who had
charmed away his heart, I drew back horrified ; and yet
I must needs bear the pangs my rashness has provoked.

A thoughtful writer—Thueydides—has said, “Happy
the people whose annals are vacant.” This saying has a
paradoxical sound to us who behold on all sides nations,
whether mighty or feeble, whether lowly or haughty,
glorying in their past, viewing it over and over again
with complacency, as if to renew in themselves the joy
they taste in contemplating the features of their ances-
tors magnified by the enchanting distance and by the
illusions of love. Butcan this be the case for Acadians?
To recall the contentment and the virtues of their
fathers, the joys of the century that preceded their depor-
tation, is to recall the deportation itself and the century
that followed. Their evil fortune is inseparable from
their good fortune ; to look at the one is to look at the
other; to magnify the one is to magnify the other. Their
history is a Janus with two faces, of which the more
recent, the fresher to their memory, the hideous one, is
ever staring at them. Gladly would they turn him round
to view his other face, on which their eyes would rest
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with delight. But, whenever they conjure up the past,
the sad, the hideous face will always eclipse the sweet
and agreeable one; the nearer will absorb the farther.
Woe will ever be a mightier reality than weal; the
former is the positive element, the latter is merely, so to
speak, a negative quantity. For Acadians the paradox,
“ Happy the people whose annals are vacant,” will bear
repeating.






ACADIA.

MISSING LINKS OI" A LOST CHAPTER IN AMERICAN HISTORY.

CIHHAPTER 1.

Discovery of Acadia (1604).—Foundation of Port Royal (1605).—
Brief Summary of the Colony's History under the French
Regime until its Cession to England in 1710,

Wirn the discovery of a new continent a new era had
begun for the civilized world. €olumbus had been that
providential man who, braving prejudices, breaking
through obstacles, had dowered the Old World with
these unknown lands.

The horizon opened out, by this discovery to the eyes
of wondering Europe was too immense, too dazzling in
its novelty to be clearly pictured in the mind. Great
must have been the sensation produced; but it were
difficult to realize how far the consequences that should
flow therefrom were understood. Tt is possible that the
enthusiasm of the moment gave a glimpse of the pro-
digions development we are witnessing to day. That
enthusiasm, which suddenly bursts forth from a great
discovery, is often the best guide to the grasping of the
remote consequences it implies.  All at once, under its
influence, the mind is illumined like the horizon aflame
with the lightning flash that cleaves the clouds of a
summer’s night. In that brief moment, swifter than
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thought, the eye has followed the line of light tearing
through space: it has seen clouds heaped up, strange
forms, contours vividly outlined; yet, the mind has
retained scarcely anything of this maguificent panorama,
for the view was too sudden and too rapid to engrave
on the retina the multitudinous details. The back-
cground alone of this dazzling scene was visible for a
moment; all the foreground was overlooked. Such,
likely, was the case with Columbus’s discovery. The
enthusiasm of the moment afforded a glimpse of the far-
off scene which the new Continent was to lay before
Europe. It was a scene of treasures heaped up, of
numberless ships plonghing the main to bring to Europe
the wealth of this unknown world, of new gatherings of
men, of cities springing up in the wilderness. Kings
foresaw empires to found, men of wealth and station
domains to acquire, the poor man a plot of land to
live on.

That was, perhaps, the background of the picture;
but the eye had caught nothing of the vague space he-
tween. That space must soon be erossed by whoever
longed to reach what was promised by the iridescent
vision of the transient scene. Then were to arise
difficulties unnumbered and ever-recurring, unforeseen
obstacles which would cast doubts on the reality of that
vision. Nevertheless, the eye had not deceived, enthu-
siasm had not warped the judgment. Only, four cen-
turies will barely suffice to reach the brilliant future of
which that scene had afforded a glimpse.

We marvel to-day that more than a century was
needed to take final possession of the beautiful con-
tinent we inhabit. To understand this fact, we must
take into account the numberless difficulties encoun-
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tered by the first explorers. Notless than sixteen regular
expeditions were organized by England, France and
Portugal in the course of a century, either to discover a
northwest passage to China, or to explore the North
American continent itself, or for purposes of immediate
settlement. Not one of these attempts had any prac-
tical result. Some of them, rather more fortunate than
the others, first gave rise to great hopes; but they were
invariably followed by some other expeditions so disas-
trous as to remove, for several years, from the nation
that had suffered, all idea of founding a colony. Then,
again, a little later, some ofher nation had its turn.
One, two, and sometimes even three expeditions followed
in quick succession, to end in a new disaster, and the
game was given up. Disgust took the place of enthu-
siasm ; but as often also, enthusiasm, sharpened by
greed, ambition or jealousy, was rekindled only to issue
in disheartening results. Each nation hoped to do better
than its rival, each expedition hoped to avoid the faults
of its predecessors ;: and the sum total of them all was
uniform failure. Tempting, indeed, must have been the
prize, since men were not utterly repelled by the danger
and sterility of so many efforts.

Of these numerous expeditions four were lost in the
depths of the ocean, some others were scattered hy
storms and partly destroyed, and almost all were deci-
mated by disease and destitution, so that any fresh
attempt was discouraged for a time.

The expedition which came nearest to lasting success
was undertaken in 1541 by Roberval, whom Francis 1.
had appointed Viceroy of New France, with Jacques
Cartier as Captain General of the fleet. The enterprise
was on a larger scale than any of those which had pre-
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ceded it: but it failed because the ships did not start
together and because of misunderstandings. Roberval
was to perish with his entire fleet in a fresh attempt ;
and thus success was delayed for sixty-three years more.

It would be a mistake, however, to imagine that,
besides these official expeditions, America was not at
all, or was not often visited. As early as 1504 ifs coasts
were frequented by Basque, Breton and Norman fisher-
men very regularly. * Sometimes,” says Hackluyt,
“there were not less than a hundred boats fishing
there.” Lescarbot mentions a man called Savalet who
had made forty-two voyages to the coasts of the Gulf of
St. Lawrence,

These annual and regular voyages, repeated during a
whole century, had made the public of the maritime
towns both in France and England familiar with this
part of America. France was the first to resume, in
the beginning of the seventeenth century, the projects
of colonization formed and so often abandoned in the
preceding century. This time, if the success was not yet
equal to the hopes entertained, the founding of a colony
was to be definitive ; and the example was soon to be
followed by England and other nations.

De Monts, a nobleman of Henry I'V.'s court, organized
this expedition. He set out from Havre de Grice
March T7,1604, accompanied by de Pontgravé, the Baron
de Poutrincourt, de Champlain, d’Orville, Champdore,
and others. Their destination was the peninsula of
Nova Scotia, then called la Cadie or ' Acadie, and the
place definitively chosen for the colony was Port Royal,
of which, with the adjacent territory, de Monts made a
grant to his friend Poutrincourt. In the course of the
following summer a few dwelling-houses, a store, and a
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palisade enclosing the whole, were put up. Thus was
Port Royal founded on the very site now oceupied by
the city of Annapolis. This was the first permanent
settlement by Europeans in these northern climes.

As 1 have undertaken that epoch only which begins
in 1710, when Port Royal was taken and Acadia was
definitively ceded to Iingland by the treaty of Utrecht,
I have no intention of dwelling at any length on the
events that marked the stormy beginnings of Acadia’s
history. I will merely sum up in a few pages a whole
century of facts, so as to make it easier to understand
what followed the cession of the country to England.
Not that the earlier history is uninteresting,—far from it ;
it were impossible to find on this continent any other
spot so interesting, at that very time, as Acadia was.
The most thrilling dramas of Americain the seventeenth
century were played in the waters of the Bay of Fundy
( Baie Francaise).

Exposed as was this feeble colony, separated from
(‘anada by vast distances and impenetrable forests, left
to its own resources, without immigration, without
assistance proportionate to the dangers of its situation,
it was the theatre of perhaps greater vicissitudes of war
than have fallen to the lot of any other country in the
world.  While, on the one hand, it was, or might have
been, highly useful to France; on the other, it was a
constant menace to the commerce and tranquillity of
the English colonies. It is there that expeditions of
adventurers were organized against the New England
colonies ; there, too, attacks were made upon the French.
If it was a fine field for organizing, it was equally open
to attack. Whether the two nations were at war or in
peace, it was often war anyhow in these parts. A
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grievance or a mere pretext was enough to determine
disastrous hostilities. Boston and Acadia sometimes
waged war on each other on their own account, in spite
of temporary peace and amity between the two crowns
and, what is more, on certain occasions, Acadin was {he
scene of prolonged hostilities between Frenchmen who
claimed the right to govern the country,

Nothing, to my mind, is more captivating than the
story of this province from 1604 to 1710. It is to
America what Greece once was to Lurope, and the Bay
of Fundy evokes almost as many memories as the Aigean
Sea.  The scenes there enacted have been so various and
so dramatic, the actors thereof give one such an impres-
sion of heroism and of halfsavage grandeur, that one
can hardly refrain from treating them as legendary, as
iff they belonged to an epoch that is lost in the mists of
antiquity. Biencourt, d'Aulnay, the two de la Tours,
Saint-Castin, Denys, Subercase, Morpain, are so many
legendary heroes whose names are still re-echoed by
forest and rock from New Hampshire to the inmost
recesses of the Bay of Fundy.

To the many difficulties which Poutrincourt and his
son Biencourt experienced in solidly founding their
calony of Port Royal, there was added another of a far
more serious kind. During the whole of the sixteenth
century, inexperience, stress of weather and disease had
been the principal causes of the failure of colonization
in the New World: now came the turn of human
passions, ambition, jealousy, cupidity. This continent
was not vast enough to satisfy the covetonsness of many
nations. To Samuel Argall, whose record in Virginia
was so bad, belongs the honor of having begun the
conflict for this immense territory, if, indeed, the :u!i.-f-’o{
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piracy which he committed can be ranked as warfare.
ITis fivst attempt was the destruction of the colony of
Saint-Sauveur in Mount Desert Island, on the coast of
Maine : the pretext of this outrage was Cabot’s voyage,
one hundred and sixteen years before, and priovity of
discovery on that account. Emboldened by this easy
vietory, he made another attempt and this time destroyed
Port Royal.

By this one fell stroke was annihilated all Poutrin-
court’s outlay of time and money; and France must
have been strangely careless of her colony, to say nothing
of her honor, since she made no move to demand repa-
ration for the outrage committed by Argall. And,
indeed, for twenty years afterwards, Acadia is hardly
mentioned at all, so little, in fact, that, in 1621, it was
ceded by the King of England to Sir William Alexander,
Eurl of Stirling. And yet the colonists whom Poutrin-
court had brought with him were still in the country ;
some of them contrived to till the soil of the upper
reaches of the river, a few miles from the old fort;
others had sought employment from Biencourt and de
lIa Tour.

Seeing their hopes rnined by the destruction of Port
Royal, Biencourt and his companions, taking advantage
of the friendship of the Indians, had become wood-
rangers  (coureurs de bois), hunters, trappers. This
state of things continued till the treaty of St. Germain-
en-Laye in 1632, by which Acadia was restored to
France. Of the Scotch colony founded by Sir William
at Port Royal, there remained only three or four fami-
lies which were soon merged in the French population :
for instance, the Colsons, the Paisleys, and the Mellanson
family, which became very numerous and important
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in the Acadian  colony under the French form of
Melangon.

After this retrocession, France onee more turned her
attention to Acadia. A company was formed haviug at
its head Isaac de Razilly, his kinsman d*Aulnay de
Charnisay, and Nicolas Denys de la Ronde.  As their
object was trade rather than colonization, they settled
with their immigrants at La Héve, which was con-
sidered more suitable for traffic than Port Royal. As
Governor, Razilly bestowed upon Denys in fief all the
Gulf coast from the Bay des Chalenrs to Canso, and
upon La Tour the old post of Cape Sable and the river
St. John. In this latter place, at a spot called Jemsek,
La Tour built a fort to which he gave his own name.
Thanks to his long experience and his activity, thanks
also to the sense of security then pervading the country,
he made this a most important trading post.

De Razilly died in 1636 without having been able
to accomplish all the great projects he had in view.
D’Aulnay and de la Tour were both named Lieutenant-
Giovernors ; but the limits of their respective tervitories
and jurisdiction were so badly defined as to lead to
hostilities that long paralyzed the development of the
colony. Whatever may have been d” Aulnay’s faults, it
seems certain that he projected a great agricultural
establishment and the progress of the colony. With
this object he abandoned La Héve to settle at Port
Royal, which was much better suited for a colonial set-
tlement. After gathering about him the people that
had first settled at La IHéve, he went to France, whence
he returned with a score of colonists. It was he also
who inaugurated that system of dikes which was after-
wards to become so widespread. Unfortunately, the
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incessant quarrels provoked by his pugnacious humor
made his efforts well-nigh fruitless.

When France made no protest against the destruction
of Port Royal, when she refrained from putting a stop to
the armed contentions of La Tour and d’Aulnay, of
La Tour and Le Borgne, of Le Borgne and Denys, all
fighting for the possession of the country, she showed
so little care for her honor that Cromwell, in spite of
the peaceful relations between the two kingdoms, con-
ceived the idea of seizing Acadia. As war was then
waging between England and Holland. he gave instruc-
tions for the capture of New Holland, and, the fleet
being in these waters, for the subsequent capture of
Acadia. Peace was signed before New Holland counld
be talken ; but Acadia, unable to offer serious resistance,
was seized (1654).

In 1667, it was again returned to France by the,
treaty of Breda, and in 1670 M. de Grandfontaine came
to assume official possession.

As may be supposed, these dissensions, these repeated
attacks, the indifference of France, all this put together
scarcely favored the establishment of a colony on a firm
basis ; and so the census of the following year, under
M. de Grandfontaine, tells a sad tale. After so many
sacrifices of time and money, the population showed
only about 400 souls, more than three-fourths of whom
were at Port Royal.  There must have been, in various
places, a nomadie population proportionately pretty
numerous, which does not enter into this census: but
it was made up chiefly of a few half-breed families set-
tled on the coast, especially at La Héve, and of those
families which, having intermarried with the Indians,
had adopted their mode of life. This census, as well
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as the following ones, is confined to the population of
purely French origin; and it is chiefly from this little
group of 47 families that the Acadians spring. Here
are the names: Bowrgeois, Gaudet, Kessy, de Forét,
Hélert, Babin, Daigle, Blanchard, Aucoin, Dupeux, Ter-
riau, Savoie, Corporon, Martin, Pellerin, Morin, Brun,
Gauterot, Trahan, Cyr, Thibaudeau, Petitpas, Boury,
Boudreau, Guilbaut, Granger, Landry, Doucet, Gir-
ouard, Vincent, Bréauw, Le Blane, Poirier, Comeau,
Pitre, Belliveau, Cormier, Rimbaut, Dugas, Richard,
Melangon, Robichau, Lanoue, d" Entremont, de la Tour,
Bertrand, de Bellisle. These are the main heads of
branches, and several of these families were already
divided into two or more branches, as was the case for
those whose names ave subjoined :  Boudrot, Giroward,
(Gaudet, Hébert, Bourg, Martin, Terriau, Blanchard,
Auweoin, Brun, Commeanz, de la Towr. Each family
averaged six children, and the descendants of each of
them now run up into the thousands.

The census of 1686 exhibits a population of about 800
souls, of whom 461 were at Port Royal, 164 at Mines,
78 at Beaubassin, 90 in other places mentioned, and the
remainder scattered here and there on the coast; thus
the population had about doubled in 15 years. In 1671
60 persons, 5 of whom were women, had arrived ; but, as
the census of 1686 registers only 36 new names, some
of these persons may have either gone to Canada or
taken service in the garrison and gone back to France
afterwards.  These are the new names: Le Prince,
Brassard, Dowaron, Levron, Lort, Arsenaut, Bergeron,
Bellefontaine, Towrangeau, Barillot, Godin dit Chatillon,
Benoit, Préjean, Bastarache, Fardel, Henry, Gareau,
Laperriére, Michel, Gowrdeau, La Bawve, La Pierre dit
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Laroche, Pinet, Rivet, Mirande, La Barre, Aubin-Miy-
nault, Cochu, Cottard, Mercier, Lavallée, Lagassé, Blou,
Desorcis, Martel, Dubrewil. The three last named, I
think, must have gone to Canada, and Cochu, Cottard
and Fardel to France; at any rate their names do not
appear in any subsequent census. From 1686 to 1710,
85 new colonists, at most, came, and these were, to a
great extent, soldiers disbanded from the small garrison
which the Government maintained at Port Royal. *
From 1671 the agricultural population confined itself
more and more to its land ; every immigrant, every dis-
banded soldier became a farmer. When, after a few
years’ growth, families found themselves pinched for
room at Port Royal, they sought settlements else-
where for their children. Thus it is that, one after the
other, Beaubassin (Amherst), les Mines (Horton,
Wolfeville, Windsor, etc.), Cobequid ('Truro), Chipody,
Peticodiac, Memramcook sprang up. Frequently, whole
families migrated to these new settlements, which had
the double advantage of being freer from the vexations
of a government that was often too troublesome, and
safer from the oft-repeated attacks of the English.
From the treaty of Breda till 1710, a space of 40
years, Port Royal was besieged no less than five times,

* The last general list of names, dated 1714, shows 77 new names: Lo
Basque, Moyse, Ollivier, Parisien, Dubois, Bernard, Thibeau, Rossette, Lo
Breton, Lyonnais, Lafont, Allard, Le Marquis, Emmanuel, Dupuis, Denis,
Barnabé, Beaumont, Le Maistre, Allain, Cadet, Lessoile, Raymond, Donat,
Maillard, Vilatte, Surette, Savary, Dumont, Lavergue, Lalande, Simon, Bab-
inean, Paris, Cosse, Saint-Sedne, I'Espérance, Manceau, Pothier, Damboue,
Laliberté, Laurier, Yvon, S8amson, Blondin, Bideau, Gentil, Gousille, Lang-
lois,Vigneau dit Maurice, Champagne, Clémencean, La Montagne, Mouton,
Jasmin, Voyer, Toussaint, Boutin, Roy, Chauvert, Boucher, Darois, Do
Saulniers, Boisseau, Herpin, Guérin, Longuépée, Hachd, Lambert, Chins-
son, Msnisonnnt, Carré, De Vaux, Ondy, Nuirat, Véco, Leger.
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whereas, barring a raid on Beaubassin and Mines by
Church in 1696, the settlers in these latter places were
fairly sheltered from the perils that beset Port Royal.

All the names that figure at Beaubassin and Mines
(Grand Pré, Riviére aux Canards, Pigiguit, etc.) are
the same as at Port Royal.  So it was, somewhat later,
at Cobequid, Peticodiac, Chipody and Memramcook to
the north of the Bay of Fundy.

As the census was taken many times during the
French period, it is easy to follow up the development
of these different groups, and to get a pretty fair idea of
the number of new colonists that came to swell the
original stock. These were, for by far the most part,
unmarried men who were obliged by force of circum-
stances to marry the daughters of the oldest settlers, of
the 47 heads of families that had settled in the country
before 1671, Thus we see that there were only five
women among the 60 immigrants that arrived at Port
Royal in 1671.  Whence we conclude that, 30 or 40
years later, the entire population was linked together in
bonds of kinship that must have powerfully contributed
to remove dissensions and to produce that social condi-
tion with which we arve familiar.

Some modern writers have treated the picture of
Acadian manners as a creation of the fervid fancy. It
has been held that the imagination was author of much
of it, that this ideal society was incompatible with what
we know of human nature. I am willing to grant,
indeed, I have no doubt, that the conventional picture
has been embellished by faney ; yet I hold that a close
study of the circumstances of this people makes one
understand better how a state of things clearly proven
to have existed was possible. The defects common to
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all Frenchmen, particularly those which spring from
their too great sociability, such as jealousy, backbiting,
idle gossip, existed there as everywhere else, but toned
down by the exceptional status of the people. Nor was
their condition always enviable ; it certainly was notso in
the early days of the colony, when these families were
strangers to each other, and probably also during the
greater part of the French occupation.

The destruction of Port Royal by Argall, France’s
neglect, the frequent raids of Anglo-Americans had
forced a certain number of the first colonists to become
adventurers, forest rangers (coureurs de boix), fishermen
in the train of Biencourt, Denys, La Tour. This roving
element could not be expected to show as high morality
as the first followers of Poutrincourt, or as the society
that was afterward formed when all these separate
units coalesced. But here, as in all other lands, given
the time to form new habits of order and economy,
given a sedentary life in the midst of a sober and hard-
working people, given a comfortable competence drawn
from a most fertile soil, a gradual purification of morals
was sure to result. At the same time, an adventurous
life had steeled many men for the ceaseless struggles
they had to fuce before the final conquest of the conntry.
On the other hand, the abandonment in which France
had so long left them, the habit of living beyond the
sphere of action and the regulations of a government
jealous of its authority, bred in the Acadians a spirit of
independence that would ill consort with the restrictions
put upon them in after years by the French governons.
In fact, when, after the treaty of Breda, France took
firm hold of the administration in Acadia, there arose
much grambling and murmuring against a government
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that took pleasure in throwing around the people the
complicated net-work of Old World formalism. Of
this we find proofs in the correspondence of the gov-
ernors : M. de Brouillan, in one of his letters, calls the
Acadians half-republicans. However, these difficulties
were very rare among them, and were as nothing com-
pared to the troubles that arose among the sharers of
authority.

Necessity had taught the people to govern them-
selves, to hold meetings, to consult together, to settle
their differences amicably or according to simple rules
quite sufficient for their local needs. They had thus
acquired a habit of liberty and a taste therefor. They
knew by experience that they could dispense with an
authority that was only irksome, that did not improve
their condition, that ensured them no additional security
in their relations with one another. Hence it was that,
under English rule, they got rid, as much as possible,
of official regulations and ruled themselves.

Certain it is that, in their special situation, better
results could be hoped for from this method, from the
laisser faire, than from the vexatious interference of an
uncontrolled authority. Matters of public interest were
decided at public meetings ; men worked all together at
works of public utility, as when they completed a vast
system of dikes, which were built in so short a time as
to point to unusual harmony and good-will among the
workers. Their reward came in an abundance of all that
could meet their needs and their simple tastes, beyond
which they had no ambition and were therefore easily satis-
fied. Nor had they any anxiety about the future of their
children : the custom had been early established that the
community was to provide them with all things neces-
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sary for a homestead, and a few years sufficed to make
them as well off as their parents. The good understand-
ing must, surely, have been remarkable, since, even
under English rale, there is not on record a single case
in which the people disagreed in their decisions upon
matters of general interest; whatever the decision
might be, it was always, as far as can be gathered,
unanimous.

When all these exceptional circumstances are under-
stood and taken into account, the familiar picture
of their simplicity of life, morality, abundance, har-
mony, and social happiness has nothing, it seems,
that should provoke wonder; the same circumstances
would, I believe, have brought about elsewhere some-
what similar results. For a century they were strangers
to France and Canada; they had formed habits and
built up traditions that made them a separate people.
They were Acadians.  And, if the increase by immigra-
tion was almost nil, quite otherwise was it with the
multiplication of families, since, eighty years later, this
small nation counted 18,000 souls. *

From 1690 to 1710 was one uninterrupted series of
hostilities between New Lngland on the one hand
and Canada and Acadia on the other, the object being
either to capture vessels fishing in French waters, or to
destroy some fort on the badly defined frontier between
Acadia and Maine. In 1690 Port Royal was taken and
sacked by Admiral Phips: M. de Menneval, Governor
of Acadia, was carried off a prisoner to Boston, together
with his garrvison ; but Phips, too much engrossed with

* The census of 1714 gives 2,100
# LTRSS T T 7,508
! 2 LU [ 12,500 or thereabouts.
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the expedition he was preparing against Quebec, neg-
lected to establish himsell solidly in Port Royal, which
was, accordingly, soon reoccupied by the French.

This period, from 1690 to 1710, was probably the
darkest in the annals of these colonies, and the most dis-
astrous for British colonization.  For twenty years, with-
out truce or respite, on seaas well as on land, there was,
in these parts of America, nothing but devastation,
pillage, ambushes and surprises. Sometimes a fort was
attacked by France's Indian allies, and, if it was taken,
the inmates were massacred : most frequently, some de-
fenceless settlement was raided by night, and, if any were
made prisoners, they were held for exchange or ransom.
By seductive advantages offered to fillibusters and al-
luring bounties on Indianscalps, the greed of gain was so
keenly excited that organizations sprang up in the border-
ing settlements of New England for the sole purpose of
maranding, plundering and butchery. It was a life of
danger, often ending in terrible reprisals ; still, bold men
were never wanting to replace those who disappeared.
In such conditions, civilized man often surpasses in
cruelty the most eruel savages; there were acts of base
treachery and barbarity that have never been exceeded
nor perhaps equalled by any savage tribe in America.
Very great, no doubt, must have been the provocation for
the English colonists : all the Indians in these parts were
allied to the French, so that retaliation, if any, had to
come from the colonists themselves. A violent im-
pulse born of anger, grief, pecuniary loss and insecurity,
may have shaped itself, with many, into the misconceived
idea that adopting the eruel methods of those barbarians
would inspire such terror, such fear of annihilation,
that they would relent from their bloody raids. At
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the same time it was hard not to make those answerable
who urged them to their bloody raids; nevertheless,
though these barbarous allies were acknowledged to be
necessary in the struggle between the two nations, both
of whom made use of them when they could, yet nothing
could justify the use of their cruel methods and the
infringement of all the laws of honor.

This state of affuirs could not last long. Acadia was
too weak to be thus left as a perpetual menace to the
trade and the security of the New England settlements.
Driven to extremities by the disasters inflicted on their
commerce, the Anglo-Americans resolved upon the
createst efforts to emerge from a situation that was
daily becoming intolerable. The final issue was “not
doubtful. The disparity in the numbers was enormous ;
France was foo careless or too busy elsewhere to succor
hercolony : yet, the conflict was longer and more des-
perate, successes and reverses more evenly balanced than
might have been expected. No less than four expedi-
tions were required before Port Royal was taken, and
there the intrepid Subercase, powerfully seconded by
the Bavon de Saint-Castin and by other Captains at the
head of Indian troops, wrought prodigies of valor. The
first of these expeditions was undertaken by Church, the
famous **Squaw-killer; ™ but, moved by the desire of
plunder and of easy exploits, he made no serious attack
on Port Royal, and was satisfied with invading Mines
and Beaubassin, where he carvied off all the cattle he
could seize, after opening the dikes, burning houses and
doing all the damage he could.

A second expedition under Colonel March was much
more serious. Rhode Island and New Hampshire had
united with Massachusetts for this decisive onslaught ;
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but, after a seige of eleven days, March, repulsed at
every point, had to re-embark, and, instead of returning
to Boston, where he dreaded censure, he took refuge at
Casco. Thence he wrote of his failure to Governor
Dudley, attributing it to his officers and soldiers, who,
he said, had refused to second him. Immense was the
chagrin of Boston : so little was this result anticipated
that preparations had actually been made for a pompous
celebration of the taking of Port Royal.

Humbled but not discouraged, Governor Dudley, who
could not resign himself to disband the troops he had
organized with such fine hopes, sent orders to March to
keep on board the ships his soldiers, willing or unwill-
ing, and to retwrn immediately to Port Royal with the
reinforcement now setting sail. At the same time
Dudley appointed three commissioners to superintend
the operations of the siege. March, unable to overcome
the sadness and dejection to which he was a prey, de-
clined the lhonor of commanding this new expedition.
Wainwright, second in command, had to take charge of
it; but, after another siege and a long one, he also re-
embarked without effecting anything. This was in
August, 1707.

Thus far, at least, Port Royal had been revietualled
and assisted by France, though inadequately. Suber-
case had been able to satisfy the Indians by some gifts
and still more by promises. His kindliness to all had
sufficed to inspire the conrage and ardor that were abso-
lutely necessary in the sitnation of inferiority in which
he was left. All the Captaing of Indians, d’Amours
d’Echauffours, Saint Aubin, Bellefontaine, de Saillan,
Denys de la Ronde, de Saint Castin, de la Tour; the
French corsairs, Francis Guyon, Pierre Maisonnat, de
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Morpain, had gathered under him and had helped him
with a will. With these and the inhabitants he had
enough men to manceuvre outside, to harass the enemy
without weakening his garrison, which numbered only
about 160 soldiers, three fourths of whom were un-
disciplined young men picked up on the quays of
Paris.

Having heard that a fresh attack was preparing, still
more formidable than the preceding ones, Subercase re-
peatedly urged the Home Government to send reinforce-
ments ; but nothing eould rouse the apathy of France's
rulers. For three long years the colony, destitute of
everything, subsisted almost entirely on the booty of
the corsairs. As a crowning misfortune, in 1710 the
harvest failed, and the corsairs, so numerous the preced-
ing year, were driven from Acadia by an epidemic: so,
when in September a large fleet with 3,400 landing
forces appeared before Port Royal, there was but one
voice in the garrison and colony in favor of immediate
surrender.

Though fully aware of his weakness and feeling that
]I.e (.’{lll][l not come out once more victorious f]'()ll'l a4 con-
flict in which all the odds were against him, Subercase
resolved to tempt fortune, and, without hearkening to
the proposals of General Nicholson, commander of the
fleet, he preparved to withstand the enemy. The English,
on their part, taught circumspection by the unexpected
and repeated defeats of past years, set to work with
extreme prudence. Several times they were repulsed or
had to desist from their investing operations ; but Suber-
case no longer had a body of troops to sally forth from
the fortifications and worry the besiegers. The fleet
had arrvived before Port Royal September 24th, and it
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was not till October 12th that the capitulation was
signed on quite honorable terms, so honorable indeed, that
Nicholson expressed his regret at having accepted them,
when he beheld the destitution of the garrison. Pro-
visions were so scarce that Nicholson had to provide the
French soldiers with rations before they embarked for
France,

Port Royal had become, and this time for good and
all, an English town; the destiny of the whole of
Acadia was soon to be the same. In the comse of a
century Port Royal had gone through more vicissitudes
“]il“ illl'\' ﬂt]]l!l' American town, more even, t-hlla” H.lly
other from its foundation to our own day. It had been
taken, sacked, destroyed, abandoned, retaken ; and mean-
while France, seemingly unaware of its importance, un-
taught by the lessons of experience, unmoved by its
hazardous position or by the unjust and crnel fate of its
faithful subjects, never thought of ensuring its per-
manent possession hy making such efforts as were called
for by the risks and advantages of this stronghold.

Such eriminal neglect might seem astounding, were it
not repeated elsewhere, and everywhere. This bit of
exposed territory had only 2,000 inhabitants when the
provinces of New England alone had 150,000, Was it
because the sovereigns that governed France, the gov-
ernors that represented them in Canada or Acadia, did
not realize the importance of the colonies they owned?
Was it because, as has been said, Frenchmen are not
colonizers? No: this is not the true answer. We have
plenty of documents proving that the governors of these
provinces generally realized, with great perspicacity,
the value of these colonies and the way to make them
prosperous, powerful and useful to the Home Govern-
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ment.  We have also some proof, though rarer, that
the sovereigns or their ministers saw things in the
same light.  We have likewise proofs that the spirit of
enterprise, boldness and activity were not at all lacking
in the Irench colonist.  We know that, in spite of the
way in which he was forsaken by rance, his activity
had familiavized him with the whole interior of the
continent, at a time when the English had not yet lost
sight of the Atlantic coast. But the colonists needed
backing, at least by numbers; they needed a helping
hand from the mother country. In an absolute govern-
ment, which elaims all powers and all initiative, which
rules and regulates everything, even the peopling of its
colonies must be initiated by authority. The expression
of a wish or instructions from the throne would have
been enough to create an unflagging movement of
emigration that would have compared favorably with
the emigration from the British Isles. Theentire blame
lies, I believe, with the throne : not so much because it did
not understand the importance of colonizing this country,
as because of forgetfulness and neglect begotten of that
thoughtlessness and inconstancy that marked all its
acts.

* When I compare the result of European wars in the
last fifty years,” wrote M. d'Avaugour in 1663, *and
the progress that may be made in ten years here, not only
does my duty oblige me, but it urges me to speak out
boldly. . ... IFrance can, in ten years and with less
outlay, secure more real power in America thanall its
European wars could win for it.”

* Who can undertake,” said Vauban, * anything
greater and more useful than a colony? Is it not by
this means, rather than by any other, that one can ob-
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tain, with all possible justice, aggrandizement and in-
crease ? 7

And Louis XIV. himself, who for a time seemed to
take a serious interest in his colonies, entirely con-
curred in this view, when he so wisely wrote in 1676
to M. de Champigny, * Intendant™ of Canada: * Be
thoroughly convinced of this maxim, that it is better to
occupy less territory and to people it entirely, than to
spread out indefinitely and to have weak colonies at the
mercy of the slightest accident.”

That was, perhaps, for the great monarch, only a pass-
ing thought between two pleasures. Successfully to
carry out these fine projects. France was in need of calm
and peace; but, ever carried away by the pride, ambi-
tion or caprice of her sovereigns, she always lacked the
restfulness that alone would have enabled her to give
to these designs the sustained attention they demanded.
She must dazzle, she must have glory, and, assuvedly. not
in those lowly hamlets lost in the forests of America could
Louis XIV. attain this end. And yet there, more than
in aunght else, was the future of France. Troe, it was
slow, plodding work, the fruits of which were fur dis-
tant ; but in return what a rich harvest, what solid
glory, what lasting greatness was thus cheaply to be
carned by France!

There is no more striking proof of her carelessness
than the way in which she deserted Acadin. In the
course of an entire century this province received barely
two hundred colonists, whereas its dangerous situation
and its importance would have called for fifty times as
many. This was less immigration in a century than
the smallest English colony received in one year. In
the single summer of 1620 the colony of Virginia wel-
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comed 1261 colonists, and it already had 600. In 1625
there came another thousand, and as early as 1646 it
had a population of 20,000 souls. Before 1640, 298
ships erowdaed with immigrants had cast anchor in the
port of Boston. On the other hand, it is clear that,
unassisted and unencouraged, immigration must have
heen a negative quantity in a country so helplessly
exposed as was Acadia. That it possessed natural
advantages was not enough ; over and above this there
was needed, at the outset, vigorous encouragement to a
body of colonists immigrating all together in sufficient
numbers to ensure their being able to protect them-
selves, and thus make up by their multitude for the
insecurity of their position. This province, which
would thus have been a source of strength to France,
really beeame, on the contrary, a cause of weakness, an
ever menacing danger. Very different, indeed, was
the reality from the wise maxims which Lounis XIV.
recommended to his Intendant in Canada.

But what is more inconceivable still, is that, at the
wery time when Acadia was fighting heroic battles
decisive of its fate, Louis XIV., easily seduced by great
projects, was seized with a new infatuation for Louisiana
and the inland regions leading up to the Great Lakes
and to Canada: a great and noble project in truth,
which his habitual inconstancy was to reduce to a
costly chimera, furnishing fuel for jealousy and hasten-
ing the ruin of his colonial empire.

If France can find in the study of her history, as she
undoubtedly can, matter for self-glorification, it is
surely not in her colonial policy. The wonder is, not
that her colonies ended in misfortune, but that they
held out so long against such fearful odds. Courage,
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energy and well-directed efforts were not lacking in the
colonists themselves ; this is proved to evidence by their
struggles, both in the direction of self-development
and extension of French power, and in the way of resist-
ance for so long a time and with such marked success
against an enemy that outnumbered them sixteen to one.
Here is cause for nanght but glorification and astonish-
ment.  The shame of failure falls entively upon that
unskilful administration, that witty incapacity, that
proud impotence which stamped the policy of France.

The national character, in its good qualities as well as
in its defects, had alveady become well-nigh fixed, and
Louis XIV. was its most brilliant expression. Gen-
erally speaking, the character of a nation is the result of
apparently insignificant cireumstances, scarcely noticed
when first they appear. Later on, however, and some-
times much later, they make themselves felt. Fora long
time, and especially during all the middle ages, the most
salient points of divergence in the respective character-
istics of the nations of Western Europe were, after all,
only shades of difference. England differed little from
France, France from Spain ; all three had acquired the
germs of liberty, and it was the expansion or contrac-
tion of that liberty which was to have a dominant influ-
ence in fixing the special character of each nation, and
in stamping each with its essential differentiation.
These distinctive qualities were also to influence the
future destiny of each nation.

At that remote period France and England were like
two streamlets lazily meandering on the same table-land,
coming near to each other, then winding further apart,
then winding in again; their general trend seems the
same ; are they going to unite? Perhaps; but, at any
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rate, when they have grown by the tribute of many
aftluents into mighty rivers, they will surely empty into
the same ocean. Yet facts belie this forecast: a very
slight rise in the land will be enough to change their
course and make them flow in opposite directions ; one to
the east, the other to the west;this one toward one ocean,
that one toward another. One was to keep on majesti-
cally and peacefully flowing through rich meadows: the
other was to leap wildly through narrow gorges, then
spread out into a lake, then again narrow into a torrent,
crossing now enchanting scenery, now desolate burning
deserts. A little bit of a hill had been the insurmount-
able wall that bad decided their respective fates and the
flow of their waters. The expansion of the liberties of
England, the contraction of those of France was that
little hill that sent them in opposite divections through
experiences so dissimilar. Had it not been for a seem-
ing trifle, the course followed by the one might have
been followed by the other with reversed results.

While the English nobility shut themselves up in
their demesnes, thus preserving a certain independence
in respect of the sovereign, and some interest in consort-
ing with the people for the conservation and increase of
their common liberties, in FFrance all the nobles rushed
to court, drawn thither by royal favor and the fascina-
tion of pleasure. However insignificant this slender
historic detail may seem, it prepared France for the
abandonment of the germs of liberty it then possessed ;
this was the little hill that altered its course and its
destiny.

These men, who had become courtiers in quest of
honors and favors, athirst for pleasure, held their peace
before the encroachments of the king. Deprived of its



48 GROWTH OF LIBERTY.

defenders, the people could not withstand the clipping
of their hard-won privileges. Thus it was that, one
after another, the conquests of liberty, both for nobles
and commoners, disappeared. When Louis XIV.
decided to be his own prime minister; when, waited
upon, after the death of Cardinal Mazarin, by the func-
tionaries of state, and asked to whom they must in
future apply on questions of public business, he replied,
much to their astonishment, * To myself,” then was
liberty undone. There remained only the precarious
splendor of the throne and the doubtful prestige of the
past, until the day should come when the state would
be the Pompadour or any other favorite courtesan,
until, sinking still lower, Louis X'V.should be shameless
enough to say, * After me the deluge.” Nor was this
deluge long delayed; a deluge of blood, the prelude of
frequent fruitless efforts and violent reactions, of scenes
of anger and hatred, glory and humiliation.

England alone escaped the wreck of her liberties. If
she was saved from disaster, it was probably not because
she had acquired, in that seventeenth century, more
wisdom and maturity than other nations, but because of
her insular position, because of some insignificant de-
tails resulting rather from an apparently fortuitous com-
bination of circumstances than from her own foresight.
 England.” says Macaulay, * escaped from absolutism,
but she escaped very narrowly.” It is well for mankind
that this exception arose. Those liberties, preserved
and inereasod, constitute England’s greatness; her ex-
ample has set her up as a beacon light to guide the
nations in the proper channel.

Viewing the results, men have ascended to the cause
thereof and traced out the methods that produced them.
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They have imitated England ; they have also imitated
the nation that sprang from England, built up by her
on this continent out of suitable elements, conditions,
tastes and tendencies, in a new land freed from Old
World ties. Instead of one model now there are two.
With regard to England, the evolution was the work of
seeming chance, in answer to the necessities of the
moment, in order to escape from the runinous caprice of
a despot, to satisfy that desire of liberty which we all
feel more or less : but by little and little the mists were
lifted, the consequences, if not of the future, at least of
the past and the present, were better and better under-
stood.  Itsoon became evident that the growth of liberty
must be accompanied by the growth of education, that
the one was the reason of the other, and that the two,
working together, were the fountain-head of all the
material progress which our century enjoys.

To study the effects of liberty one must not stop at
abstract theory, but must go on to examine methods and
facts. [Excellent as liberty is in itself, it may be the
source of many evils. The study of actual methods
teaches that solid results are obtained only by agitation,
i. e, by a continual, thoughtful, calm effort leaning on
public opinion which it first creates, advancing method-
ically step by step, by legitimate means on what we
might call an easy upward gradient. One reform, one
new franchise, becomes a solid and permanent acquisi-
tion, as well as a step to other reforms. It is a process
of building up and consolidating rather than of de-
struction.

This method, more even than the liberty it won, is
what gives to British institutions that progressive sta-
bilit{ which all the world admires. The most important



50 GROWTH OF LIBERTY.

effect of this method is the moulding of the nation’s
character. It is this * broadening from precedent to
precedent ” that has imparted to the English character
that calmness, moderation, firmness and dignity which
insure its superiority in great undertakings and in its
differences with other nations. It is this, too, that has
made respect for law and aunthority almost an instinet
with Englishmen.  ‘What has been acquired by dint of
patient effort is loved and revered; nor are such con-
quests any longer open to attack. Rulers themselves
will respect what is only one step more, one slight sac-
rifice to the will of the nation freely expressed by its
legitimate representatives.

However tardy was sometimes the advent of long-
looked-for reforms, no one ever dreamt of imposing
them by force against the will of the majority, when
experience showed that constitutional agitation and ar-
gument gave the best chance of success and the most
solid guarantees, provided one were on the side of right
and justice. Under these circumstances it was to be
expected that the debates of contending parties would
necessarily be stamped with calmness and dignity, which
were, besides, conducive to success.

One of the results of this well-ordered march from
liberty to liberty, from reform to reform, was that parties
were generally separated only by shades of difference;’
essential harmony was rarely marred. When a scarcely
perceptible line of demareation parts us from an adversary,
it is possible to come to an understanding with him.
The separation was, so to speak, a movable fence that
might be shoved back and forth. Instead of living in two
distinet camps, quite estranged from one another, there
was a certain amount of intercourse, proposals and cor-
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cessions were in order. Self-possession, moderation,
peaceful and courteous discussion were obviously called
for in order to hushand or to increase one’s strength.
The distance between one party and the other was some-
times so slight that a little cautious diplomacy was often
enough to secure either consent or a majority.

Because she was deprived of these liberties and thrown
violently backward, France rushed into revolution. Not
being allowed legitimate freedom of evolution, she went
into revolution, and overthrew law and order. Perhaps
it was her only way out of the chaos and ruin that
threatened her. When Louis XIV. confiscated the
liberties of France and thus threw her back, he little
dreamt that he was preparing the ruin of his dynasty
and the death of his second snceessor.  He had himself
charged the mine that was to blow up his throne. He
was called great because he knew how to dazzle : but,
if greatness be measured by the solidity of one's struet-
ures and the clear view of consequences, he was very
small and very fatal to his country.

This confiscation of the liberties of France is responsible
for the momentous events of which she has sinee been
the scene, and these events in their turn have intensified
both her own native defects and those which she shared
with other nations governed as she was.  Had she slowly
developed along the lines of freedom, she would, by the
very force of circumstances, have not only kept her own
gnud qualities, but also acquired most of those which
have acerned to Encland.  For want of this wisdom,
she has rushed into a series of revolutions of which the
end is probably not yet. Freedom forced upon people
by bloodshed cannot be true freedom ; it will always be
odious to many and therefore of uncertain tenure, If
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imposed hy revolution, the same means will be employed
to destroy it ; hence contempt ol law and of one’s
adversaries, rancor, injustices, conspiracies : hence a
special tendency of the national character that stiffens
into o fixed habit of mind.  Between the man that
desives a republic and the man that desires a return to
the old order of things yawns a gulf that is very hard to
bridge.  They have no points of contact ; even socially,
they are strangers, and if they have any knowledge of
each other, it will be mostly founded on slander.  Their
natural weapons will be violence and insult.

Thus the slight divergences of three or four centuries
aco have become strong contrasts through the choice of
different methods. This we realize to-day: but our
forefathers did not. It was not in view of an ideal
dream or according to a preconceived plan that liberty
oradually was introduced into England.  Men acted
merely according to the exigencies of the moment in
order to supply fresh wants.  Yet experience has set
great store by these liberties thus acquired. People
were gradually educated up to an intelligent compre-
hension of what is called the theory of social evolution,
a theory which, in France, has recently heen styled oppor-
tunism. Thus it is that we are ever advancing toward
new horizons that should be studied and, if possible,
foreseen ; thus it is that events are ever oceurring the
tendency and ultimate significance of which we cannot
g0 much as conjecture.

Whilst England, by her steady progress in the widen-
ing field of liberty, grew greater and greater, France,
tending towards absolutism, was, amidst bursts of daz-
zling glory, gradually losing as much as her rival gained.
The time came when the latter sought not only to re-
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cover what she had lost, what it had cost England three
hundred years to maintain and develop, but also to take
a forward leap of several centuries. Then a useful
experience proved that the social edifice has no stability
unless it be built up slowly, stone upon stone. with
plumb-line and cement ecarefully applied to each.
When, however, the edifice has been raised without
these precautions, and consequently threatens to fall, it
may be necessary to pull it down.

All the teachings of the past lead to the belief that
England followed the true, the better course. But, in
such matters, error is always possible, because, to the
immediate and visible results, must be added others
that arve invisible and distant, and sometimes very dif-
ferent from those which seem startlingly elear.  We are
witnesses, on the one hand, of the first consequences of
evolution : on the other. of revolution: or rather of
slow evolution and mlriil evolution. For this century,
at least, the advantage is clearly on the side of slow
evolution. But who can foretell with ecertainty the
remote consequences in future ages? It is the secret of
Providence. Inall social questions this prineiple holds :
immediate or proximate results may be very different
from remote consequences.  The human mind is, after
all, despairingly limited. It often happens that what
is practical wisdom in the long run comes from reputed
fools.  Statunes arve erected in honor of those who have
foreseen immediate or proximate effects. Those who
have had intuitions of more distant results are some-
times locked up.

It may be for the interest of mankind at large that
nations work out their destinies in varions ways. Hu-
man  progress is a congeries of acquired experiences.
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The doings of one people are noted by another, matured,
weighed, accepted or rejected entirely or partially ; the
residuum of good becomes the property of the civilized
world.

One thing seems quite certain: England has won the
ficst game.  Her methods of success have been studied ;
they have been and still are useful toall nations.  Shall
she lose the next innings ? It is the secret of the future,
the secret which statesmen are striving to discover.
All nations may have special hopes and consoling fore-
casts: but,at any rate, it is undeniable that England, by
opening up the path, has got a start that she may very
well be proud of.  Some may question if her advance
has not been too slow, if the habits thus formed may
not be some day a source of danger. Ior her that slow-
ness was a necessity : she was feeling her way from the
known fo the unknown. Now that the territory is
mostly mapped out, it is easy for other nations to take a
short cut and suppress some of the old, painful, round-
about tramping. But England’s traditional wisdom
gives us every reason to trust she will always be willing
to move on in time to avoid any dangers that may
threaten her.

Iighly as I value the good points which liberty and
the strugele therefor have brought out in the institu-
tions and character of England, I am far from admiring
everything English or blaming everything French.
The scope of this work does not admit of insisting on
the defeets of the picture. Else I might point to a
series of shameful acts very often far worse than the worst
deeds of France. Taking all in all, not only was Eng-
land’s seventeenth century no better than the same period
in France : but, in many respects, it was worse than the
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deepest humiliations England was collecting materials
for future greatness. If deeds of shame were, in a
sense, an outcome of the struggle for liberty, it was the
stubbornness and encroachments of the crown that pro-
voked them; they were the offspring of absolutism and
of those who sacrificed to it the interests of the nation,
nor can they be fathered on the valiant defenders of
liberty. Courage and disinterestedness were needed to
expose one's self to the royal displeasure, to persecu-
tions, to ruin, to decapitation. No wonder most of the
high functionaries sacrificed, when the sacrifice was an
essential condition, honor, principles and humanity in
order to preserve or obtain royal favors. Those men,
who seem to us bereft of all honorable feeling, might
have been, under other eircumstances, the ornament of
their race; in fact their only fault, perhaps, was rating
ambition above virtue.

In this world of ours there is no such thing as un-
mixed good. The purest joys are the reward of suffer-
ing. This is true of liberty, and still more true of the
struggle to obtain and preserve it. This struggle was
necessary, and the defections, treachery and crime were
unavoidable. Would liberty have given to England
such favorable results, had it been acquired without
resistance?  Would it be as highly valued ?  Would it
have taken on that stability which has hitherto secured
it from all vicissitudes ?  Probably not.

So long as England was in the painful period of
incubation, so long as the nations of Europe could see
only the evils accompanying those conflicts for liberty,
it was perhaps impossible for them to grasp the good
result that was to follow. The very bitterness of the
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contest for freedom must necessarily have produced
special erimes from which the undisputed absolutism of
the French monarchy was exempt. The fruits of liberty
could not be tasted and appreciated until the conflict
had cooled down by the final triumph of Parliamentary
supremacy. No wonder, then, that Louis XIV., or even
the French nobility, seeing contemporary facts, judged
that the absolute rule of the sovereign was the only
means of ensuring unity of action, stability, order, har-
mony and the elements of greatness. What they wit-
nessed in their own day must have convinced them that
they were right. Very likely they saw, in those intes-
tine struggles, only the attempt of a few to gratify their
passions or further their own interests at the expense of
the nation’s weal. Could they then descry the far-off
effects of this liberty on the national character, effects
that were only as yet dimly outlined in a maze of strik-
ing disadvantages? So long as France was in the
hands of a sovercign like Louis XIV., who dazzled her
by his greatness, she could delude herself with the
fancy that things would remain ever thus. It needed
the follies of the Regency and of Louis XV.; it needed
ruin and humiliation to rouse her from her torpor, to
make her realize that she was at the mercy of the in-
frequent virtues and very frequent vices of her kings.
France has had many severe lessons.  Will she profit
by them ?  We must hope so. Will she get back what
she has lost?  This again we may hope for: one or two
- centuries are of small account in the life of a nation.
We may hope that she will at length reach a state of
equilibrinm, and, having secured that, will advance with
constant and measured steps. She will always be, we
hope, great in her genius, in her activity of mind, in
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noble and generous ideas, in science, in the love of the
beautiful.  But, what she will never regain is the high
place she has lost, the part she once played in the civil-
izing and peopling of the globe.  If France lias declined
gsomewhat, or rather if she has not advanced as much as
was to be expected ; if she be destined to deelinestill more,
she can trace this decline to her want of expansion. to her
lack of colonies. When France and England were con-
tending for the possession of North America, the latter
had only thirteen millions of inhabitants, whercas the
former had twenty-seven millions.  Look at the situation
to-day. The United Kingdom has thirty-seven millions,
France only thirty-eight millions, while in North
America alone there are almost seventy millions of men
that speak the language and are impregnated with the
ideas and special characteristics of Britain.  How shall
it be in one, two or three centuries, when England will
have developed mighty empires in the vast colonies
under her sway ? It matters little that tliese colouies
should become independent of the mother country:
even when her daughters leave hier, their influence and
prestige is none the less traceable to their fruitful
parent.

Yet, not to the unfruitfulness of the IFrench race is
this contrast to be attributed.  Any doubt on this ques-
tion would be set aside by the prodigious expansion of
the Canadians and Aecadians, an expansion the only
equal of which perhaps is that of the Boers.

When European governments, in the last two cen-
turies, strove to found colonies, they did not, as L as
we can judge, reckon with this increase and spread
of population. They were naturally inclined to think
their colonizing movements would weaken the mother
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country. They simply yielded to the pressure of com-
mercial interest. But experience has since proved that
the increase of population was largely due to increased
space and to the elbow-room thus afforded. Here, again,
is one of those far-off consequences, invisible to one
generation and yet visible to another, to which T alluded
a4 moment itgﬁ.

It is highly probable that British statesmen did not
foresee, any better than those of France, the future of
their colonies. Neither did they create and develop
these colonies according to a set plan and on fixed prin-
ciples, foreseeing, arranging and maturing everything.
The contrary of all this would be nearer the truth. In
this respect the English government was not more
active. nor more provident than the French. True,
British immigration was considerable from the outset :
but it was mostly all due to private initiative. As for
the Puritans and the Quakers, it was an asylum from
intolerance. They wanted and hoped to govern them-
selves, or at least to be free from hindrances to freedom
of conscience. France never held out similar hopes to
the Huguenots. All other immigrants were either
traders or colonists pure and simple.

While the pernicious influence of the French court
was weakening the nobility, in England the gentry and
the vich merchants were eager for distant enterprises.
In this latter country it was enough to let that private
initiative have its way which in France was excluded
and paralyzed by the habit of waiting in all things for
the orders and regulations of royalty. Had the Hugue-
nots been allowed the same freedom of action as the
Puritans, they would have been only too glad to set up
for themselves outside of France in her colonies; so
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would the religious orders ; but, for the latter as well
as for the former, it was feared that they might acquire
too much independence and power. Thus, between
inaction on the one hand and obstacles on the other, the
colonies were left to struggle on in their impotent way.
[ am not aware that the English Government made
more efforts at the outset for the peopling of her colo-
nies than France did. The obstacles the latter opposed
to the Huguenots the former also opposed to the Puri-
tans: but—here comes in an important difference, on
which perhaps depended the fate of the English colonies
—England yielded to entreaties, and less than a century
later that flourishing colony of the Puritans numbered
75,000 souls, four times the entire population of New
FFrance. So true is it that the fate of empires frequently
turns on apparently insignificant events.

Nor did England govern her colonies much better
than France did hers. Like France, England granted
ridiculous charters which handed over and confiscated
vast domains, ill-defined charters which annulled each
other or which were annulled according to caprice.
Nor, again, were the British immigrants any better than
the French. Quite the contrary: when France under-
took to send colonists, she was too fastidious, while
lingland was perhaps not sufficiently painstaking in her
choice.

Here the Puritans are not included : they were not
sent to the colonies ; having left England, they had taken
refuge in Holland, and they succeeded in effecting a co-
lonial settlement in Ameriea only by dintof begging for
permission to do so. Their motives were of the most
exalted kind.  Most praiseworthy were the morals of
those families seeking an asylum where they might live
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according to their convictions. They sought neither
riches nor pleasure, nor the satisfactions of vanity and
ambition : yet they found, together with the asylum
they had desired, all that frugality, orderliness, economy
and intelligence could procure. It was this undesired
emigration that turned out best for the strength of
England.

Not so with the colony of Virginia. At first picked
families were sent thither ; but soon recruits came from
all quarters, and immigration, lapsing into a commereial
venture, gradually deteriorated till it became altogether
bad.  High bounties made the recruiting of clerks and
servants for the great colonizing companies a matter of
money grabbing. Boys of 14 and 15 and even sickly
youths, says Rameau,* were kidnapped from sea-ports;
agents embarked all the vagabonds and jail-birds that
felt the need of going far away from places where they
were too well known. A still more revolting spectacle
on the shores of the New World was the sale of con-
tracts which were often wholly fictitious. In truth this
was the organizing of a white slave trade with slavery
for a term of years: from that to the negro slave trade
with indefinite slavery was only a step, and that step
was soon taken.

“ As early as 1619,” says Hildreth, *1.200 immigrants
came to Virginia; among them were 100 vagabonds or
old offenders, who were sold like the rest, and also 20
negroes, who were brought thither and sold by a certain
Dutch captain : these were the first.”

The British Government, taking the hint thus given,
saw its way to getting rid of all its prisoners: trans-
portation, in fact, saved the expenses of their mainte-

* Quoting Carlier and Baneroft,
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nance at home, while the sale of their services actually
brought in money. These living consignments became
frequent ; nor was the transportation confined to erim-
inals ; it was soon extended to political prisoners, and
thus the civil dissensions of England became a fruitful
source of English emigration to Virginia, and afterward
gradually to the other colonies, even to New England.

“ This traflic in men of British race became so com-
mon * that not only the Scotch who had been made
prisoners at the battle of Dunbar, were shipped to
America to be there made slaves, but also the royalists
that fell into the power of the Parliamentary party at
the battle of Worcester, as well as the leaders of the
revolt of Penruddor were embarked for the colonies.
In Ireland the transportations of Irish Catholics were
numerous and frequent, and accompanied with such
cruel treatment as to be scarcely better than the atroci-
ties of the African slave trade. In 1685 nearly a
thousand prisoners, compromised in the rebellion of
Monmouth, were condemned to deportation, and forth-
with many of the men that were influential at Court
wrangled over this prey as over a most profitable mer-
chandise.”

Thus the British Government had but a small share
in the peopling of the colonies, and this share is per-
haps not very creditable. However, for one reason or
another, the blunders of England were not so grave as
those of France, with this further difference that the
very blunders of England became ultimately profitable.
Perhaps it was better to be less exacting in the choice
of emigrants and to fill up the colonies than to remain
inactive and especially to hinder emigration, Those

* Ramean quoting Carlier aud Bauneroft,
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criminals must live somewhere, and it may have been
preferable to suffer them to settle in a new country,
where, finding more numerous and varied advantages,
they might become moral and prosperous subjects. The
original population was moral and numerous enough to
absorb without too much harm to itself those outeasts of
society. Nevertheless, if the facts themselves are ex-
cusable, the method of operation was not so: nothing
can excuse the British Government for having, not only
tolerated, but originated that hateful white slave trade
which was soon to issue in the regular negro slave trade
and to taint in their very fountain-head the really ex-
cellent qualities of an infant nation.

['rance made another mistake in not colonizing, as
she might have done, the Atlantic coast from Virginia
northward, or at least a considerable portion of that
const, so as tosecure a greater variety of elimate. Trade
was, of course, the motive power at the time the colonies
were founded. France made the first choice, and, as re-
agards the fur trade and the fisheries, that choice must
have been considered, at least for the first half century,
the best. Similarly, it was the gold craze that first led
multitudes to California in 1849 ; yet, in the long run,
the soil and the climate were found to be greater sources
of prosperity than the richest mines. This climatic
blunder may have contributed more than anything else
to keep France in a state of great numerical inferiority in
America. People did not care to emigrate to Acadia
because it was too much exposed to attacks, nor to
Canada because the climate was too severe or not suf-
ficiently varied. TProbably it was to repair this mistake
that Louis XIV. had conceived the project of colonizing
the Ilinois country and the Upper Mississsipi ; but it
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was then too late. Voltaire gave expression to this idea,
when, with his witty flippancy, he said that, after all,
France was giving up * only a few acres of snow.”

It has become the fashion tosay thatthe Frenchman is
no colonizer. No doubt he has now no great reputation
in that line ; but the reason is that France has no longer
a single colony favorably situated as ahome for the white
race. The Frenchman is no longer a colonizer, because,
amid the tuwrmoil of revolutions and counter-revolutions,
amid constant struggles with his European neighbors. he
never has had leisure to take a serious interest in his
colonies. But I cannot admit that the Frenehman, in the
seventeenth or eighteenth century, was not quite as
good at colonizing as the Englishman, the Spaniard or
the Dutchman. The only things that handicapped the
Frenchman were his paternalism in government and the
disadvantages of his position in Europe.  As to French-
men themselves, what they achieved here on American
soil seems utterly to contradict the assertion that they
did not know how to colonize.

Having explained their numerical inferiority by causes
that donot imply an absence of the colonizing spirit, I find
that those who settled in Canada gave proofs of physical
aptitude, of energy, of skill, of courage, which, in many
respects, seem superior to anything of the sort the
British colonists could show. Else, how could the
I'rench have held their own during a century and a half
against an enemy that ontnumbered them sixteen to
one? What wonderful achievements would have been
theirs, had they been, I will not say sixteen times as
numerous as the English, but fairly matched in point of
numbers ?  Were they not singularly gifted, those men
who penetrated into the interior of the continent and
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founded settlements and outposts in countries that were
as yet unknown to the American colonist?  The settle-
ments of Frontenag, Detroit, Green Bay, Vincennes, and
other colonies in Illinois date back as far as 1680. So
great was the activity and boldness of the inhabitants of
Detroit that they offered to throw three thousand col-
onists into the adjoining territory, so as to command the
whole interior of the continent, provided the French
Government would fill up the void by encouraging a
strong emigration to Canada.

Forsaken by the mother country, without direction or
assistance, the colonists faced the difficulties of their posi-
tion with a courage and an intelligence that were seldom
at fault. By the superiority of their methods and by their
wise forecasts they acquired a great ascendancy over the
minds of the Indians. Tt is remarkable that the French
never had to fight the Indians of the countries they
occupied, nay, that they made them their faithful allies
even in the most critical junctures. Everybody knows
that it fared quite otherwise with the British colonies.
Whether through acts of injustice, or haughty and arbi-
trary measures, or for some other cause, they did not
know how to make friends of the Indians: hence terri-
ble deeds of vengeance provoking the British settlers to
exterminate the savage in self-defence against dangers
that they had not the wisdom to avert.

“In fine,” says Rameaun, “the point in which the
intelligence of the French colonists shone forth with
especial brilliancy was their keen appreciation of topog-
raphy and of their local environment, of which they
unfailingly made an excellent use. This it was that
enabled them to maintain the defensive and to succeed
in attack. Their quickness and sureness in seizing the
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main point, their skill in planning, their promptness in
deciding, their energy in acting were no whit inferior
to their robustness of constitution, suppleness of body,
sobriety and austerity of habit.”

When finally they succumbed, it was only because
they seemed exhausted by their victories after having
for a long time and repeatedly gained advantages that
made the ultimate result doubtful. When Port Royal
fell, it had twice resisted an army that was more
numerous than the entire population of Acadia. And,
when Canada in its turn was forced to yield to the in-
vader, it had only five or six thousand soldiers left to
withstand the sixty thousand of the enemy. Canada
had then but sixty thousand souls, whereas the British
provinces had more than a million.

I have not the slightest wish to depreciate the Eng-
glish colonists, nor to extol unduly the French, nor even
to institute comparisons ; both had their good qualities
and their defects, rather difficult to estimate satisfac-
torily ; but, to any one who will put away from him
the glamour of success and view the question on its
merits, it will appear evident that, minor differences
apart, the Frenchman was, at that time, as good a
colonizer as any other European. The failure of French
colonization is traceable entirely to the faults I have
pointed out, all of which are to be imputed to the Home

Government and to an untoward combination of events.
A
]
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CHAPTER II.

Surrender of Port Royal, Oct. 13th, 1710—Axticles of the capitula-~
tion—Cession of Port Royal with the territory ‘¢ within cannon-
shot "—Vetch named governor of the place—Five inhabitants of
Port Royal made prisoners—The garrison decimated by sickness
—Saint Castin comes with 42 Abenakis to direct operations
against the fort—Battle of *“Bloody Creek "—Port Royal
besieged—The Acadians of the ceded territory withdraw—The
garrison is reinforced and the projected siege is abandoned.

Tar surrender of Port Royal to Nicholson by de
Subercase was signed Oct. 13th, 1710. He had resisted
most heroically for nineteen days, and merited no less
honor by his surrender than he had done in the two
preceding sieges by repelling the enemy. The struggle
was hopeless and surrounded with circumstances which
would induce even the bravest to withhold making any
effort. Alone with a few chosen officers, he withstood
the general call for an immediate swrender. It was
difficult to impose his will and to revive men’s courage
when there was no hope of success; when to want, to
privation, to the superior strength of the enemy, to the
uselessness of his rvepeated efforts, was added a still
graver circumstance, complete abandonment by the Home
Government. There was room for no feeling but dis-
couragement, when Subercase displayed such energy
and skill that he restored their drooping spirits. His
constancy won for him the admiration of his enemies
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together with most honorable conditions of surrender,
which were carried out by the English General with
great fidelity.

The articles of the capitulation referred only to Port
Royal and the dependent territory within cannon-shot
thereof. To be brief T omit the articles of the capitula-
tion which relate to the garrison, and restrict my atten-
tion to what concerned the inhabitants of the ceded
territory, for there is no question at all of the rest of
Acadia.

ArrrcLe V. “That the inhabitants within cannon-
shot of Port Royal shall remain upon their estates, with
their corn, cattle and furniture, during two years, in
case they are not desirous to go before, they taking the
oath of allegiance and fidelity to Her Sacred Majesty
of Great Britain.”

In a memorandum accompanying the articles of the
capitulation, Gen. Nicholson declares that * within can-
non-shot " ought to be understood to be ** three English
miles around this fort.” The number of persons com-
prised within this space according to a list presented to
the General was 481.

To have a correct view of the situation we should not
lose sight of the fact that this capitulation was limited
only to Port Royal and the country comprised within
a radius of three miles from the fort. The inhabitants
of this district had two years at most allowed them to
pass over to the French territory with all their mov-
able goods ; but, pending their decision thereupon, they
were to take the oath of allegiance and fealty: which
they did. We find nowhere the terms of this oath, but
we suppose it must have been very carefully worded,
in order to make sure that, in the meantime, they won!d
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do nothing against the peace and the interest of the
English government, until their final decision to remain
or depart within two years. The circumstances them-
selves preclude any other interpretation. We should
not forget that whatever was outside this three-mile
radius remained meanwhile French territory : it is well
also to remark that the war between the two nations
continued for nearly three years until the treaty of
Utrecht. A clear view of these facts is necessary for the
better understanding of what follows, and for avoiding
the confusion into which so many historians have here-
tofore fallen.

After the departure of the French garrison, Nichol-
son reimbarked with his troops on the 28th of October,
leaving in the fort, as Lieutenant-governor, Colonel
Veteh, with about 450 soldiers. From Boston Nicholson
set out for London, where he succeeeded in organizing an
expedition for the conquest of Canada by land and sea ;
he himself had the command of the troops who were
to operate on Montreal through Lake Champlain; but,
owing to the unskilfulness of Admiral Walker, the
fleet suffered grievous disaster opposite the Ile aux
(Bufs, and so the expedition was abandoned.

During this time, desertions, but, still more, sickness,
reduced so greatly the Annapolis (Port Royal) garrison
that, according to an eye-witness, there remained only
a hundred able-bodied soldiers at the end of the follow-
ing June.

With the enemy in such a plight, it became easy
enough, for the Acadians who were outside the limits
comprised in the capitulation, to engage in hostilities and
even to seize upon the fort. Here was an excellent and
easy opportunity for retaliation. This they signified to
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de St. Castin who had previously been named Lientenant
of the King of France in this district. The movement
was sufficiently apparent to make the governor of the
garrison anxious, and often detachments of his troops
ventured abroad in order to watch the manceuvres of
the people both within and without the bounding circle.
In one of these excursions two deserters of the garrison,
one being a certain Abraham Gaudet of Beaubassin,
and three half-breeds, strangers to the place, captured
the commissary of the garrison whom, however, they
released, for o small ransom. The governor, thinking
that there had been connivance between these men and
some inhabitants of Annapolis, arrested Wm. Bourgeois,
Peter Leblane and John Comeau of Annapolis as well
as Germain Bourgeois of Beaubassin and Francis
Brassard of Chipody, who were passing through Anna-
polis.  We have no account of what may have been the
result of their trial. *

Saint Cuastin, whose warlike humor was never at
rest so long as there were blows to be given or received,
was easily prevailed upon to come and take part in the
struggle which the Acadians up the river were prepar-
ing to have with the English. With forty-two Abenakis
of the Penobscot river he succeeded in crossing the Bay
of Fundy and by his stealthy march escaped even the
suspicion of the garrison. In one of their usnal sallies,

* Haliburton gives quite a different version from that of Murdoch,
According to the former these arrests were intended to keep these men as
hostages, and by means of threats to prevent those who were not ineluded
in the capitulation from committing any hostile act. * This hostile disposi-
tion of the French settlers,” says he, ** induced the officer commanding at
Port Royal to apprehend the priest and five of the most respectable
inhabitants of the district as hostages for the good behaviour of their

countrymen, who were informed that, upon similar attempt, these prisoners
should suffer military execution,”
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eighty men of the garrison under the command of Captain
Pigeon advanced as far as twelve miles from the fort,
intending to surprise some Indian warriors who, by their
threats, were preventing the inhabitants of Annapolis
from furnishing the wood necessary to the fortifications.
Saint Castin, who was watching the movements of this
troop, surprised them in a place ever since called Bloody
Creek. Thirty soldiers and officers were killed and
the rest made prisoners.

The position of the garrison was becoming critical, if
it be true, which, however, leaves room for doubt, that,
before this encounter, there remained only a hundred
soldiers able to bear arms. This event was unfortunate
as are all those that result from war:; but it cannot be
judged otherwise than as legitimate warfare, since the
action took place twelve miles from Annapolis and nine
miles outside the territory ceded by the capitulation.
The successful combatants were Freneh subjects on
I'rench territory ; it was in time of war and moreover
an act of self-defence against their assailants. Some
writers, forgetting the terms of the capitulation, speak
of this affair as if at that time the whole of Acadia had
been ceded, and as if these men had been guilty of
treachery. This is clearly a mistake.

During this time Abbé Gaulin, parish priest of Mines,
tried to organize an expedition against Annapolis. He
succeeded in getting together two hundred men, whom
he intrusted to Saint Castin. Annapolis was invested
for the purpose of attacking the fort, when the ammuni-
tion and cannons, which they expected from New-
foundland, should arrive; but, as this help did not
come, and as, on other hand, the garrison received a
reinforcement, they gave up their project and dispersed.
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Before investing Annapolis, writes Murdoch, “ All the
inhabitants withdrew out of cannon-shot from the fort,
and they also transported their cattle up the river.
Those of the banlieue (within cannon-shot) intimated
to the governor that he had violated the articles of the
capitulation to their prejudice, and that they were
thereby freed from the oaths they had taken not to bear
arms ; after which they joined their compatriots in
blockading the Fort.”

I have much respect for this author, whom I look
upon as a sure guide in all questions of fact: yet I must
say I have nowhere found the confirmation of the last
part of this citation. Was it simply an inference from
the declaration that precedes it? I think so. Though
not a strictly logical inference, it might be justifiable.
In what did the governor violate the articles of the
capitulation ? I do not know, and strong reasons would
be required to justify such conduct. The time was
likewise badly chosen to take advantage of any viola-
tion whatever, and the circumstances give rise to a seri-
ous suspicion about the fairness of these reasons.

Nevertheless, for want of precise information on the
nature and gravity of these reasons, we can perhaps
supply more or less what is wanting by a document
which has an intimate connection with the question, and
which makes us see, as far as we can judge by the ac-
count of one side only, what was the fate reserved for
the Acadians by Governor Vetch. Some months before
this incident the inhabitants residing within the limits
of the territory comprised in the capitulation sent to
the Governor of Canada, M. de Vaudreuil, by M. de
Clignancourt, the following letter:

* As Your goodness extends over all those who, being subjects of
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His Majesty, have recourse to you to relieve them in their misery, we
pray you will vouchsafe us your assistance to withdraw ourselves
JSrom this country. . . . M. de Clignancourt will tell you better than
we can do by a letter, the harsh manner in which Governor Vetch
treats us, keeping us like negroes, and wishing to persuade us that
we are under great obligation to him for not treating us much worse,
being able, he says, to do so with justice, and without having room
to complain of it. We have given to M. de Clignancourt copies of three
ordinances which M. Vetch has issued. We pray you, sir, to have
regard to our misery, and to honor us with your letter for our conso-
lation, expecting that you may furnish the necessary assistance for
our retiving from this unhappy country.”
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CHAPTER III.

Treaty of Utrecht—Cession of Acadia—Clauses of the treaty and
letter of Queen Anne—Lieutenant-Governor Vetch opposes the
departure of the Acadians—Arrival of Governor Nicholson—DMA.
de la Ronde and Pinsens at Port Royal to remove obstacles to
their departure—Referred to the Queen—Subterfuges—Char-
acter of Nicholson and of Vetch—Compilation of the archives
of Nova Scotia—Artifices of the Compiler, his partiality, ete.,
ete.

THE war between France and England was at last
terminated, and, April 13, 1713, at Utrecht, was signed
the treaty of peace which definitively ceded Acadia to
England. Nothing in this treaty defined the extent
and limits of the country which France ceded, but these
were to be determined, later on, by a commission to be
appointed by the two Crowns. Pending this decision,
France, by the terms of the treaty, ceded: * All of
Nova Scotia or Acadia comprised in its ancient limits,
as also the city of Port Royal.” It was, as may be
seen, difficult to make such a badly worded declaration
the basis of a mutual understanding. What Acadia
was, what Nova Scotia had been or then was, had never
been defined with precision: but the question, alveady
so knotty, was still more stupidly complicated by this
additional clause, *as also the city of Port Royal,” as
if Acadia or Nova Scotia composed only one part of
the peninsula to which the treaty, by extension, added
on Port Royal. This could not be the intention of the
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parties, since Port Royal was essentially a part of
Acadia, since it had been its cradle and the seat of
government for a whole century. It was a gross error,
s0 gross that it could not be invoked or maintained as
far as Port Royal was concerned ; but the insertion of
this additional clause still left in the mind the vague
idea that Acadia or Nova Scotia could at most be under-
stood only of the peninsula. These difficulties were to
be resolved fifty years later by force of arms.

Article XTIV, of the treaty of Utrecht, which defined
the situation of the Acadians is couched in these terms :

It is expressly provided that in all the said places and colonies to
be yielded and restored by the Most Christian King in pursuance of
this treaty, the subjects of the said King may have liberty to remove
themselves within a year to any other place, as they shall think fit,
with all their movable effects.  But those who are willing to remain
here, and to besubjects to the kingdom of Great Britain, are to enjoy
the free exereise of their religion according to the unsage of the
Church of Rome as far as the laws of Great Britain do allow the
same.”’

The better to define this situation, but still more to
please the king of France, in return for some of the
latter’s acts of kindness to his Protestant subjects,
Queen Anne agreed to relieve the Acadians from the
rigor of the terms of the treaty. The new terms are
contained in her letter to Governor Nicholson, dated
June 23, 1715 :

“To our trusty and well-beloved Franeis Nicholson, Governor of
our Provinee of Nova Scotia or Acadia, ete., ele.

* Whereas our good brother, the Most Christian King, hath, at our
desire, released from imprisonment on board his galleys, such of his
stibjects as were detained there on account of their professing the
Protestant religion ; We, being willing to show by some mark of our
fayvor towards his subjects, how kind we take his compliance there-
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in, have therefore thought fit hereby to signify our will and pleasure
to you, that you permit such of them as have any lands or tenements
in the places under our Government in Acadia and Newfoundland,
that have been or are to be yielded to us by virtue of the late treaty
of peace, and are willing to continue our subjects, to retain and enjoy
their said lands and tenements without ony molestation, as fully and
freely as other onr subjects do or may possess their lands or estates,
or to sell the same, if they shall rather choose to remove elsewhere,
And for so doing, this shall be your warrant.
By Her Majesty's command,
“ DARTMOUTH."

The situation of the Acadians was thus established by
Art. XIV. of the treaty and by this letter. In its essen-
tial points this situation was very clear. They had,
besides the free exercise of their religion, the choice
either to remain in the country, keeping the ownership
of all they possessed, or to leave the country, bringing
away with them all their movable goods and also the pro-
ceeds of the sale of their immovable property. This
letter did not specify any time for their departure.
This omission, if it were one, might throw some doubt
on this point. The treaty, which was three months
previous, fixed the delay to a year. Was it then to be
understood that the time fixed by this treaty continued
to be what the treaty had made it, or did it become un-
limited ?  The remark that the compiler of the archives
of Nova Scotia adds at the foot of the document might
make us believe that he adopts the second interpreta-
tion. Such, however, could not be his intention, for,
when we have better understood the motives which
always animated this compiler, we shall understand
better that he could not accept an interpretation which
would have been so favorable to the Acadians. T am
inclined to believe and I deem it my duty to say so, that,
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strictly speaking, the delay fixed by the treaty was nof
modified by the letter of Queen Anne.

This distinetion is after all of little importance,
because, from that time forth the Acadians had decided
to leave the province, and even then they were actively
preparing to do so. This departure would have been
accomplished in the antumn of 1713, had it not been for
the obstacles opposed thereto by Governor Vetch, and
repeated under different forms by Nicholson, Cauldfield,
Doucette, Phillips, Armstrong, and later still by Corn-
wallis. During seventeen years (1715-1730) all the
events of Acadia are connected with the artifices used
to prevent this departure and rivet the Acadians to the
soil by an oath of allegiance. To suppress these facts
is to render the history of this period unintelligible and
altogether false. For some reason or other, whether it
be for not having had access to the documents which
we possess or for other less avowable reasons, these facts
have not come to light or even been touched either by
historians or by the compiler of the archives of Nova
Scotia.

As to this gentleman, I have declared in my preface,
without hesitation and without reticence, that the
volume which he compiled has been put together
with great partiality and with the intention of prej-
udicing the public against, the Acadians. This grave
accusation I have uttered deliberately after mature re-
flection and without laying aside for a single moment
the benevolence and charity that animates me; but to
judge it well, it will be necessary to peruse this work,
since my reasons are based upon the facts and developed
from them as they present themselves in the course of
the narrative. To explain the circumstances of this .
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publication let me say at the outset that the Legislative
Assembly of Nova Scotia on April 30, 1857, on motion
of Honorable Joseph Howe, adopted the following res-
olution :

“That His Excellency the Governor be respectfully requested to
canse the ancient records and documents illustrative of the history
and progress of society in this Province, to be examined, preserved
and arranged, either for reference or publication, as the Legislature
may hereafter determine."

What precedes, as also what follows, is extracted from
the very preface of the volume of the Archives, compiled
by Thomas B. Akins in virtue of this resolution and of
those which followed. '

““In the following year the Lieut.-Governor was authorized by the
Assembly to procure from the State Paper Office, in England,
copies of any dispatehes or documents that may be found necessary
to complete our files,

““In 1858, by another vote of the House, he was empowered to
procure from the Government of Canada, copies of such papers in
the Arehives of Quebec as related to the early history of Acadia.”

The compiler afterwards adds his personal reflections
in the following manner :

** The expulsion of the Acadians from Nova Scotia is an important
event in the history of British America, and has lately derived pecu-
liar interest from the frequent reference made to it by modern
writers.  Although much has been written on the subject, yet, until
lately, it has undergone little actual investigation, and, in conse-
quence, the necessity for their removal has not been clearly perceived
and the motives which led to its enforcement have been often mis-
understood, I have, therefore, carefully selected all documents in
possession of the Government of this Province, that could in any way
dhrow light on the history and conduct of the Acadians.”

In this preface two distinet parts are to be kept in
view, (1) that which relates to the end the Legislature
had in view, namely: to unite in one volume the most
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important documents that might serve for the general
history of the Province, and to procure in London and
Quebec those which should be judged useful to fill up
the deficiencies of the Archives of Nova Scotia: and
(2) that which relates to the compiler’s own private ends.
Even without reading between the lines, it is easy to
see that the end of Mr. Akins was not exactly the same
as that of the Legislature.

The special purpose he had in view was to comprise
in this volume all the documents that could throw some
light on the causes that furnished motives for the expul-
sion of the Acadians. Insubstance he says, up to the pres-
ent time these motives have not been understood. Precisely
so; during a century historians had been astray, and
he, Mr. Akins, was going to setall future historians once
more on the right path; he was going to group together
all that might be injurious to the Acadians, and to
make his vblume a convenient and easy arsenal where
writers might-come to seek weapons against those poor
Acadians, to whom all this would be a mystery, and
who would suffer in silence whatever insults these
writers would be pleased to heap upon them.

In matters of history, any plausible opinion, whether
it be or not the result of the aberrations of the mind or
of the heart, is to be respected, and Mr. Akins could
very well entertain the opinions which he expresses in
his preface; but I am surely justified in finding him
presumptuous when he ventures to condemn the writers
of a whole century, including those who were contem-
poraries of these events ; and in branding as unbecoming
and injudicious his inserting in a preface his own opin-
ions on events which were narrated in the compilation
he was charged to make. This compilation had to be
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impartial, or it would deviate from the end which the
Legislature had in view ; and, if the fitness of things did
not move Mr. Akins, his shrewdness should have made
him hold his tongue lest his work should seem biassed.
And to show how great indeed was his want of tact, [
may say that his preface itself made me believe that le
must be partial and prejudiced, and, starting therefrom,
[ studied him closely, compared, meditated, and finally
arrived at this clear and plain conclusion, that his par-
tiality was outdone only by his bad faith.

For the moment, let it be sufficient to say that this
volume is in reality not, as the Legislature wished it to
be, a collection of the most important documents relating
to the general history of the province, but a collection
of all that could appear to justify the deportationof the
Acadians ; that it omits all or nearly all the explana-
tions that might be favorable to them, and systematically
excludes all that was unfavorable to the governors.
And, let not the reader imagine that I have purposely
hunted up the omissions I charge him with in order to
introduce them into this work: the very importance of
those which I point out by the way, shows that I have not
stopped at the trifles which abound, but that, on the con-
trary, T have kept silence on many grave facts in order
not to encumber my work.

The first documents, introduced into the volume of the
archives, are dated November, 1714. It seems to me
clear that the intention of the legislature must have been
to comprise therein all the documents since the taking
of Port Royal in 1710, or at least since April, 1713, the
date of the treaty of peace. The documents between
this date and November, 1714, were particularly import-
ant, in order to determine in a precise manner what had



B0 OMISSIONS OIF THE COMPILER.

been done both by the governors and by the Acadians
in respect of those claunses of the treaty that referved to
the departure. The Acadians had the space of a year
to withdraw with their effects, their cattle and the out-
come of the sale of their immovable goods: we know
by the sequel that very few of them left their country
at that time ; but did they wish to leave ? were they pre-
vented from doing so? that is what we might expect to
see in the volume of the archives. To find light on this
obscure point, I had to search elsewhere, and, as will be
seen, the result of my researches is of great importance
and diametrically opposed to the pretensions of the
Compiler.

By leaving outall the documents between 1710 and the
end of 1714 he has led into error nearly all the writers
that have written the history of Nova Scotia. They
begin where the Compiler begins; they finish where he
finishes ; they omit what he has omitted, they skip what
he has skipped. I suppose all this is done in very good
faith, and if I mention this, it is rather to show that the
Compiler has attained his end, that he will continue to
do so just so long as his motives are not understood, so
long as it is not known that there is beyond his volume
a vast unexplored field, which explains what he did not
wish to disclose, which makes us take the proper meas-
ure of the man and his work. 1In the part which claims
our attention at present, unless we search elsewhere
for the means to fill up this serious void, he obliges us
to enter on the scene in the second act of the drama ;
which may leave many things unexplained and inexpli-

cable.*

*To be brief and to avoid all confusion, I will hereafter uge the torm * The
Compiler' to designate Thomas B. Akins, compiler of the arvchives of Nova
Seotia.
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At the taking of Port Royal, Colonel Vetch, as I have
said, had been appointed lientenant-governor of the
place. The following year he went to rejoin Nicholson
in his projected expedition against Montreal, leaving in
his place, as administzator, Sir Charles Hobby ; when
this undertaking was abandoned, he returned to his post,
where he reassumed his office and exercised it till
the summer of 1714,  Oectober 20, 1712, Nicholson had
been appointed governor, but, during his absence, Vetch
fulfilled his functions with the title of lieutenant-gover-
nor of the garrison, in which office he was replaced in
1714 by Major Caulfield and later by Captain Dou-
cette, while Nicholson remained titular governor until
sl ali

I have said that since the signing of the treaty the
Acadians had almost decided to leave the country, but
that they were prevented by all imaginable means and
artifices. In fact in August, or perhaps even in July
1713, they sent delegates to Louisburg to come to an
understanding with the French governor on the con-
ditions to be held out to them if they were transported
over to the French territory. These delegates sent in
their report, and the answer of the Acadian people dated
September 23, 1713, implies arefusal. They do not wish
to accept an establishment at Tle Royale (Cape Breton)
without effectual assistance, since the soil there is of
aninferior quality, woody, and without natural meadow-
land to pasture their cattle. If, however, they are
obliged to take the oath, they will depart anyhow:—

‘* Besides," says their report, * we do not know yet in what man-
ner the English will use us. If they burthen us in respect to our
religion, or cut up our settlement to divide the lands with people of
our m&tlon we will abandon them absolutely."
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The governor of Louisburg, M. de Costabelle, was
sorely vexed at this reply, and still more so at a letter
from Father Gaulin, whom he had hoped to enlist as an
ally in his dealings with the Acadians. The latter had
replied = that he could not lend himself tohis maneuyres,
as he did not see any sufficient guarantees for the assist-
ance which he, M. de Costabelle, promised, and that
it did not become him to employ missionaries in an
affuir, the purpose of which appeared to be to warp his
judgment in order to deceive dthers; that, if he could
not offer any better guarantees for his good intentions,
he preferred to see the Acadians remain on their lands
with the English, who are doing all in their power to
prevent them from departing. » *

The more the French government desired, as will be
explained further on, that the Acadians should take
advantage of the treaty to go over into French territory,
the more were the authorities of Port Royal opposed
thereto. Negotiations were resumed between the Aca-
dians and the governor of Louisburg ; lands were offered
on Prince Edward Island (I'Ile Saint-Jean), and divers
advantages which were considered acceptable by the
Acadians. They wished to leave; Colonel Vetch
opposed this under the pretext that he was only lieu-
tenant-governor, and that they had to wait for the arrival
of Governor Nicholson. He arrived only the following
summer, when the year stipulated by the treaty lLad
just expired. The following letters, both from Major
I'Hermite who replaced de Costabelle at Louishurg,
refer to these event. The first is dated July 11,1714,
and is addressed to Nicholson himself :—

¥ Costabelle au Ministre, Nov, 1713—Murdoch, vol. i. p. 888,
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“ [aving learnt, sir, from several inhabitants of Port Royal, of
Mines and Beaubassin, that he who commands in your absence af
Port Royal (Col. Vetch), has forbidden then to leace, and even re-
Sused the permission to those who asked him for it, which event
makes most of the Acadians now established on the lands of the King
of England unable to withdraw this year. . . . .

“That is what has determined me, according to the order given me
by the King, to send thither M. de la Ronde Denys, into whose hands
I have remitted the orders of Queen Anne; he will confer with you
about the reasons why they are detained. T hope, sir, yon will
render all due justice, and that you will have no other view than to
obey the behests of the Queen.”

The other letter is from the same to the Minister and dated August
20, 1714 : ** He who commands Port Royal has forbidden the Aecadi-
ans to leave the country before the arrvival of Mr. Nicholson, so that
all those who have come here had escaped. They represented to me
that it was necessary to send an officer there in order to uphold their
rights, the English having forbidden the missionaries to meddle with
the affairs of the Acadians.” —(Archives dela Marine et des Colonies.)

This is clear enough. The year had just expired, and
the prohibitions of Governor Vetch were of sufficiently
distant date to have given the Governor of Louisburg
time to be informed of them, to communicate this in-
formation to the King of France : and the latter had had
time to obtain an order from the Queen of England, to
transmit all documents to the Governor of Louisburg,
to appoint M. de la Ronde and to write to Nicholson
under date of July 11, 1714

And what were these orders of Queen Anne to Nich-
olson? Evidently, to let the Acadians depart, since
they were within the limits of the year when the com-
plaints were made, and since Major 'Hermite sum-
moned Nicholson to execute the behests of the Queen.
We shall see how he respected them, or rather what
measures he took to elude them.

Messrs. de la Ronde and Pinsens, bearers of the orders
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of Queen Anne, arrived at Port: Royal about July 20,
at the same time as Nicholson himself. He gave them
a superh reception, took cognizance of the orders which
they bore, and promised to let the Acadians depart
within the lapse of another year, should they decide
to doso. e permitted them to hold assemblies in order
to make sure of the intentions of the Acadians. All
reiterated the determination to abandon the country.*
Nicholson seemed to agree to everything; but, under
the pretext of referring the matter to the Queen, he fin-
ished by refusing everything. It required a more than
ovdinary dose of bad faith to refuse to obey the formal
orders of his sovereign: that is, however, what he did,
and we have the proof of it in the following official doc-
ument, which is an account of the negotiations of
Messrs. de la Ronde and Pinsens with Nicholson :

“In 1714 Messrs, de la Ronde and Pinsens, captains, were sent to
Acadia to obtain from Mr, Nicholson freedom for the Acadians to
withdraw with their cattle and grain vo [le Royale,"

* Mr. Nicholson permitted these officers to assemble the inhabit-
ants in order to know their intentions.  They all declared that they
wanted to return to their lawful sovereign.

 Mr, Nicholson was asked to allow these inhabitants, conformably
to Art. XIV. of the treaty of peace, the space of a year to remain
on their land unmolested ;

*That they might be allowed, during this time, to transport their
erain and cattle, to construct ships for the transportation of their
goods, and to receive from France the rigging and complete outfit for
those which would be built at Port Royal or elsewhere,

 These two articles weve sent back for the decision of the Queen.

*'he Governor of Acadia, Mascarene, writing to Bhirley, Governor of Mas-
sachusetts, April 6, 1748, said: “ M. Nicholson came over as Governor,
and proposed to the Acadians the terms agreed on for them at the treaty,
which were to keep their possessions, ete., ete,, or to dispose of them, if
they chose to withdraw within the space of a twelvemonth. They, to
a man, chose the last.”
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“They asked also that they might be allowed to sell their property
or to leave therefor letters of attorney.

“Phis article was answered @ Remitted to the Queen,” more-
over referved to her letter which is to be a sure gnarantee therefor,

‘“ Mr, Nicholson promised, besides, a prompt dispateh of all these
articles, but sinee that time there has been no reply about this mat-
ter,”" —{Conseil de Marine, March 28th, 1716,)

This official doecument is confirmed by several others ;
but I will give only the following, because it contains
other important facts. It is addressed by the com-
mander of Louisburg to the minister, and dated Angust
20, 1714, that is, immediately after the return of Messrs.
de la Ronde and Pinsens:

“JTune 15th I had Mr, de la Ronde leave for Port Royal, [ send
your IHighness the copy of the letter that I wrote to Mr. Nicholson
and of the instruetions that 1 gave to Mr. de la Ronde, I confided
to him the orders of the Queen in English and Freneh.

“ Your MMighness tells me that you are proenring for them the rig-
ging that I had requested ; but it will come late : before they receive
it, the season will he already advanced.  The dcadians had written
to Boston to have some; Me. Nichalson forbade it, and even seized the
ships and boats that they had built.

*They appeared decided not to leave their country before having re-
ceived Mr. Nicholson's decigion. It is known he will do all in his
power to retain them ; they have even already twice held a cowneil
with the view of leaving Port Royal.”

Nicholson, who had just arrived, had probably not
had time to realize the dreadful consequences resulting
to the country from the departure of the Acadians.
That is why, at first, when he took cognizance of the
orders of the Queen, he promised to obey them and not
to oppose the departure of the Acadians; but, when he
was informed by his officers of the disastrous conse-
quences of this departure, he bethought himself, in
order to gain time, to refer the question to the Queen, to
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refer to her what she ordered him to do, fo remit to her
decision the clear and formal clauses of a treaty. The
subterfuge was a gross one, but he had no others at
command just then.

Unfortunately for the Acadians the Queen died a few
days after August 1st, 1714 ; else it is probable that, in
spite of the consequences, she would have made it a
point of honor to have her decisions respected. Numer-
ous communications were successively addressed to the
Lords of Trade to represent to them in sombre colors
the many inconveniences resulting from the departure
of the Acadians, if it were not prevented : and that is
why the questions referred to the Queen by Nicholson
were never settled in either sense ; that is why for a
long time the Acadians were kept under the impression
that the questions submitted were still being considered
by the authorities, when, in reality, these latter were
perfectly determined to put all possible obstacles in the
way of their departure. In their child-like belief that
justice gave rights, that treaties were sacred, that honor
was the basis and support of governments, the Acadians
waited long for this reply, which they were always told
was under consideration ; but they waited in vain. They
felt so certain that justice would be shown them, and
that their departure could he effected in the course of
the following summer (1715), that many did not even
sow their lands in the spring.

M. de Costabelle, in a letter to the minister, dated
Sept. 9th, 1715, informs him, *that the Acadians of
Mines had not sown their lands that year, that they had
grain to live upon for two years, and had kept them-
selves ready to abandon the country.” *

* % Father Dominic on his return presented him (M. de Costabelle) a
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It is elearly apparent by the doenments which T Lave
produced, all of an official nature, and by some others
also which I have seen, that, in the autumn of 1713,
only a few months after the signing of the treaty of
peace, the Acadians announced to Lieutenant-Governor
Veteh their intention to leave the country ; that from
that moment they prepared for their departure, but
were prevented by Veteh under the pretext that they
Lad to await the arrival of Governor Nicholson; that
the latter, without regard for the conditions of the treaty
and the formal orders of the Queen transmitted to him
by M. de la Ronde, and without any other motive but
to gain time and deprive the Acadians of the rights
granted to them by the treaty, referred their request to
the Queen ; that, subsequently, after having refused to
transport the Acadians in English vessels, he also re-
fused to French vessels entry into the ports of Acadia;
that their determination to leave the country was such
that they built vessels themselves ; that, wishing to pro-
cure at Louisburg rigging to equip them, they were re-

memoir, from which it appears that the Acadians were determined fo
abandon all in order to leave the country ; that most of them did not wish
to snp their lands in hopes of vetiring in the spring., That several had
built ships for the transport of their families and their effects.”  ( Conseil
de la Marine, 28 mars, 1716),

“Phe English ave doing all they can to retain the Acadians, not only by
avoiding useless unpleasantness, but also by rvefusing them the things neces-
sary for their possage, and by making them understand that they will not
permit them to dispose af their immovable goods nor of their cattle, that
nathivg but a few provisions would be left to them.” (Letter of Intendant
Bégon, Quebec, Bept, 25, 1715.)

“In his letter of Nov. 6th, 1715, he (M. de Costabelle) says that he
gpoke to Mr, Capon, sent by the governor of Port Royal, of the hard and
unjust way in which Mr, Nicholson bad treated the Acadians, altogether
contrary to theorders of Quecn Apne and to the word he had given to
Messrs, de ln Ronde and Pinsens.

* Mr. Capon agreed that Nicholson’s conduet had not been approved by
any officer of his nation, but that Veteh, the lientenant-governor, could
change nothing without new orders from the king of England ; and thus afl
farther movements for the free departure of the Acadians are suspended
until more ample decision be given thereon by the two crowns,”
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fused permission ; that, having applied to Boston for
the same object, they again met with a refusal, and
moreover their vessels were seized.

Nothing of what precedes is found in the volume of
the archives; it is possible the Compiler was unac-
quainted with some of these facts, and that, in spite of
their importance, he may thus escape censure. [lis
mission, as imposed upon him by the legislature, was
restricted to the duty of colleeting materials in Halifax
and London and those of the Archives de la Marine
that were likely to be found in Quebec. But, among
the documents I have cited ave : (1) a letter of Costabelle
to Nicholson, (2) the orders of Queen Anne, of which
Mr. de la Ronde was bearer, transmitted to Nicholson, (3)
the account of their proceedings, all of which must have
been in the archives of Halifax ; and, nevertheless, in
spite of their extreme importance, they are not in the
volume of the archives. IHowever, the number of im-
portant documents omitted, all h:u'ing the same general
drift, is so considerable that T am perhaps wrong in
directing attention to such a comparative trifle as the
non-appearance of three documents. He was not, how-
ever, ignorant of this question of the obstacles put to
the departure ol the Aecadians: for, as it will he seen,
there are many other documents of the same kind with
which he was acquainted. The question seems to have
made him somewhat uneasy; for on page 265 of his
volume, when the events he was then considering
referred 1o the transportation of 1755, he has the fol-
Iawing note, relying on a declaration of Governor Mas-
Cal'€lle

# Governor Nicholson came to Annapolis in 1714, and then pro-
posed to the Aecadians the terms agreed on for them, which were, Lo
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keep their lands on their becoming subjects of the British Crown, or
to dispose of their property and withdraw from the country, if they
chose, within one year. They all chose the latter, and prepared to
leave the country; bul the vessels promised them from Cape Breton
for the purpose of their removal not being sent, they were compelled
to remain.”’

In the foregoing very little is exact, but the Com-
piler offers us a new proof of an outrage which the
documents already cited point ont. Thus the Aca-
dians, according to the Compiler, if we understand him
rightly, would not have had the privilege that the
treaty clearly gave them ; namely: to transport their
goods, their cattle, ete., etc.: but only to dispose of
them before their departure. Now, as they were the
only inhabitants of the country, the reducing of their
right to transport their cattle and effects to a mere per-
mission to dispose of them would have been illusory and
a new imposture. But, says he, they were not able to
depart, because the vessels promised from the island of
Cape Breton did not come.

There is not a word anywhere to sustain the Com-
piler’s assertion. Can it be supposed that the French,
who had so much interest in this transmigration, would
have neglected to send them vessels for that object?
Such a supposition is absurd.  But, then, why were the
Acadians prevented from setting out in their own ships
and procuring their equipmentat Louisburg and even at
Boston?  Clearly, this building of boats to quit the
country was but the outcome of a prohibition toleave it in
French or English ships.

The absurdity of the Compiler’s pretension would be
alone sufficient to justify us in rejecting it with contempt.
This strange pretension having never been given out in
1714 or 1715 or even afterwards, one cannot expect to
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find it contradicted or disputed: however, we have it
incidentally contradicted in a very explicit manner in
two documents ; here is one of them:

o The absolute refusal which the English governors have always
maide, to permit even the King's vessels to come to Acadia in order
to transport those who desived to depart, or to lend vigying for the
ships wlich the Aeadians had built and which they were obliged to
sell to the English 5 the prohibition imposed on them of transporting
with them any live stock or provisions of grain ; the grief of abandon-
ing the hereditary estates of their fathers, their own work and their
children’s, without any reimbursement or compensation ; all these
infringements are the prineipal reasons of the inaction in which they
have remained.""—(Conseil de la Marine, year 1719, vol. iv. folio 96).

The other document is from Mr. de Brouillan, gov-
ernor of Louisburg, and is not less explicit.* (Archives
de la Marine, vol. TI1., fol. 180).

Moreover, as we have seen elsewhere, Nicholson
had reférred the question of the departure of the Aca-
dians to the Queen, and this never-to-be-settled reference
is most likely the pretext afterwards used by the
Governors to prevent the Acadians from departing in
any kind of ships, English or French, or of their own
make. This is strengthened by the fact that, on the Tth
of November following said reference (1714), Mur. de
Pontehartrain, Minister of Marine, sent the French Min-
ister at London a copy of the report of Messrs. de la
Ronde and Pinsens, with instructions to hasten the so-
lution of the questions referred by Nicholson. The only
action ever taken upon it was the submitting of the
question to the Lords of Trade by the Secretary of State,
Lord Townshend.

* 4 The Acadians, says Haliburton, alleged that they had been detained
contrary to their desire, that they had been refused leave to depart in
English-built vessels, and that, upon making upgllua.tinn to embark on
board of French ships, they were informed that such vessels could not, con-,
sistently with the navigation luws, be allowed to enter a colonial barbor.”
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The Compiler has not a word about this reference to the
Queen, but if he can reasonably pretend that it was not
possible for him to know most of the documents T have
cited, because they were not found in the archives of
Halifax, London or Quebee, this cannot be the case for
those which I am here about to offer to the reader :—

CoroNeL VETcHn 10 THE BoARD 0F TRADE.
** Mar. Oth, 1715.

“My Lonrps:—*“ I could not but judge it my duty out of a trew con-
cern for the publick good : to put Your Lordships in mind of the eir-
cumstances of the country, the Acadians being in a manner obliged
to leave the country by the treatment they received from Mr. Nich-
olson while Governor there ; as will be made appear to Your Lord-
ships by the aflidavits of some persons lately come from thence * : Lo
which I humbly pray Your Lordships to be refered : what 1 am now
to intimate to Your Lordships is, that as the season of the year now
advances, unless some speedy orders are sent Lo prevent the Acadians
removal with their cattle and effects to Cape Brittoun as it will
wholly strip and Ruine Nova Secotia, so it will altonce make Cape
Brittoun a populous and well stocked Colony, which many years and
qreat expense could not haee done divectly from France as I already
observed in a former paper,”

It has been seen that, according to the Compiler,
Nicholson, at the end of July, 1714, had givena year to
the Acadians to retire. The above letter is dated
March 9th, 1715, eight months after this promise. If
such were the case, what became of the promise, when
Veteh thus begged for prompt orders to prevent their
departure—* speedy orders to prevent their removal 2™
And Veteh only repeated what he had already said in a
letter of November 24th preceding.

The following letters throw more light on the situa-

*Voteh had then been in London since the preceding September or
Octaber,
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tion. We reproduce them, like the foregoing letter, in
their original spelling :
CoLoNeL VEren To Boarp or TraDE,

“ LONDON, Sept. 2d, 1715,

M. Nicholson's discourageing, or rather discharging all Trade
there to the Acadians, and causing keep the gates of the Fort shutt
against them night and day, that they may have no manner of com-
merce with the Garrison, and having by Proclamation discharged
their harbouring or resetting any of the natives, with whom they
used to have a considerable Trade for Peltry, hath so disconraged
them from staying that they had built abundance of small vessels to
carry themselves and effects to Cape Brittoun, which was what the
French officers so mueh sollicited.”

Veteh carefully abstains from mentioning the reason
that prevented the Acadians from leaving in the numer-
ous ships that they had built, but one would easily
guess it, if one did not know it already through many
other channels.

CoLoNEL VETCH TO BOARD 0oF TRADE,
' Loxpox, February 21st, 1716,

‘ As to the Acadians,by what I ean learn, there is not many of them
removed notwithstanding the discouragements they mett withal some
time ago, and will, no doubt, gladly remain npon their plantations—
some of which are considerable—providing they may be protected by
the Crown, and, as no country is of value without inhabitants, so,
the removal of them and their cattle to Cape Brittoun would be a
great addition to that new colony, so it would wholly ruine Nova
Seotia unless supplyed by a British Colony, which could not be done
in several years, so that the Adcadians with theiy stocks of catlle re-
maining theve s very much for the advantage of the Crown.” -

Ligvr.-Goveryor Cavirienp 1o Corn. Veren,
fANNAPoLIs Rovann, 2d Nore, 1715,

1 am but too senceable of Colonel Nickolson's unpresedented
malice, and, had his designs taken their desived effect, T am per-
swaded there had not been att this time an inhabitant of any kind in
the country, nor, indeed, a garrison: when [ recollect his declara-
tion to the Acadians and afterwards to the soldiers, wherein he told
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the latter that the french were all rebells, and would certainly ent
their throats if they went into their houses, telling of us that we must
have no manner of correspondance with them, and ordered the gates
of the garrison to be shut, tho' att the same time he was senciable
that we could not subsist the ensueing winter, but by their mains,
there beeing no other prospects left to us . . . If the whole seine of his
administration here was plainly laid downe, itt would be very diffi-
cult to find one instance of all his proceedings, whereby the garrison
or colonny could receive the least benefit.”

ADAMS TO CAPTAIN STEELE,

' 24th Januwary, 1715,

oo “Wewerein hopes here upon General Nicholson's arrival, he
would settle the place on a good footing, but on the contrary, put us
in the greatest confusion, pull’d down the fforts, Drove away the
Acadians, and carried away all the English he cou’d, that the place is
now desolate. In short, if his commission had been to destroy the
country, he could not have discharg'd his trust to better purpose than
he did, he employed all his time here in pursuing his implacable
malice against Governor Veteh, when in truth he did the English in-
terest in this country more damage in the two months he was here
than Govr Vetch cou'd have done in all his life, if he had been as bad
as he would fain make the world believe he was, he used to curse and
damm Goy, Vetch and all his friends. There is not one soul in the
place, french or english—save 2—but hate and abhor his name,"

We have likewise, with the same import,a letter of
Captain Armstrong who became later on Lieutenant-
Governor of the Province.

In our first chapter we reproduced a letter of the
Acadians to Mr.de Vaundreuil, in which they complained
of being treated as negroes by Governor Vetch. If
such were the case, and it is difficult to doubt it, one
must not be astonished at.the efforts they made toleave
the country, nor at the subterfuges invented to deter
them from doing so.

There was, evidently, great animosity between Nich-
olson and Vetch, and, what is almost as evident, it had
its source in covetousness. It seems that Vetch, who
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was then in London, sought to supplant Nicholson, by
alleging the testimonies of the principal officers of
Annapolis, testimonies which he transmitted to the
Lords of Trade. At the same time, he sought to prove
to them that he understood better than Nicholson the
interests of the country, and that he was the man needed
in the eircumstances, It would be curious to know the
counter-accusations of Nicholson ; for he could not toler-
ate such an attack without a rejoinder most injurious to
Veteh's reputation, and solid reasons were not wanting
to him, for Vetch underwent a trial in 1706 before the
legislature of Massachusetts, with the result that he was
condemned to pay £200  for having supplied the French
with ammunition and stores of war.”  Judging the
quarrel by its results, we have reason to think that both
suceumbed in one common defeat, because for both the
career of honors seems to have terminated there ; Veteh
obtained nothing, and Nicholson lost his poesition two
years later. As it often happens on these occasions, both
succeeded in proving that they were equally unworthy.

We are better acquainted with the accusations laid
against Nicholson, and, even should allowance be made
for exaggeration, this allowance cannot be considerable,
since the accusations rest on the testimony of three per-
sons who were regularly appointed lieutenant-governors
of Nova Scotia, namely : Vetch, Caulfield, Armstrong,
and on the testimony of Adams, who, in 1739, was for
some time administrator of the province. Without this
quarrel, without this rivalry we should know nothing of
the character and conduct of Nicholson and Vetch: were
we to trust the Compiler, we should think ourselves in
the presence of irreproachable men to whose memory
posterity should raise statues.
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What is to be thought of the Compiler who has
omitted these documents?  Were they unimportant
or too inconveniently important 7 Was he, or could he
be ignorant of them?  Certainly not, since they ave all in
the Colonial Records in London (Nova Seotia section),
where the Compiler was charged to procure copies of
all the documents that interested the province. They are
to be found in volumes I. and I1., alongside of those very
documents which he procured and which we find in his
own compilation.  What could be more interesting for
history than documents such as these, which, apart from
their importance arising from the publicity of the fucts
they contain, offer us a rare opportunity of judging the
character, the temperament and the motives of the per-
sons who figure in them so conspicuously ?  Mr. Akins
is not only a compiler, he is at the same time a biogra-
pher. e has inserted in his volume numerous notes, in
which he gives us his appreciation of the personages who
played any part in these events : but, invariably, when
there is question of a governor or any man that had
relations with the Acadians, he is suave and eulogistic
with regard to them. Yet here was an excellent oppor-
tunity to give his judgment on Nicholson, in which the
virtues he might have would be judiciously coupled
with his faults, so as to show forth the most salient
traits of his character. This study was easy, thanks to
the well-grounded opinions of four lieutenant-governors :
performed with intelligence and impartiality, it would
have powerfully assisted the reader to pass an enlight-
ened judgment on the whole course of events.

The letters quoted above are important from another
and not less striking point of view. They explain the
deep interest the governors had in preventing the emi-
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gration of the Acadians.  As Vetch says, this departure
would ruin the country ; and, though eight months had
not yet elapsed since Nicholson had decided in presence
of Messres, de In Ronde and Pinsens to refer this question
of the departure to the Queen, he does not hesitate to
ask the Lords of Trade for permission to prevent their
departure : * Unless some speedy orders are sent to pre-
vent the Acadians’ removal with their cattle and effects to
Cape Breton, as it will wholly strip and ruin Nova Seotia,
so it will at once make Cape Breton a popular and well-
stocked colony.” And, as he says elsewhere, “ They
had built abundance of small vessels to carry themselves
and effects to Cape Breton.” He is careful not to say
that he had prevented them from leaving in those same
vessels; but the conclusion is self-evident. Tt is easy to
see that fraud and force had much more weight in his
mind than justiceand right. In a man who a few years
before had, through greed of gain, “ supplied the French
with ammunition and stores of war,” and had been con-
demned for this act, this is not surprising. Besides, it
was not otherwise with his successors.

Another not less grave reason against the departure
of the Acadians is, that the Indians of Acadia and of
all that forms to-day Maine and the maritime provinces
were, from time immemorial, sworn enemies of the
English. This departure would have left Nova Scotia
without an inhabitant, and in the impossibility of peo-
pling it with colonists, who would have been daily
exposed to be massacred by these Indians.  Possession of
the country would have become useless; and, if the
English had persisted in keeping a fort and garrison
there, this latter would have been provisioned only at
great expense. Such was the perplexing situation of
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the governors and of the Home Government. All the
communications exchanged between these two make us
clearly see that the situation was thus understood, and
all the obstacles accumulated to hinder the departure of
the Acadians have mever had any other motives than
the various interests which have been brought to light
in the preceding documents. Anent this last motive—
fear of the Indians—I will cite one letter from Lieu-
tenant-Governor Caulfield to the Lords of Trade, not
becanse it stands alone, but on account of its being more
explicit than others:

‘T have always observed, since my coming here, the forwardness
of the Acadians to serve us when occasion offered.”” [This is aston-
ishing, after their harsh treatment and the trickery resorted to by
Nicholson and Vetch]. ** And if some English inhabitants were sent
over, especially industrious laborers, tar and pitch makers, carpenters
and smiths, it would be of great advantage to this colony ; but in
case ye Acadians quit us, we shall never be able to maintain or pro-
tect our English family's from ye insults of ye Indians, ye worst
enemies, weh ye Acadians by their staying will in a great measure
ward off for their own sakes. Your Lordships will see by ye stock of
cattell they have at this time that in two or three years, with due
encouragement, we may be furnished with everything within our-
selves,” #®

And elsewhere, in the correspondence of the governors : *“ As the
accession of such a number of Acadians to Cape Bretton, will make
it at once a very populous Colony ; so it is to be considered, one
hundred of the Acadians, who were born upon that continent, and
are perfectly known in the woods ; can march upon snow-shoes, and
understand the use of birch canoes, are of more value and service
than five times their number of raw men newly come from Europe.
So their skill in the fishery, as well as the cultivating of the soil, must
make at once of Cape Bretton the most powerful Colony the French
have in America, and of the greatest danger and damage to all the
British Colonies as well as the universal trade of Great Britain."

* Stated hg Vetch to be about 5,000 black cattle, besldes a great number
of nhaep and hogs.
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With what we know of human nature, with the
teachings of history in general, and particularly of this
history, no one, taking into account the grave interests
that the departure of the Acadians compromised, will
doubt the obstacles of every kind opposed to this
departure.  Even without proofs the presumptions
would be of great weight; but, when the fact is sus-
tained, without contradiction, at least without explicit
contradiction, by a mass of official documents, it becomes
a certainty of the first order, which remains fixed in
history as a question withdrawn from debate, in spite of
the compiler, in spite of those who, like Parkman, have
accepted without further investigation his biassed and
ill-matured assertions.
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CHAPTER IV.

Lieutenant-Governor Caulfield—He sends Peter Capoon and
Thomas Button to have the Acadians take the oath of alle-
giance—Answers of the Acadians—Omissions of the Compiler—
Lieutenant-Governor John Doucette—New injunction to take
the oath—They consent to remain in the country on certain
conditions with regard to the oath—Other omissions.

WirH this chapter we enter at last into the volume of
the Archives.

It will be admitted that the two chapters immediately
preceding are not wanting in significance. The sequel
will show that the events of these five years have in
themselves alone more real importance than those of the
fifteen succeeding years. In fact, subsequent events
are so connected with those we have just sketched, that,
without them, they become unintelligible or assume a
different significance.

While waiting till the course of our narrative has
made the learned methods of the Compiler familiar, I
will leave the reader to his own reflections upon the
possible motives of these strange omissions. And, if
now and then indignation suggests expressions that
may seem severe, I beg pardon for the moment, until
this pardon I now solicitshall become complete and shall
be spontaneously offered by whosoever bears with me to
the end.

The Compiler makes us begin at the second act of the
drama. As Lht, eartpin vises, we pmvenu Lieutenant-
Governor (,tm'l.ip-
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Nicholson, the fourth on the list, in the year 1715,
ordering Messrs. Peter Capoon and Thomas Button,
officers of the garrison, to betake themselves to Mines,
to Beaubassin, to Penobscot, to River St. John and to
other places :

* Directing that ITis Most Sacred Majesty, George, King of Great
Britain, France and Ireland, be proclaimed in all parts of his Govern-
ment.  You are likewise to tender the oaths of allegiance to ye
Acadians in ye form prescribed.”

On the 15th of the following May, Caulfield ac-
quaints the Lords of Trade with the result of the mis-
sion of Peter Capoon and Thomas Button.

Here inelosed ave the transaetions of M, M. Button and Capoon,
by which you will find that ye inhabitants, beeing most of them
French, refused the oath, having, as I am informed, refused to guit
the collonny intirely and to settle under ye french government, and I
humblie desire to be informed how I shall behave tothem . . . . The
Acadians who always maintained this garrison with corn, are most
of them quitting the collonny, specially at Mines.

“ How is this ? " must the intelligent reader of the com-
piler’s extracts say, he who knows nothing of what hap-
pened between 1710 and 1715: “It is now five years
since the taking of Port Royal and two years since the
treaty of peace, and those Acadians are still in the
country, they refuse to take the oath of allegiance and
even to go away? Why, the governors must have been
very good and very paternal not to have constrained them
by force to either alternative ?

That is indeed what the reader must have said to
himself in good faith, since historians, who have writ-
ten since the compilation of this volume, have said sub-
stantially the same thing. The Compiler knew well
that he wzl:}-omia‘thtr!ﬁl ﬂu‘iﬁn ﬂn'if, #épal where men

. ca=
R ,'.'..,n A "o-oc'c-u'oc




THE OATH REQUIRED. 101

would come for arms without taking the trouble to look
any farther. He knew well that most of those who
write history, even when they have aptitude for it,
which sometimes they have not, have seldom the patience
to meditate, compare, observe and penetrate. He knew
well that many of them follow one another in a row to
fall into the same rut. There were, however, very simple
questions to be asked here, such as these: * What had
happened since 1710? Why does the Compiler begin
his volume with the year 1715? Why are not the pro-
posed formula for the oath, the replies of the Acadians
and the report of Capoon and Button in the volume of
the Archives? Why does Caulfield seem to desire and
to have ordered the departure of the Acadians, though
in a subsequent letter he says that their departure would
be the ruin of the country ? Why does the Compiler
almost always omit the replies of the Acadians? The
documents from them are rare enough to have made it
a bounden duty for him eagerly to grant them a place
in his volume as well in justice to them as in order to
permit us to pass an enlightened judgment on the
events that depend thereon. He was not unaware of
these replies, since the very letter of Caulfield to the
Lords of Trade, which we have just quoted, refers toit:
« Herein enclosed are the transactions of Messrs. Button
and. Capoon.”

[ am going to supply in part the omissions of the
Compiler. In the Colonial Records, N. S., Vol 1., we
find, just alongside the documents produced in the
archives, the formula of the oath proposed by Caulfield
and the replies of the Acadians.

1, A, B., sincerely promise and swear that I will be faithful and
maintain a true allegiance with ITis Majesty, King George.”
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Reply of the Acadians of Mines to Messrs. Capoon
and Button :

* To answer what you have done us the honor publicly to announce
to us last Wednesday, and for replying to which we begged you give
us till last Sunday, in which time we have not been able to accomplish
what we had promised, seeing that several learn nothing from writings
hut only vive voce, and, not even knowing exactly of what there was
question, returned home without giving any answer.

“We have the honor to signify to you, that no one can be more
thankful than we are for the kindness that King George, whom we
recognize as the lawful sovereign of Great Britain, so graciously shows
us, under whose rule it will be for us a real joy to remain, as he is
such a good prince, if we had not since last swnmer, made engage-
ments to return under the rule of the King of France, having even
given our signatures to the afficer sent in his name (M, de la Ronde),
contrary to which we cannot act, until Their two Majesties of France
and England have disposed of us otherwise. However, we bind our-
selves with pleasure and gratefulness, while we remain here in
Acadia, to do or undertake nothing against ITis Britannic Majesty,
King George, of whose proclamation to the erown we are witnesses,
which was made by you, sirs, in presence of the inhabitants of the
said places, at Mines, this 12th of March 1715, we, the undersigned,
acting and being authorized by all the inhabitants to act according
to the power of attorney which they have given us,

(Signed) Jacques Le Blane, Antoine Le Blane, Charles Babin,
Jassemin, Philippe Melan¢on, Clande Landry, Pierre Terriot, René
Le Blane, Pierre Richard, Jacques Le Blance, Frangois Rimbaut,
Germain Terriau, Jean Le Blane, Martin Aucoin, ete,, ete,”

We have also the reply of the Acadians of Beaubassin ;
its purport is exactly the same; it is signed by Michel
Poirier, Martin Richard, Michel Bourg, Charles Bour-
geois, Frangois Doucet, Jean Cyr, Alexis Cormier, as
arbiters for the whole population.

Those of Port Royal seem to have acted otherwise.
Instead of refusing the oath presented to them, they

proposed another formula as follows :—
‘1 sincerely promise and swear that I will be faithful and main-
tain a true allegiance to His Majesty, King George, as long as 1 shall*
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be in Acadia or Nova Scotia: and [I stipulate] that I shall be per-
mitted to withdraw wheresoever I shall think fit with all my mov-
able goods and effects, when I shall think fit, without any one being
able to hinder me,"”

It is signed by thirty-six names, twenty of which are
marked with crosses, and appears to have been accepted
by Canlfield.

Without being very explicit, these documents hint at
many things. One sees clearly that French delegates
had some months previous conferred with Governor
Nicholson; that the question of the departure of the
Acadians had been referred to the Queen. and that the
oath offered them could not be taken into consideration
before this decision. The publishing of these documents
would have been a key to guide the reader in researches
which would have revealed what we have set forth else-
where, and what the volume of the archives concealed
from view.

Thus, these documents confirm anew on certain points
those which I have produced, and overthrow the vague
insinuation of Caulfield, when he says: “having, as I
am informed, refused to quit this colony entirely and to
settle under the French government.” Ile seems to
wish to insinuate thereby that he gave ordews to the
Acadians to take the oath or to leave, and thus he mis-
represents their situation to the Lords of Trade. Hisin-
structions to Capoon and Button show nothing of the
kind ; the replies of the inhabitants prove the contrary ;
and a subsequent letter to the Loxds of Trade shows
that he considered the departure of the Acadians as a
calamity. It is therefore ridiculons to suppose that he
gave such orders and received such replies. Moreover,
we have seen by several documents that the greater
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number of the Acadians, in this year 1715, did not even
sow their lands, so truly did they expect to leave in the
course of the summer. And, if he had given such
orders, he would be so much the more culpable, since he
knew that, a few months before, this question of the
departure had been referred by Nicholson to the decision
of the Queen, and that the reply had not yet been givert.

The only means of reconciling his insinuation with
possible facts would be to attribute such a reply, I mean
the refusal to depart, to some inhabitants of Penobscot
or of the St. John River, where the Messrs. Capoon and
Button likewise betook themselves to have the oath
taken. These were upon a territory that France
claimed ; whence their declaration that they would not
leave the country. This is the only possible interpreta-
tion that I see, otherwise his assertion, * that most of them
are quitting the collonny” would be contradictory and
absurd.

In May of the following year Caulfield writes to the
Lords of Trade : * I received a letter from ye Acadians
of Mines of their resolution to continue in this govern-
ment, and are making all preparations for improvements
as formerly, and they seem impatient to hear what is
determined on their behalf.,” *

This letter might seem contradictory ; but as the last
part shows us that the Acadians were impatient to know
the decision respecting the questions submitted to the
Queen by Nicholson, it must be inferred that they were
always determined to depart as soon as this reply would
be known and the means afforded them for departing ;
else, why would they have been impatient for a reply
which was to decide their departure, if their intention

* This letter s omitted in the volume of the Archives,
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was to remain inany case ? The first part, then, means
that they agreed to prolong their sojourn till after the
harvest (they had not sown the preceding year).

In the ensuing October (1716), writing to the Lords
of Trade, he informs them that he has proposed the oath
to the Acadians and sends them their replies.* We infer
therefrom that they reiterated their deftermination to
leave the country, for he adds: “at the same time I am
persuaded it will be with reluctancy they leave the coun-
try.”

Caulfield was replaced as Lieutenant-Governor by
John Doucette (1717). Addressing first the inhabit-
ants of Annapolis, the latter severely enjoined them to
take the oath according to the formula which he com-
municated to them. Tired of waiting in vain for a
response to the questions submitted to the Queen by
Nicholson, despairing of ever obtaining the facilities
necessary to their transmigration, they answered that
they all desired to come to a common decision, and for
that purpose it was advisable to have all the inhabitants
of the other localities assembled at the same time:

“For the present we can only answer, that we shall be ready to
carry into effect the demand proposed to us, as soon as His Majesty
shall have done us the favor of providing some means of sheltering us
from the Indians, who are always ready to do all kinds of mischief,
proofs of which have been afforded on many occasions sinee the peace,

Y That unless we are protected from them, we cannol take the oath
demanded without exposing ourselves to have our throats cut in our
houses at any time, which they have already threatened to do.

‘* In case other means cannot be found, we are ready to take an
oath that we will take up arms neither against His Britannic Majesty
nor against France, nor against any of their subjects or allies.”

Up to that time the Acadians had refused to accept
any oath that tied them to the country; they wished to
* Doeyments omitted in the volume of the Archives,
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depart and had been waiting to be enabled to do so.
From that moment they no longer refused this oath,
provided a clause were inserted exempting them from
bearing arms against the French or Indians, their allies.

The sitnation presents no difficulties. Either they
must be allowed to leave with their goods and cattle, as
signified by the treaty and the letter of the Queen, and
obstacles must be removed and the assistance requisite
for their transmigration granted them, or the conditions
they imposed on their sojourn in the country must be
accepted. It might have been disagreeable to have con-
ditions imposed by poor peasants; but either this must
be endured or the inconveniences which their departure
entailed, at least if justice should regulate the relations
between the high and the low, between the weak and
the strong. Their conditions were certainly not friv-
olous. The only enemy that England had to combat in
these places was France. Without the acceptance of
this condition they could be obliged to take up arms
against their compatriots and still worse against their
brethren, their relations who resided on the north side
of the Bay of Fundy at River St. John, Chipody, Peti-
codiae, Memramcook and even at Beaubassin on a
territory which, it is true, was disputed, but which might
eventually be adjudged to France by the commission
appointed to decide thereon.

Nothing was more reasonable than the exemption
which they claimed, especially when they were deprived
of the right of going away ; and those who treat their
claim as frivolous have evidently never sounded their in-
most hearts to see what would be their sentiments in a
similar situation. Lateron we shall find that the Ameri-
can colonists, who established themselves in 1760 on the
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lands of the Acadians, were exempted from bearing
arms against their brethren of New England at the time
of the war of independence: but in that case it was
deemed quite natural to grant them this exemption. Not
without heart-rending grief had the Acadians resolved
to leave their country, their property, these abodes of
their childhood bedewed by the sweat of several genera-
tions. Oh! assuredly, they would have preferred by far
to.remain ; but in those days of prejudice, intolerance and
absolutism, they feared the caprice of their governors,
they feared that, sooner or later, obstacles would be
raised to the free exercise of their religion. Will it
be said that their fears were not reasonable, seeing that
for three years they had been retained by force in violation
of a treaty, at a time when England had not yet emerged
from the most intolerant period of her history? They
might perhaps run these risks, but, at least, they did not
wish to have to combat their fellow-countrymen and
their brethren ; they wished to put themselves in a
position to be able at any time to quit the country, if
the conditions imposed by them should be violated.
Upon sufficient reflection we shall find that the senti-
ments that actuated them arose from the noblest of
motives. This persistency in refusing during forty years
any oath that exposed them to be obliged to combat
their compatriots, does an honor to them of which their
descendants may rightly be proud. Parkman could
carelessly assert that they were * weak of purpose:”
but when there was question of contravening the ele-
mentary dictates of human nature, or of conscience,
then this firmness energetically faced consequences from
which men of our civilized time and probably Parkman
Limsell would shrink.
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Tt was still easier for England to grant their demands,
as was done in 1730, than for the Acadians not to make
them. In their simplicity, they thought perhaps thatin
these proposals they had found a very acceptable middle
term, which, while allaying their apprehensions, would
permit them to preserve their property and their father-
land. Tt was a proposal that could be considered, dis-
cussed and met by another proposal.  Could not the local
authorities effect a compromise ? could they not make al-
lowance for such justifiable repugnance, for the obstacles
opposed to the execution of a right so evident as was
that of their departure ? could they not, I ask, limit this
exemption of bearing arms to a definite length of time ?
But no; no concession! “We are the authority, and
we do not treat with privateindividuals. You shall not
depart, and you must take the oath without reserve, you
must depend on our good pleasure.”

Moreover, if they felt no such natural repugnance to
fighting the Indians as they felt to fighting their own
countrymen, their own safety led them to shun all
hostility to the savage. We have seen that Vetch and
Caulfield were of opinion that there would be no security
for English colonists to setfle in the country on account
of the hostility of the Indians. Would it have been other-
wise with the Acadians, if they had been forced to take
up arms against the Indians ? There were certainly be-
tween them friendly ties which dated far back ; but what
would these ties have availed under these new circums-
stances ?  Does not our friend or ally of to-day become
our enemy to-morrow, if he fights against us?  And
in that event, what greater security could they have
enjoyed than the English colonists? In view of their
security the objection to bear arms against the Indians .
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wag much more serious than the objection to bear them
against the French. What did they really demand,
when answering the summons to take the oath? Noth-
ing more than this reasonable agreement: * Find
some means to protect us against the Indians, and we
ask no exemption with regard to them, in spite of the
threats which they use against us every day. In de-
fault of this means, we will agree to remain in the coun-
try and take the oath of allegiance, provided we be ex-
empt from any obligation to bear arms against the
French and the Indians.”

Certain historians speak of the efforts made by French
authorities to prevail on the Acadians to emigrate, as
if, by doing so, they had -been guilty of reprehensible
intrigues, unworthy of a great nation. It may be ac-
counted ingenious to get quit of one accusation by an-
other; there are always some people who let themselves
be duped by any subterfuge, however gross it be. That
the French made efforts to engage the Acadians to take
advantage of the clauses of the treaty, is a fact not to
be doubted. That was their right and their interest, as
it was their duty; the Acadians having decided to urge
the English authorities to grant all the facilities re-
quisite for their departure, France was a party to the
treaty, and, in virtue of this, she had the obligation to
protect her former subjects against any violation of those
clauses which were profitable to them; and, if France
is to be blamed, it is for not having urged the matter
with sufficient energy, when the Acadians so earnestly
claimed her support, and when her own interests were
all in favor of it. It has been pretended that France,
under the idea that Acadia might return to her, grad-
ually fought shy of the departure of the Acadians.



110 A RESERVE TO THE OATH WANTED.

That was quite possible; although her indifference to
this departure could only be partial, since, besides the
uncertainty of such an issue as the return to French
dominion, and the fact that the departure of the Acadians
would be the ruin of Nova Secotia, there still remained
a not less urgent interest for France to people her colony
of Cape Breton and Prince Edward Island and to gain
strength for future conflicts.

But, we have not here to consider the interests of
France and England otherwise than as they explain facts.
For the moment, I am examining only the question of
right, and 1 assert that, for both France and England,
the lawfulness of their efforts to decide the Acadians to
depart or not to depart, was limited to persuasive in-
fluence, and that, while France, perhaps on account of
circumstances, employed only this expedient, the English
authorities used every unlawful means that ruse and force
could suggest. Such is the difference, and it is really
enormous. And yet, we might view all this with a certain
indulgence, if only the English had taken into acconnt
their own unlawful conduct in their subsequent proceed-
ings with regard to the Acadians.

As a question of fact, the idea of departure was or
appears to have been spontaneous on the part of the
Acadians. Port Royal had been in the hands of the
English for only three months, when they averred, in
an address to the Governor of Canada, that Governor
Vetch was treating them as negro slaves, and that they
desired to move into French territory. Immediately
after the treaty of Utrecht, it was still, as far as we can
judge, by a spontaneous movement, that they sent
delegates to Louisburg to treat this same question.

After having given the above response of the Aca- .
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dians to the summons of Governor Doucette, the Com-
piler plunges us again into darkness by letting us re-
main ignorant of what ensued.

We can here clearly perceive an omission of five
letters, three of which are from the Governor himself
and two replies, one from Abbé Pain, curé des Mines,
the other from Mr. de Brouillan, governor of Cape Bre-
ton.* By the former’s reply we may judge what was
the drift of the latter’s answer.

Mixgs, 29 March, 1718,

“ 1 have received the letter, with which you honored me, under
date of Dee. 5, 1717. I have the honor to signify to you, sir, that
these Acadians must be sufficiently acquainted with their duties and
obligations without needing my help for what youw desire meto dowith
regard to them. . . . Allow me to- declare to you, so that you may
lave nothing to say against my behavior in this matter)that I am
resolved to give no advice for or against the measure: thus you will
recognize their natural intentions,” ete., ete.

FELIX PaIN.

From this reply it appears evident that the Governor
solicited the concurrence of this priest to influence the
Acadians in the direction of an unconditional oath. In
justice we must say that he declares himself satisfied
with this reply, and with the priest’s intention not to
meddle with temporal affairs. We have likewise the
reply of the governor of Cape Breton, and it confirms
all that I have previously said respecting the obstacles
opposed to the departure of the Acadians.

» Louisburg, 21 July, 171%.

“ Concerning your complaints that the inhabitants of Acadia had
not departed as agreed upon, and that this delay has caused loss to
His Britannie Majesty, you must have known, sir, the impossibility
in which Mr, Nicholson and other rulers of Acadia have put them of
executing what had been agreed upon; some not wishing to let them
carry away their effects, and the others not wishing us to send them

* Colonial Records, N, 8., Vol, 11,
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the rigging to equip the little ships they had built, and whieh in con-
sequence they were obliged to sell almost for nothing to English mer-
chants. I will not fail to inform the King my master of all you re-
mark to me thereon, so that he may give the orders that he will judge
proper.”’
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CHAPTER V.

Administration of Philipps (1720-1722)—Taking the required oath
of allegiance or departure within four months without carry-
ing away anything—Decision to depart—Disappointment of
Philipps—New omissions of the Compiler—The Acadians
undertake to open a road in order to effectu:te their departure
—Philipps orders the suspension of the wcrks—Prolongation
of the delay—Cajoleries to keep back the Acadians—Import-
ant letter of the Secretary of State Craggs—Parkman.

IN 1720 General Philipps, who in reality had already
been for almost three years Governor of Nova Scotia,
came to Annapolis to take charge of his province. He
was invested with more ample jurisdiction than his
predecessors, and his high position in the army added
weight and importance to his authority. At first he
dealt very haughtily with the Acadians. Hardly had
he arrived when he issued a proclamation ordering them
to take the oath without reserve or to leave the country
within four months, without being able either to dis-
pose of their goods or to transport them. It is ex-
pressly prohibited to those who will choose to leave the
country to sell, dispose or bring with them any of their
effects.” These conditions were excessively hard. Is
that the reason why the Compiler omits this important
document, this proclamation ?

Thus the temporizing plan invented by Vetch, and
continued by Nicholson and his successors, attained the
desi:;ad result. The only fault of the Acadians was
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their having let themselves be duped and their having
so meekly awaited a reply, which the rulers took good
care not to give them.

Philipps’s intention was evident. He well knew that,
without means of transport, the Acadians could not de-
part, especially on such short notice. He believed that
they were so attached to their property that his prohi-
bition to carry away anything with them would force
them to accept his terms of the oath without reserve,
and even all the conditions that he would be pleased to
exact. He was, however, deceived. Nevertheless, such
severe orders spread consternation all around ; the agita-
tion was most violent; a prompt decision was imperative.
They replied in substance as follows:* “ We cannot
take the oath which you demand of us, and the question
is still more difficult with regard to the Indians than
to the French, because the former daily threaten us
with revenge if our reservation do not extend to them.
Since you cannot grant us this reservation, there only
remains to us the alternative of retiring from the coun-
try even on the hard conditions you impose, life being
dearer to us than all our goods. As the sowing season
has just elapsed, and there remains hardly any more
grain to nourish our families, the only favor we beg of
you is to prolong the delay a little, so as to give us time
to gather in our grain and permission to carry it away
with us, and also to make use of the vehicles that we
own or of those we might make or otherwise procure,
hoping that Your Excellency will permit us to send to
Cape Breton Island to ask help for our departure.”

I have in hand, relating to these facts, six documents
or letters, all most important and absolutely indis-

* Col, Rtecords, N, 8, vol, 3.
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pensable for the clear understanding of these events.
They consist of a reply of Father Justinian to Philipps,
30th April, 1720; two memorials of the Acadians of
Annapolis and Mines to Philipps, both presented May
26th, 1720; a letter of the Governor of Louisburg to
Philipps, June 8th, 1720 ; a letter of the Acadians to
the Governor of Louisburg and the latter’s reply. None
of these documents are found in the volume of the
Archives, and yet the first four are found in the Colonial
Records in London, just alongside those which the Com-
piler produces ; his volume contains all the letters of
Philipps to the persons mentioned above, but not a
single one of the replies. Oh! I am wrong: there is
one, not here mentioned, and it is the one that is the
worst drawn up, the least explicit. Is that the reason
why it is there ? Is that also the reason why we find in
his volume a letter of the Acadians to the Governor of
Louisburg, when there was another far superior to it as
a statement of the situation. The Compiler renders his
case more complicated by the insertion of this document,
for this letter of the Acadians to the Governor of Louis-
burg, it will be understood, could not reasonably be
found in the archives either of Halifax or of London ; it
could be had only in the archives of the Marine in Paris.
Did he go there to ferret it out ? If so, then, he studied
those archives, and why in the world did he go out of
his way, while he was passing over so many important
documents in London, which should have been brought
to Halifax ? THowever, not to run the risk of being un-
just to him, I will not hold him responsible for any other
omissions than those relative to the archives of these
two last places.

In spite of my desire to fillup the void that the Com-
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piler has left, in spite of the importance of the documents
omitted, I shall present only short extracts. The letter
addressed by the Acadians to the Governor of Louisburg
contains among other things the following :

“You are, sir, aware of the diffieulties opposed to our departure
when we petitioned for it, and the impossibility in which we were, to
accomplish what was demanded of us. And yet now they wish to
constrain us to take this oath, or to abandon the country, and it is
impossible to do either. . . We are resolved not to take this oath im-
posed upon us, but we cannot quit the country without suitable
facilities, such as were promised to us by the Court of France and re-
fused by the Court of England, Our situation is painful and per-
plexing, and we beseech you to assist us.”

In his reply to Philipps, Mr. de Brouillan, governor
of Louishurg, says:

“Allow me to state, that the inaction of the Acadians neither can
nor should be imputed to them, both on account of their want of
the assistance essentially requisite for their transmigration, and on
account of the obstacles which the Governors, general or local, who
preceded you, have put in their way.

1 cannot, moreover, refrain from representing to you that the
clauses of your proclamation that refer to the term and the eireum-
stances of their departure seem to me but little in keeping with ordinary
kindness, especially after a treaty and an agreement of mutual good
faith between Queen Anne and King Louis XIV., a treaty that has
been executed in its entirety by France and partially by England.

“*You are aware, sir, that by this agreement the lot of the inhabit-
ants of Acadia was to be the same as that of the inhabitants of Plais-
ance. It were impossible to add to the kindness and sincerity with
which this evacuation of Plaisance was accomplished, and I have the
honor to represent to you, that nothing could be harsher than the
extremity or rather the impossibility to which these poor people
would be reduced, should you not consent to be less severe for the
time and the manner in which you exact their departure,"

To prove the obstacles opposed to the departure of
the Acadians, I have quoted, so far, more than twenty
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documents, all of which are omitted in the volume of
the Archives. What is there in this volume against
these clear and precise affirmations? Nothing. No-
where do we find that these affirmations have been
contradicted in reply to those who made them. Neither
Nicholson nor Doucette replied to the affirmations of
Costabelle and de Brouillan. The only passage that looks
like a formal contradiction of these affirmations is found
in a letter of Philipps to the Lords of Trade, in which
he says:

‘At the time of the surrender of the country, it was stipulated in
behalf of the Acadians, to have their choice, either to remain in the
Provinee if they would transfer their allegiance, or, in case of the al-
ternative, to dispose of their estate and effects to the best advantage ;
to determine which, one year's time was allowed them ; but, at the
expiration thereof, finding their new masters in no condition to
oblige them to the observance of one or the other, they have
remained. ™’

Philipps himself knew nothing of the obstacles we have
mentioned; he could, doubtless, be informed by Vetch,
Caulfield, Doucette, and other officers of the garrison ;
but it is clear that they were not eager to accuse
themselves of their own trickery. We may judge of the
credit we should give to the declaration of Philipps by
the trouble he takes to disfigure the treaty he had under
his eyes. Clearly, the treaty gave the Acadians the right
to carry away their movable effects, their cattle, ete.
Philipps converted this clause into a right to sell or
dispose of them, and nothing more. If he erred so
grossly as to the terms of a treaty, what are we to think
of his second-hand assertions picked up from persons
interested in deceiving him? This prohibition to carry
anything away with them was not only inhuman, it was
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also a fraud. He well knew that, since they were the
only inhabitants of the country, they would have no one
to whom they might sell their goods in case they de-
parted, and that is why he chose this means of attaining
his end, and preventing their departure. He was soon
to be convinced that the people about him had deceived
him respecting the reasons that had prevented their
departure, and that he deceived himself, if he fancied
his barbarous orders were going to produce the result
he expected.

As the Acadians no longer hoped to work upon the
Governor’s determination, as they no longer hoped either
for timely help or for a prolongation of the appointed
delay, they set to work to devise ways and means to
effect their departure. Unable to withdraw in ships,
they had no other alternative than the land route ; but,
for that, they would be obliged to open new roads where
there were none.

The Beaubassin people could easily withdraw by Bay
Verte, but the case was otherwise with those of Mines,
and especially of Annapolis. Between these two places
there was a space of from twenty to thirty miles which
had never yet been opened to vehicles.

To this point the Acadians of Mines first directed
their efforts, and thus came to the assistance of their
Annapolis  brethren. All the able-bodied population
set resolutely to work, and the road-making was rapidly
advancing. In presence of this determination to leave
the country, which was shown in so unmistakable a
way, Philipps was alarmed ; but what could be done?
Could he reasonably oppose these works, indispensable
as they were to the transmigration? Certainly not,
since it was the only means left them to depart and to
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conform to the alternative of his proclamation!........
And, nevertheless, they must not be allowed to depart !

His conduet would be ineredible, had I not before me
the official documents that establish indisputably the
means which Philipps used to balk the Acadians once
more, as had previously done Vetch, Nicholson and
Caulfield. There was only one means; it was to forbid
the continuation of these works ; he did so.

At a Council held, &e., &e.
‘* Present :

* His Honor Lieat.-Governor Armstrong, &e., &e., &e.

“ The Honorable Lient.-Governor acquainted the Board, that His
Exeellency, General Philipps, having advice that the Acadians of this
river are cutting a road from here to Mines, which gives him suspicion
that they design by it either to molest this place, or todrive off their
catfle and carry their effects from hence by that way, in order to
settle in a body, either there or at Beaubassin, and stand in defiance
of the Government, Advised and agreed :

** That His Excellency be desired to send his special orders to the
Acadians of this river and Mines not to cut any such road without
having His Execellency’s leave in writing.”

We have also the proclamation drawn up conformably
to the above order-in-council. In this proclamation he
adds : * And I do further forbid any persons to quit their
habitations clandestinely and without my leave.”

Naturally, as might be expected, the order was drawn
up as if he supposed other designs than that of quitting
the country, but one's perceptions would have to be very
dull indeed not to understand the true sense of what
was meant by this order, “not to cut a road nor quit
their habitations without leave.”

Philipps and his council were well aware that their
object could not have been to molestanybody, but merely
to leave the country. When writing to the Lords of
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Trade, he does not feel constrained to disguise his pur-
pose under false pretexts ; hence, in rendering an ac-
count of these events, he does not make a mystery of their
intention, which, he says, was, or must have been, to
leave the country by way of Bay Verte: * Being joined
in abody, they can wmarch off at their leiswre, by the way
of the Bay Verte with their effects, and destroy what they
leave behind, without danger of being molested by the
garrison.”  So, as is clearly shown, in this opening of a
road, Philipps did not see anything but the means and
the design of leaving the country. His fear was not
that his garrison might be molested by them, but, on
the contrary, that his garrison might not be able to
molest them and prevent their marching off. The case
is widely different.

It reminds us somewhat of the fable of the crocodile
and the child:—* Why do you shed tears at the lam-
entations of this child? Have you of late become so
tender-hearted ?”’  was remarked to him.—*1 weep, ”
retorted the crocodile, * because I could not reach him
and swallow him up.”

It was the settled fate of the Acadians that they
should not leave the country except by deportation.
Once more were they detained aguainst their will. An
alternative had been offered them, but eventually they
had none. At first, they had thought they could leave
in English vessels; these were refused. They had
asked that French ships might be allowed to enter the
ports of Acadia; this wasopposed. IMaving constructed
small vessels, they wished to procure the necessary
equipment at Louisburg ; this was forbidden ; at Boston,
forbidden again. This time the order to take away
nothing extended even to vehicles, and, as that did not
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suffice to deter them, the route by land was likewise
forbidden. There still remained the air route ; but the
manageable balloons of the twentieth century, nay,
even the primitive fire-balloons had not yet been in-
vented. The letter of Queen Anne extended their right
to the selling of their immovable property, but, with
obstacle on obstacle, restriction on restriction, ruse on
ruse, the result was this much simplified statement : * If
you go away, you shall not take even your effects with
you.” And to strike the lowest note of the scale: « Go
away, if you like, but you shall not take away even your
bodies ; your bones will have to remain here. When
the time for your departure shall come, we ourselves
will see to your transportation, and we will scatter you
upon all the shores of the new world.” Considered in
all its naked reality, such was the situation.

Only peaceable persons, as they were, could have sub-
mitted to so many unjust impositions. They could put on
foot six times more fighting men than were numbered in
the garrison of Annapolis. The decision of the Aca-
dians had rendered Philipps’s situation very perplexing.
In the same letter to the Lords of Trade he writes :

“ For the sake of gaining time, and keeping all things quiet till T
have the honor of your further commands in what manner to act, I
have thought it most for His Majesty's service to send home the
Acadian deputies with smooth words and promises of enlargement of
time.”

He ends his letter as follows :

**They say they will oblige themselves to be good subjects in every
respect, excepting that of taking up arms against the French and
Indians, . . . And I would humbly propose that if an oath were
formed for them to take, whereby they should oblige themselves to
take up arms against the Indians, if required, ete., ete., how far this
may be thought to bind them."
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It is easy to see, while following this correspondence
of Philipps with the Secretary of State and the Lords of
Trade, that he was profoundly humiliated by his want
of success. He had flattered himself that his high posi-
tion in the army, the renown of his name, would over-
throw all the obstacles that a little simple and ignorant
population might oppose to him. Arriving with the
air of a conqueror, he had issued a pompous and severe
proclamation which admitted of no reply ; then he had
encountered difficulties which he could have smoothed
away, but which he had only increased by his demeanor.
He would have liked to refrace his steps and to resort
to conciliation, but he had sown mistrust and was reap-
ing alarm. He had thought that these Acadians were
so attached to their goods that the short delay granted
them to leave the country and the prohibition to take
away their effects would infallibly determine them to
accept the proposed oath. As to that, he had fallen into
the same error as Nicholson, and, like him, he found
himself obliged to prevent at any price the departure of
the Acadians, with this difference, that Nicholson could
use subterfuges, while he had not even this resource.
His own order, which forbade the inhabitants to open a
road leading out of the country, while his proclamation
to evacuate it was still fresh, must have jarred his sense
of consistency. And, what a humiliation here for a man
that deserved, I believe, on other occasions, the reputa-
tion of being able, affable and conciliating.

The more meek and amiable he became towards the
Acadians, the greater was his bitterness and the more
malevolent his insinuations with regard to them in his
correspondence. He had suffered failure. To justify
or attenuate it, he did what has always been done, what,
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is still done: he laid the blame on others. In order to
do so, he had to represent the Acadians as headstrong,
ungovernable, directed by * bigoted priests;™ this he
did to the best of his ability.

‘“They will never, said he, in substance, make good subjects, They
cannot be let go now at least : their departure, if they went to swell
the colony of Cape Breton, wonld render our neighbors too power-
ful ; we need them to erect our fortifications and to provision our
forts, Gill the English arve powerful enough of themselves Lo go on,
and  they must not withdraw before o considerable nwmber of
British subjects be settled in their stead, On the other hand, if
they withdraw in spite of us, a great many fine possessions will be-
come vacant. I believe it will not be difficult to draw as many people
almost from New England as would supply their room, if it were not
robbing a neighboring colony without gaining much by the er-
change ; therefore, hope there are schemes forming at Home, to set-
tle the country with British subjects in the spring, before which time
these inhabitants do not think of moving, having the henefit of enlarge-
ment of time I granted, until 1 shall receive your further commands.
What is to be apprehended in the resettling these farms is disturbance
Jrom the Indians, who do not like of the Aecadians going off, and will
not want prompting to mischief.”

In his vexation Philipps had shown only the dark
side, and had painted it so vividly as to affect the
Lords of Trade, who wrote under date of December
20th, 1720 :

.+ ‘“Asto the Acadians of Nova Scotia, who appear so
wavering in their inclinations, we are apprehensive they will never he-
come good subjects to His Majesty. . . . Weareof opinion they ought
to be removed as soon as the forces which we have proposed to be sent
to you shall arvive in your Provinee; bul as you are not to attempl
their removal without His Majesty’s positive order for that purpose,
you will do well in the meanwhile, Lo continue the same prudent and
cantious conduct towards them, to endeavor to undeceive them con-
cerning the exereise of their veligion which will doubtless be allowed
them {f it should be thought properto let them stay wherve they are"

* Parkman had this doenment before him. For an historvian of fifty
I_;rm‘s standing he should have eagerly seized o lottor that threw so much
ight on history ; it was a real tit-bit . . . but it was not of the right kind,
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On reading this one feels as though a leaden cloak
were falling on his shoulders, and as though there was
not enough air to breathe freely. The sinister project
of the deportation has just been hatched. A cold shiver
runs down one’s spine. One fancies he hears the
first blasts of the trumpet that was to order the embark
ation,

I append, by way of elucidation, a version of the same
letter in familiar style:

“My DEAR PHILIPPS:

** I see you do not get the better of the Acadians as yon expected
before your departure. It is singular all the same that these people
should have preferred to lose their goods rather than be exposed to
fight against their brethren,  This sentimentality is stupid. These
people are evidently too much attached to their fellow-countrymen
and to their religion ever to make true Englishmen, It must be
avowed your position was deucedly eritical ; it was very dificult to
prevent them from departing, after having left the bargain to their
choice. However, you did well to act thus, it was your only resource,
The treaty be hanged ! Don’t bother about justice and other baubles
any more than Nicholson and Vetel did ; those things will not ad-
vance our interests. Their departure will, doubtless, increase the
power of France ; it must not be so ; they must eventually be trans-
ported to some place, where, mingling with our subjeets, they will
soon lose their language, their religion and the remembrance of the
past, to become true Englishmen., Fortlie moment, we are too wealk
to undertake this deportation ; but we purpose effecting it in the
spring time, when we shall have sent to you the required troops. Do
nothing of your own accord before we have given you orders. Mean-
while, my dear friend, lay aside your high and mighty airs, show
yourself affable and kind towards them. Encourage them with any
hopes you choose, say what you like ; provided you obtain the desired
end, which is none other than to prevent their departure, you will

merit our gratitude,
* Yours,

HORAGGS,
‘ Secretary of State.

“N. B.—Make them believe that we shall leave them the free exer-
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cise of their religion ; we shall see later on what we shall do on this
geore, if it be decided toleave them in the country, In this case it is
probable we shall allow them the free exercise of their religion.

‘P, 8.—There is a great storm brewing against Aislabie, Stanhope
and myself relatively to the South Sea Co. . . . I am all of a tremble

abit, & e Must-Tis s
“CRAGGS.*

The reader will find the document I have just para-
phrased hardly agrees with the declaration of my intro-
ductory remarks, exonerating the home government from
all complicity in this iniquitous deportation. It was, in-
deed, a Secretary of State who had resolved to execute
it, but a man of the stamp of Craggs is rarely met with
in history. There was certainly no question here of a
government project, but of the scheme of a single indi-
vidual, who had begun his career by a fraud that
brought him to the Tower, and ended it by another
which ought to have sent him back thither. Thus, the
deportation was conceived by a barber who became
Secretary of State, and it was executed thirty-five years
later by a house-painter who became Provincial Gov-
ernor. It was conceived by a plunderer and executed
for the sake of plunder. One man died as he was plan-
ning it, the other as he was realizing it. The one had
been shut up in the Tower, and avoided a return thither
by an opportune death ; the other escaped the same fate
in the same manner. Under such exceptional circum-
stances I think it would be unjust to throw the

* Craggs had begun life as a barber. He then became a footman, and,
later on, an army clothier. Hisdealings as such being investigated, he ro-
fused to produce his books and was sent to the Tower. Twenty-two years
lnter he was Secretary of State, with Aislabie as leader of the House of
Commons.  When the South Sea Bubble exploded, Aislabie was expellad
from the Hounse for his shameful conduet in connection with the famons
Bubble, Craggs escaped the same fate by a timely death. Green, in his

history, says that he died of terror at the punishment he expected to
meet,
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responsibility of this document on the home government
in virtue of the ministerial responsibility. It was none
the less an unfortunate deed; for Lawrence, who knew
of it, took pattern from it; he saw or thought he saw
therein his justification.

The good-natured souls who have pitied the deporta-
tion and sad fate of the Acadians, says Rameau, have no
need, by way of explaining the fact, to credit them with
imaginary crimes. After this document, it may be said
that the proscription was not a deed improvised in
anger: it was premeditated as early as 1720. Lawrence,
upon whom this erime is charged, was acquainted with
this document.

It cannot be said that the Acadians had been rebel-
lious, nor even that they had had recourse to violence,
since their submission embraced even obedience to the
order to depart without taking away anything, and to the
still more unjust order that put a stop to their depart-
ure, and this, when they were powerful enough to snap
their fingers at authority. Examples of such peaceable
dispositions are very rare in history. Their extreme
peaceableness was their misfortune. Had they not been
so meek, they would have had to be let go.

This document, Rameau says again, would suffice, in
default of others, to show what nervous apprehension
the Board of Trade in Europe and the Governor of
Annapolis in America felt lest the Acadians escape from
their control. They wish at all costs to avoid this
misfortune ; so, in spite ‘of the bitter anger which
Philipps’s disappointment caused him, see how he
lavishes kind words upon them, with what insinuating
sweetness, while praising the tenderness of King George,
he slips in those perfidious assurances of liberty, of
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peacefulness, of religious freedom, in order to protract
their present condition and make them accept a pro-
visional tolerance that should not be binding for the
future, until the favorable hour should strike when they
might be deported without risk.

Philipps perfectly understood his instructions; he,
who had made his fortune amid the intrigues of the court,
was now altogether on his own ground: he put away
his great sabre and the high-flown phrases of his first
appearance on the scene, and continued the policy
he had just inaugurated : wheedle the Acadians so as to
make them remain on their lands, exact allegiance if
the occasion presents itself, if not, then lavish fine
words without promising anything definite ; keep a
way open for retreat, so as to prove no promises had ever
been made, but only attempts at agreement. Thus
was obtained from the Acadians the desired amount of
usefulness, by freely granting them tolerance without
ever affording them any certainty.

Philipps made this situation last two years more with-
out allowing their departure, but also without accepting or
refusing the restricted oath which the Acadians claimed ;
he still kept them on their lands by protracting their un-
certainty. He thus reached the year 1722, when he re-
turned to Europe, leaving in his place Captain Doucette
as lieutenant-governor.

In his work entitled «“ Wolfe and Montealm ™ Park-
man, falling in with the Compiler, affirmed that the
Acadians had remained in the country of their own free
will. Since writing what precedes I have noticed in his
new work, ‘* A Half Century of Conflict,” that he has
modified his first opinions on this subject. It wasindeed
difficult not to yield to evidence that was supported by



128 PARKMAN RETRACTS.

such a considerable mass of documents as that collected
by Casgrain in the * Canada Frangais.” Howbeit, it is
with pleasure I give Parkman credit for this implied
concession. I cannot reasonably expect him to do as
much with respect to all his other errors, for then it
would be necessary to destroy almost all that he has
written on the history of Acadia.

* Governor Nicholson,' says he, *“ like his predecessor, was resolved
to keep the Acadians in the Provinee if he could. This personage, able,
energetic, headstrong, perverse, unserupulous, conducted himself even
towards the English officers and soldiers in a manner that seems un-
accountable and that kindled their utmost indignation, Towards the
Acadians his behavior was still worse. . .The Acadians built small ves-
sels and the French authorities at Louisburg sent them the necessary
rigging., Nicholson ordered it back, forbade the sale of their lands
and houses and would not even let them sell their personal effects ;
coolly setting at naught both the treaty of Utrecht and the letter of
the Queen. Caulfield and Doucette, his deputies, both in one degree or
another, followed his example in preventing, so far as they could, the
emigration of the Acadians,”

All that this citation contains is, in a general way,
true; but, as a question of fact, it is not strictly
accurate ; thus, Nicholson did not order the Acadians to
sénd back the rigging to Louisburg, but forbade them
to procure any, nor did he forbid them to sell their
effects, but only to take them away with them. Though
these variations would be unimportant in an ordinary
chronicler without such pretensions as Parkman has to
historic accuracy and fairness, still, it would have been
better to be absolutely precise, when it was so easy for
him to be so.

After having made this concession, apparently so
frank and candid, let us see how he sets to work to
nullify it : :
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“If they had wished to emigrate, the English Governor had no
power to stop them, . . They were armed and far outnumbered the
English garrison, To say that they wished to leave Acadia, but were
prevented from so doing by a petty garrison at the other end of the
Provinee, so feeble that it could hardly hold Annapolis itself, is an
unjust reproach upon a people who, though ignorant and weak of
purpose, were not wanting in physical courage. The truth is, that
Jrom this time to their forced expatriation, all the Acadians, except
those of Annapolis, were free to go or stay at will."”

It is perfectly true, as Parkman says, that the Aca-
dians, emcept those of Anmapolis, had the numerical
strength to enforce their departure from the country;
nor, as is most probable, were they wanting in physical
courage, and they undoubtedly had the right to act
thus: but we must not judge their actions according to
our own ideas. Parkman, as all this history clearly
proves, should have understood that these people, these
ignorant peasants, as he never fails to call them, had, far
otherwise than we, the love of peace, respect for and
submission to authority. Instead of overthrowing by
force the iniquitous obstacles opposed to their departure,
they applied to the French authorities to put an end to
them. In their naive ignorance the stipulations of a
treaty seemed sacred, and, thought they, eventually
justice would prevail ; they did not suspect, so well as
we should, the perverseness of their rulers. It is this
spirit of submission that later on enabled Lawrence to
deport them. Would Parkman have it imputed to them
as a crime? And, because they might have effected
their departure in spite of the authorities, does this fact
relieve the authorities from all blame for their unjust
proceedings? Did that iniquitous detention oblige the
Acadians to take the oath exacted of them? Ts Mr.
Pa.rkgma.n’s indulgence and commiseration invariably for
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the oppressor as against the oppressed? To depart
without having the requisite facgit.ies for deportation
meant to leave behind them their effects and their cattle,
all which was very painful, especially when the right to
take them away was guaranteed by a treaty.

There are still other very important considerations to
which Mr. Parkman, from the snugness of his easy chair,
did not even take the trouble to advert. Thus, if it be
true that the Acadians of Beaubassin and Mines had
sufficient strength to effectuate their departure, and
they would, T believe, have succeeded therein, it was
not so for those of Annapolis, as he admits. By with-
drawing, the former would leave these latter behind them;
they would leave a large number of their compatriots,
their relations and brethren at the mercy of a power that
held out no hopes of equitable treatment. Not being
able to depart in English, French or even Acadian ves-
sels, it was expressly to permit those of Annapolis to
effect a union with themselves that the Acadians of
Mines had set to work to open a road between the two
places, in which attempt they were frustrated by an
order from Philipps. To withdraw thus and leave their
relations behind would mean a lifelong separation, un-
less they should chance to meet as adversaries upon the
field of battle, in case a war should break out between
France and England. Parkman makes no account of
this separation, or more probably he did not even think
of it : these ignorant people, who were guided in their
actions by the humane feelings inherent in our nature,
bore most heavily this separation with all its dreadful
consequences ; they had weighed and pondered it; they
had felt the delicacy of their situation; they had seen -
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farther and more correctly than Parkman with all his
learning.
Pursuing the same idea Parkman adds :

‘“ The year had long ago expired, and most of them were still in
Acadia, unwilling to leave it, yet, refusing to own King George.”

Thus does Parkman endeavor to nullify all the merit
of his former admission. He had admitted that Vetch,
Nicholson, Caulfield and Doucette, in one way or an-
other, did all in their power to render the departure of
the Acadians impossible, and yet these Acadians, in spite
of all these efforts, “were unwilling to go.” It is very
hard to reconcile these two conflicting statements, but
we must be prepared to see Parkman contradict himself
on one and the same page; * the public has so eagerly
bolted his first ten volumes that he ceased to be on his
guard in the eleventh. After he had said in a general
way that the Acadians * were unwilling to leave,” I find,
thirteen lines further on, the following, relative to the
proclamation of Philipps :

“ They protested to M. de Brouillan that they would abandon all
rather than renounce their religion and their King; al the saime time
they preparved for a general emigration by way of the isthmus and
Bay Verte, when it would have been impossible to stop them.”

The contradiction is flagrant enough, but it would be
still more so, if Parkman, by a trick that is familiar to
him, had not, as it were, cut his sentence in two, so as
not to let us know what, this time, had prevented the
departure of the Acadians. We have only to add, in
order to complete the unfinished sentence, the following
words: * but they were stopped in their preparations by

* A Half Gentury of Conflict, p. 198,
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an order of Governor Philipps, forbidding their cutting
a road between Annapolis and Mines and forbidding
their leaving their habitations.” This addition is not
long, and these few words supply the reader with in-
formation of great importance. By cutting his sentence
in two, Parkman stopped, so to speak, on the brink of a
precipice, for T am merely yielding to evidence in saying,
that the avowal, which the completion of his sentence
entailed, would have been extremely painful to him.
Should the reader doubt it, I can assure him that his
hesitation will be dispelled long before reaching the
end of this worl.

And, when Mr. Parkman added: ¢ Yet, refusing to
own King George,” had he absolutely persisted in in-
troducing these incorrect terms into his account, he
might have explained in a few words that the Acadians,
when they saw how their departure was made impos-
sible, unanimously offered to Governor Doucette to take
the oath of allegiance with a clause exempting them
from bearing arms against the French and the Indians
their allies; or simply against the French, if means were
afforded to protect them against the Indians ; and that,
from that time up to their deportation, they never refused
such an oath. Many of Mr. Parkman's readers might
have found this detail very instructive and very im-
portant in order to judge of the spirit that animated the
Acadians. Leaving the publicundera contrary impres-
sion, through omission and misconstruction, was allow-
ing unjust prejudices against them to circulate ; which
is equivalent to falsifying history.
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CHAPTER VL

Departure of Philipps (1722)—Doucette reassumes his functions
as lientenant-governor, which he exercises (ill 1725—Total
absence in the volume of the Archives of documents for this
period—Armstrong  succeeds him—His character—Taking
of the oath at Annapolis—Captain Bennett and Philipps
make the tour of the province for the same purpose—Their
failure—Armstrong confides the same mission to Officer
Worth—Incomplete success—His report.

Philipps returned to England altogether disgusted
with everything : with the ungrate