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Andrew George Blair 

SUMMARY 

For over twenty years Andrew Blair ruled the New Brunswick 

political scene, first as premier and later as the major 

representative of his province in the Laurier government. He 

was master of New Brunswick Liberalism, a man whose influence 

carried weight in provincial councils even after his dramatic 

resignation from Sir Wilfrid's cabinet in 1903. To his 

admirers Blair was a "brilliant parliamentarian" and one of 

Canada's "greatest railway experts"; yet, to opponents he 

was a tyrant, None, however, could justifiably disagree that 

Blair was indeed "a man of much ability and force of char

acter. " 

Narrative 

Andrew George Blair was born at Fredericton, 7 March 1844. 

Trained in law, he was called to the New Brunswick bar in 

1866, and according to one account, gained the reputation of 
3 

being "the ablest counsel in his Province." . 

Blair's political career commenced in 1878 with his election 

to the House of Assembly for York County; within a year he 

was leader of the Opposition in the Legislature. As provincial 

party lines were not clearly drawn during this period, Blair 

as Opposition leader, headed a group, the majority of whom 

2 



were Liberals federally, but which included prominent Liberal-

Conservatives. In the same manner, the J.J. Fraser government 

was made up of both elements, with the latter dominant. 

Fraser had come to power in 1878 with a promise to abolish the 

New Brunswick Legislative Council, yet by 1882 he had failed 

to do so. He fell under increasing pressure from Blair to 

make good his promises, and finally resigned in May 1882, to 
4 

be replaced by D.L. Hamngton. In the ensuing election a 

victory was claimed by both Blair and Hanington, although the 

latter refused to surrender power. However, Blair's amendment 

to the Throne Speech, stating that the House lacked confidence 
5 

in the Government, carried and Hanington was forced to resign. 

Blair, who had campaigned for spending cutbacks which included 

the abolition of the Legislative Council, was now Attorney-

General and head of a coalition government of six Liberals 

and three Tories. 

Blair maintained good control of the government for the first 

two years of his administration; the Opposition was scattered 

and often found itself forced into a position of supporting 
7 

Blair s legislation. The Legislative Council however, 

remained a thorn in the premier's side. Not only did the 

Upper Chamber repeatedly squelch Blair's attempts on its life, 

but also it blocked many of his reform proposals - and this 

even after he had "padded" the Council with political friends. 

Gordon notes: 

After three sessions Blair's reform record did 

not compare favourably with his platform. The 

abolition of Government House as a vice-regal 

residence and the expenses connected with it; 

a change in the electoral franchise; and the 

funding of the Provincial Debt, appear to have 

3 



been the Government's only major accomplishments 
Q 

in the direction of reform. 

At each session of Blair's first term he announced the intent

ion of carrying through abolition, but each move was thwarted 

by the Council. An attempt at outright abolition had been 

thrown out in 1883; next a proposed provincial plebiscite on 

the question was halted; finally the 1886 session saw the 

introduction of a Bill in the Legislative Council to make the 
9 

body elective but this too failed to carry. Furthermore, 

Blair was unsuccessful in his bids to "pack" the Upper House 

as his new appointees often voted against him once ensconced 

in the Council. 

Eighteen eighty-six was an election year. Basically, campaigns 

revolved around local questions - a struggle of "ins" versus 

"outs" - yet Blair tried to make a province-wide issue of the 

Council's intransigence, laying the blame for his failure to 

achieve proposed reforms on the Council's doorstep. A 

disorganized Opposition was little match for Blair's compa

ratively well-organized forces; election day saw the return 

of thirty Government supporters, nine Opposition and two 

independents. The resultant government was still a non

party grouping; the Cabinet contained four "confessed 

Conservatives." In fact, it was the summer of 1886 when the 

first convention of provincial Liberals was held in New 

Brunswick and that province's Liberal Association was born. 

Notwithstanding his strong mandate, Blair was still unable to 

make headway towards abolition of the Upper Chamber. In the 

1887 session he introduced a Bill for abolition but the 

Council simply passed a resolution "that this House deems it 

inexpedient to proceed at present with the consideration of 

said Bill". During the 1888 session the matter arose again, 
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this time in connection with the discussion of the resolutions 

of the Interprovincial Conference of 1887. The resolutions 

passed the Assembly yet were defeated by the Council as they 

included sections calling for constitutional changes which 

would jeopardize the Upper Chamber. As in previous years, 

Blair blamed the Council for thwarting various legislative 

measures and preventing the passage of his reform policies. 

The House moved into the session of 1889 amid rumors of 

dissension in Government ranks and suspicion that Blair was 
12 

approaching Macdonald regarding a federal cabinet post. 

Increasingly, Blair came under attack both from without and 

within his party. The session, however, is considered one 
13 of the most important for the administration. It was during 

this sitting that the franchise Bill was amended, abolishing 

the property qualification for Assembly candidates and granting, 

in effect, male suffrage to all resident British subjects. 

Regarding the contentious Legislative Council question, however, 

no action was taken during the 1889 session. 

The government faced the electorate in 1890 having failed in 

their abolition promise. Blair, however, had changed tactics 

and now, rather than filling Council vacancies as they arose, 

was simply leaving positions open. By election time there 

were five vacancies; Blair would wait until he could find 

five men committed to abolition and appoint the entire group, 

thus assuring victory. His plans, however, received a set

back in the elections of 1890. Despite the lack of both a 

provincial issue and a strongly organized Opposition, the 

Blair forces lost nine seats. Had it not been for the switched 

allegiance of four Northumberland members, the government 

might well have met defeat once the House re-opened. As it 

was, Blair's working majority was cut to eight. 

5 



The 1890 session was marked by intensive attacks on Blair 

resulting from charges of corruption in his recent York 

campaign. Charged with accepting funds in exchange for favors 

in dock construction contracts, Blair ordered an inquiry. The 

majority report declared him completely innocent, although a 

minority decision argued that relevant evidence had been left 

out of the investigation. In the end, Blair was absolved of 
14 the charges by a vote in the Assembly. 

During the 1890 session moves to abolish the Legislative 

Council were again quashed by that body, and it was not until 

the 1891 sitting that Blair finally achieved success. By 

filling the six vacancies in the Council, Blair was able in 

one move, to assure abolition. The only restraint demanded 

by the Council was that the Bill not take effect until the 

end of the first session in 1894 or until the dissolution 

of the current House. In September 1892 the House was 

dissolved and the Legislative Council passed out of existence. 

Blair himself was a victim of the 1892 election, an ironic 

turn of events considering that he had achieved, with abolition, 

all the reforms he had originally promised. Blair lost York 

County decisively - although his government was returned -

and was forced to accept the Queen's seat. For the next four 

years, however, Blair retained control of New Brunswick and 

was returned in Queen's by acclamation in the 1895 provincial 

election. 

Blair's formal provincial political career came to an end in 

the summer of 1896 when he accepted the portfolio of Railways 

and Canals in the Laurier government. He brought with him to 

Ottawa an impressive record as the man who had "ruled" New 

Brunswick for thirteen years. His provincial administration 

6 
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had undoubtedly been strong. "Blair," Gordon writes, "completely 

dominated his cabinet, demanding and obtaining their undivided 

support". This is particularly remarkable when one considers 

the circumstances under which Blair had ruled: prior to 1886 

there was no provincial Liberal party; his Cabinets were 

predominantly Liberal yet the rank and file included many 

Conservatives; the issues he faced, Gordon argues, could have 
17 "tumbled a lesser man from office". Despite the presence of 

factious forces, Blair was able to consolidate power in his 

hands and maintain control. Such absolute rule, unfortunately, 

may have proved a hindrance to Blair once he entered the federal 

realm. Here he was one among many, no longer in control. 

Israel Tarte, who claimed credit for bringing Blair into federal 

politics hinted at this problem, suggesting that Blair did not 

adapt well to his new role of follower and not leader. Tarte 

wrote: "He was not a great success in debate... He would get 
18 

offended and turn his back to the House,..." 

Both O.S. Skelton and J. Schull, biographers of Laurier suggest 

that Blair was a somewhat dangerous ally. Damning him with 

faint praise, the former notes of Blair's entry into the 

Cabinet: "[Blair was] an uncertain quantity, shrewd, undoubtedly 

experienced in all the ways and wiles of the most efficient 
19 school of politics (New Brunswick) in America,..." ; later 

20 Skelton refers to Blair as a "challenge to Laurier's authority." 

If Blair was dangerous he was also extremely valuable to 

Laurier. His political acumen was considerable and Laurier's 

correspondence attests to the fact that Blair was the political 

- in every sense of the word - representative of New Brunswick 

in the Cabinet. His concern for his constituents was always 

great, but this earned Blair a loyalty from his native province. 

For example, Lemieux wrote to Laurier concerning a pre-election 

tour through New Brunswick in late 1899: 



"Blair est tres populaire dans sa province, parmi 

les conservateurs comme parmi les liberaux. J'ai 

ete vraiment frappe de cette popularity qui s'est 

manifestee durant tout mon sejour dans cette 

province; j'ai vu des centaines et des centaines 

d'electeurs, parmi lesquels 1'on comptait beaucoup 

de conservateurs commus, et tous m'ont assure que 

votre collegue s'emparerait du Nouveau-Brunswick 

'by storm'." 

On the other hand, Blair also made important enemies while 

Minister; among these were Israel Tarte and Lord Shaughnessy 

of the CPR. Ever a supporter of the Intercolonial Railway (ICR), 

Blair was branded as dangerous by Tarte for his attempts to make 

the ICR a successful competitor to the CPR. Blair was alienating 

the latter, Tarte felt: 

"Mais je suis tres sur qu'il est en train de ruiner 

votre parti. Et, ce qui m'etonne, c'est qu'un homme 
22 de son intelligence ne le comprenne point." 

Shaughnessy, in response to one of Blair's particularly strong 

attacks on the CPR, referred to the Minister's "crude and 

unsound" "socialistic utterances" which he found most objection-
23 able coming from a minister of the crown. 

The crisis in Blair's federal career came on the heels of the 

Laurier government's plans for a new transcontinental rail line. 

Before this issue broke, however, Blair was able to achieve 

one of his major goals as Minister, the introduction of a 

measure to establish a Railway Commission. The Board of Railway 

Commissioners, to be composed of three men "of independence in 
24 character and experts in knowledge" was designed to give the 

8 



government certain powers to oversee and direct the country's 

railways. 

Within three months of the introduction of this Bill, however, 

Blair had resigned from the government. The Laurier Cabinet 

brought forward the Grand Trunk Pacific scheme with Blair the 

sole dissenter. Blair favored extension of the Intercolonial 

Railway to Georgian Bay which would facilitate a summer water 

link with the Canadian Northern; he saw future value in the 

construction of a government-owned road from Quebec to the 

West. What Blair objected to was: A) the haste with which the 

Cabinet pushed the GTP scheme - he felt a need existed for 

much more detailed surveys of the proposed line -; B) the 

Moncton extension section of the railway which he saw as 

paralleling and eventually destroying his favored ICR; C) the 

government's plan to build the Quebec - Winnipeg section and 

lease it to the GTP which in effect meant that the government 

would be surrendering the only paying section on the entire 

line. "My decided preference is for a Government owned and 

Government operated railway across the Continent," he wrote 
25 to Laurier, " and my chief reason for favouring it is that 

it will have an equalizing and regulating influence upon all 

other railways throughout the western territory." If this 

could not be achieved, however, Blair was willing to see a 

privately-owned line, provided that the national interest was 

secured. 

Blair, of course, saw himself as defender of New Brunswick 

interests concerning the impact of the new line on the ICR. 

It has also been suggested that Blair feared the consequences 

of allowing the Grand Trunk in particular so much power, and 

that these feelings were largely the result of an animosity 

toward that company and of his personal friendship with its 
2 fi 

competitors, Mackenzie and Mann. Blair certainly did not 

9 
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put a great deal of faith in the Grand Trunk operating the 

line for anything but its own corporate interest. After all, 

what provision was there to compel the Grand Trunk to carry 

its goods through Canada on the new line and not through 

Portland as was current practice? 

Finally (and this may have affected Blair more deeply than 

did the policy question), there was the outright slight of 

the Minister during negotiations. As Schull aptly remarks, 

Blair was "left to stand on the sidelines and await a fait 
27 

accompli." Laurier ignored Blair in the policy formulation 

and Blair realized fully that he was being slighted, although 

he assured Laurier that his resignation decision had not been 
28 

affected by the Prime Minister's action. 

Assessment of the impact of Blair's resignation was mixed. 

S.B. Appleby, writing to Laurier from Woodstock, New Brunswick, 

felt that Blair would "throw himself into the arms of the 

Conservative party, and work with all his energy for your 
29 [Laurier's] downfall." Another correspondent, J.T. Hawke 

of Moncton suspected a similar future for New Brunswick 

Liberalism, and suggested that a "Blair Party" was already 
. . . . . . 30 

organizing in the province. 

The question of what New Brunswick might do now that Blair 

had resigned continued to plague Liberal strategists. While 
31 some maintained that the resignation was a blessing, others 

were less sure. As late as November 1903, E.C. Bowers told 

Laurier: 

I came to the conclusion that whatever Blair 

says St. John and a good part of New Brunswick 

will do. Liberals of the strongest type,... 

told me that they were Blairites, first and 
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last... I as one having the interests of the 

Liberal party to heart hope that something may 

by done to placate him and keep him working 
32 in the interests of the party. 

A means of placating Blair was indeed found. Before the year 

ended Blair had been appointed to chair the Railway Commission 

and resigned his seat to devote his full time to the work. 

Blair was certainly qualified for the position, yet one cannot 

help suspecting that Laurier hoped to silence the former 

minister by the appointment. The suggestion that the Chairman-
33 ship would serve such a purpose had indeed been made to Laurier, 

and correspondence after the appointment affirmed that such a 
34 suspicion existed in the minds of certain groups. 

The Commission came into effect on 1 February 1904, but Blair 

did not remain long. He announced his resignation - apparently 

leaving numerous cases pending - on 18 October 1904, assuring 

Laurier that" ... it is not my present purpose to reenter or 
35 take part in public life or affairs." However, rumors were 

rampant that he planned to enter the 1904 federal campaign 

and speak for the Tories. Schull and Skelton both describe 

the "plot" against Laurier involving Blair, Mackenzie and 

Mann, Dansereau and Hugh Graham of the Montreal Star, which 

was to have included the release of scandal charges and the 

conversion of La Presse to the Conservative cause. Blair had 

apparently gained control of the Saint John Evening Times and 

and Saint John Telegraph and was thought to be involved also 

in the La Presse purchase. That organ had been secretly 

bought by a group of English-speaking capitalists and was to 

have switched allegiance to the Tories in mid-campaign. Blair 

denied all charges against himself, including ones that he 
36 

was to receive $100,000 from an American railway synidcate 
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and that he was to be Minister of Railways in a Borden cabinet. 

As matters turned out, La Presse did not align with the 

Conservatives, and Blair did not campaign publicly for that 

party. The Liberals won a resounding victory, although Blair's 
37 stand may well have prevented a Grit sweep in New Brunswick. 

Blair's formal political career was at an end. At the end 

of December, he confirmed acceptance of the post of Managing 

Director of the Toronto Roller Bearing Company - presumably 

the more lucrative position for which, he told Laurier, he had 

resigned the Commission. From that time until his death 

(25 January 1907) , Blair refrained from public political 

activity and it appears he severed ties with Laurier and the 
38 

federal Liberals. 

There is no denying that A.G. Blair was a political man to 

the core. He understood the "power game" and played it 

successfully in a provincial setting; federally he was faced 

by an equally ruthless Wilfrid Laurier. Gordon suggests that 
39 the loyalty paid to Blair was of a "coercive" nature , yet 

he did manage to control a province, both overtly and then 

later from behind the scenes, for nearly twenty-five years. 

As premier, he provided what Skelton terms "cautiously 
40 progressive administration" ; it was during his rule that 

41 the roots of modern party politics took hold in New Brunswick. 

As Minister of Railways he gave his province possibly its 

strongest representation to date in a federal Cabinet. He 

could certainly not be accused of forgetting his provincial 

base once in Ottawa. His strident defence of the interests of 

the Intercolonial Railway is but one example of this parochial 

loyalty. Even his one-time enemy, Tarte, could not deny Blair's 
42 

"fine intuitions" and "purely legal mind". Blair had, if 

not the admiration, at least the respect of his opponents. 
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James Garfield Gardiner 

Summary: 

James Gardiner's political career was remarkable. In forty-

four years he met defeat at the polls only once - his final 

campaign in 1958 - having served as member of the Saskatchewan 

Legislature, premier, and federal minister. He held the 

agriculture portfolio a record twenty-two years, representing 

the prairie farmer in Liberal Cabinets and in return delivering 

his province repeatedly to the Liberal fold. In Gardiner 

was combined an intensely partisan Liberalism with a strong 

personal ambition, characteristics which were to alienate 

colleagues during his long career. Despite what his contemporaries 

may have thought of him personally, however, Gardiner did 

command respect. If politically unorthodox at times, he was 

nevertheless an effective organizer and strategist who faced 

his opposition at the head of a well-oiled "Gardiner machine". 

Narrative: 

Born in Huron County, Ontario on 30 November 1883, Gardiner 

suffered a rather unstable early life. Economic hardship 

forced his father to leave Canada for Lincoln, Nebraska in 

1888, and the family followed the next year. Six years were 

spent in the United States, - the last one in northern 

Michigan, - but Gardiner's father was unable to establish 

himself and the family returned to Huron County. The young 

Gardiner's education suffered during this period as he was 
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forced to forego school to work on neighboring farms. In 

1901, however, he went to work for an uncle in Manitoba and 

re-entered school there. He graduated three years later 

with a provisional teacher's certificate, taught while 

attending normal school in Regina, to upgrade his credentials, 

and in 1906 entered Manitoba College in Winnipeg. Upon 

graduation in 1911 Gardiner took the position of principal 
2 at the Continuation School in Lemberg, Saskatchewan. 

Gardiner became involved in politics in 1911, campaigning 

for the federal Liberals, and again in 1912 with the provincial 

party. In June, 1914 he entered the Legislature as representative 

for North Qu'Appelle. His next eight years were spent as 

backbencher, and in developing the farm he had purchased at 

Lemberg in 1916. Finally, in April, 1922 Gardiner was 

brought into the Dunning Government as Minister of Highways 

and Minister in charge of the Bureau of Labor and Industries. 

In four years he was premier of the province; Dunning resigned 

to enter King's federal Cabinet and Gardiner, chosen leader 

by caucus and convention, became Provincial Treasurer in his 

new government in February, 1926. 

Already he had attracted the attention of Mackenzie 

King. His correspondence with the Prime Minister between 

1923 and 1926 reveals a man intensely interested and involved 

in the cause of Liberalism on the Prairies. In Gardiner's 

view, the real enemy of the party was the Progressive 

movement, and he consistently urged all-out war on the 

Progressives as preferable to a policy of wooing them back 
3 

to the Liberal fold. 

In King's pre-election cabinet shuffle in 1925 he tried 

to strengthen his western vote by urging first Dunning and 

then Gardiner to enter his government. Neither saw the move 
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4 
as expedient at the time. King did not give up, however. 

He realized the value of a man of Gardiner's political 

abilities and was quick with praise for Gardiner's organizational 

work in both the provincial election victory of 1925, and in 

the federal election of that year. Of the latter, King 

wrote: 

I should not like to let a longer time slip by 

without saying to you just how very much I feel 

the Liberal Party owes to your wise and helpful 

generalship for the success attained in the Middle 

West. 

Everyone concedes that to your successful organization 

more than to any other single cause we owe the 

number of seats which have been carried in 
5 

Saskatchewan. 

The good offices of Gardiner were instrumental in 

opening the Prince Albert riding for King following his 

personal defeat in 1925 and the Gardiner "machine" rolled 

into action in February 192 6 to ensure King's by-election 

victory. The Prime Minister still had larger plans for 

Gardiner, however. Late in 1925 he had been invited to 

Ottawa to discuss entering the larger sphere and taking 

command of political organization in the three prairie 
6 7 

provinces. According to Neatby, Gardiner accepted the 

offer and it was planned that he should come to Ottawa after 

Dunning had joined the Government. Circumstances prevented 

such a move, however. King found himself unable to open a 

seat for Gardiner and Gardiner himself was elevated to the 

premiership in February, 1926. Furthermore, Dunning and 

Gardiner, both ambitious men, were involved in a struggle 

over control of Saskatchewan Liberal fortunes and the 
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former, once ensconced in Ottawa, was not enthusiastic to 
g 

see his old colleague elevated. King wanted both men, but 

if only one were available, Dunning was the choice. King 

told the new premier that he would find a way to bring him 

to Ottawa later, but in the meantime, as Neatby notes, he 

"could be well satisfied with a solution which brought 

strength to his Ministry and left a loyal partisan at the 
9 

head of the provincial party." In the end, a confused 

situation worked well for King, and in the 1926 general 

election victory the new Saskatchewan premier was once again 

in line for kudos for his "splendid generalship which contributed 

so materially to ... [the] great victory." 

Gardiner began his first term as premier with a majority 

of thirty-seven seats and faced by a divided opposition. 

The session produced "a number of acts... to facilitate the 

work of the Wheat Pool and other farmers' organizations." 

Increased pressure was placed on the dominion government for 

work on the Hudson Bay Railway and for the transfer of 

natural resources to the Province. In November, 192 7 Gardiner 

sat as a Saskatchewan delegate to the Dominion-Provincial 

Conference where the questions of subsidies and the return 

of natural resources were important topics of debate. The 

Western provinces won their case and King accepted Gardiner's 

suggestion that the unalienated lands be returned and the 
12 

federal compensation subsidy continued in perpetuity. 

Gardiner was later to change his demands and call for the 

return of lands plus a subsidy that increased with population 

growth. His defeat in 192 9 prevented him from furthering 

this scheme. 

The year 1928 saw the Gardiner government's inauguration 

of the first major hydro-electric development in Saskatchewan 

at Island Falls on the Churchill River, a project described 
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by the premier as the nucelus of future mining and pulp and 
14 

paper industries. More important for Gardiner's political 

career, 192 8 brought election activity as the Conservatives 

began an all-out assault in preparation for a 1929 election. 

The most noteworthy aspect of the campaign was undoubtedly 

the role played by the Ku Klux Klan. As early as 1927 

Gardiner told King of the Klan's establishment in Saskatchewan: 

It would appear, from their general activities 

in this Province, that the main object of the 

organisation is to spread propaganda which will 

be of benefit to the opponents of the Government, 

both Provincial and Federal, at the time of the 

next election. 

Orange Lodges, Gardiner informed King, were actively spread

ing propaganda that the Catholic Church was in control of 

both Saskatchewan and Canadian governments. In 1927, however, 

Gardiner claimed that the Klan was not a threat and that the 

religious attacks might back-fire on their perpetrators. 

The election two years hence would show him the extent of 

his misjudgement. 

The Klan organisation sputtered in 1927 but was revived 

the next year under Dr. J.H. Hawkins and J.J. Maloney. 

While it has been estimated that the Klan membership may 
16 

have reached 15,000, the organisation was actually in 

decline by election time in 1929. However, it was the 

legacy of feelings left behind, and not any actual political 
17 

activity by the Klan that affected the outcome. What the 

Klan did do was stir up animosity against Catholics and 

immigrants. Catholic interference in the state and in 

education was attacked, and by this action the electorate 

was prepared for the 1929 campaign. The Conservative leader, 
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Dr. Anderson, seized the opportunity to capitalize on the 

emotions aroused and presented a campaign which included 

"the abolition of sectionalism in the public schools... 

[and] an immigration policy based on the selective principle" -

both issues aimed directly at the same group to which the 
18 Klan appealed. 

There were certainly other factors affecting the 

outcome - a "time for a change" attitude and a desire to 

"break the Gardiner machine", charges of Liberal arrogance 

and electoral corruption, and in some constituencies Conservative-

Progressive cooperation - but the emotional issues seem to 

have dominated. The Liberal majority had been the largest 

ever, and in early 1929 economic conditions were good, yet 
19 the government suffered a serious setback. Gardiner had 

personally led a strong attack against the Klan in 1928, but 

the Liberal campaign of 1929 was, in the view of one historian, 
20 "complacent, over-confident, and defensive." It would 

appear, from Gardiner's correspondence with King, that the 

premier failed to grasp the significance of the emotional 

issues. He repeatedly assured the Prime Minister that only 

a few Liberal votes would be lost and that a backlash against 

a campaign of prejudice would deliver the votes of "reasonable 
21 people" to the Liberals. 

The immediate results - there were two deferred votes 

in northern ridings both of which the Liberals eventually 

won - gave the Conservatives twenty-five seats (up from 

four), the Liberals twenty-six, the Progressives five and 
22 . . Independents five. King immediately wrote offering his 

advice and that of the Saskatchewan federal members that the 

Premier should call the Legislature and, rather than attempt 

to carry on, obtain "a clear-cut decision formally registered 
2 3 

on the records..." of who the "loose fish" would support. 
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In this way, politics would be polarized into two distinct 

forces; and also, in calling the Legislature to decide the 

question of confidence, Gardiner would appear responsible 
24 

and public-minded. A short session was held in September, 

the opposition joined forces, Gardiner resigned and Anderson 

formed a Cooperative Government. 

Anderson's government had the misfortune of taking 

office just as economic conditions began to backslide and by 

the time of his defeat in 1934, the province was destitute. 

Economics was not the first matter of concern, however, and 

Anderson turned to the school question which had helped 

deliver victory. Controversial legislation was introduced in 

the 1930 session dealing with religious emblems and garb in 
25 the schools. Such Bills Gardiner attacked as "unnecessary." 

As the depression deepened, the Cooperative government 

was faced by a constant barrage from the Liberals - Gardiner, 

re-elected party leader at the 1931 convention, bombarded 

the Government for alleged extravagance and repeatedly 

demanded a general election. By late 1931 he could write to 

King that "Things never looked better for the Liberal Party 

in Saskatchewan. The best of fortune was certainly with us 

when we were defeated in 1929 although those who engineered 
2 fi 

it did not intend it so." 

Since the 1929 defeat the Saskatchewan Liberals had 

engaged in a massive organisational drive geared toward both 

federal and provincial arenas. In the 1930 federal campaign, 

however, the Conservatives were more than a match for 

Gardiner's "machine" as he himself admitted: "Everyone 

coming in reports the Conservatives as having the most 

complete organisation ever built in Saskatchewan. We are in 

hopes that our supporters are realizing this in sufficient 
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27 time to avoid the mistake of the provincial...overconfidence." 

The defeat of King's government and the election of nine 

Conservatives from Saskatchewan only reinforced Gardiner's 

determination to improve party organisation and increase the 

electorate's awareness of Liberal principles. The defeat 

also removed C.A. Dunning from the federal picture and he 

had, in Gardiner's opinion, been a disruptive force. For 

years, Gardiner felt, Dunning had been undermining his 

strength in Saskatchewan by attempting to woo Progressives 

rather than fight them. In 1930, the politically astute 

King could see that the Gardiner and Dunning forces were not 

yet reconciled and the division had only hurt the Saskatchewan 
T -u i 28 Liberals. 

At the same time that Gardiner was attacking the provincial 

government, he was also serving as King's western advisor 

and lieutenant. The Bennett and Anderson governments were 

both unpopular in drought-stricken Saskatchewan, Gardiner 

reported, but even so he advised King against a Western tour 

in 1931 unless he had some definite alternatives. King 

wisely followed the advise. 

In 1932 Premier Anderson attempted to form a non

partisan government. The suggestion was not new; Tolmie was 

moving in that direction in British Columbia and it was 

suggested that Bennett would make a similar move if he saw 
29 

signs of success in the two provinces. Three of Gardiner's 

ex-Ministers were offered posts and the former premier 

himself was approached to accept the presidency of the 

University of Saskatchewan. When Gardiner refused this bribe 

he was then asked to enter the government himself. 

Gardiner put the proposal of a non-partisan government to 

his colleagues but it was defeated unanimously. Gardiner 
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declared himself willing to cut his criticism of the administration 

in order to cooperate on actions to help Saskatchewan's 
31 recovery, provided Anderson set a date for an election. 

Such was not forthcoming, however, and Anderson's bid for a 

non-partisan government was shattered when Mcintosh, a 

Liberal who had crossed the House to become a Minister in 

the Cooperative Government, was defeated at the polls in 

1933. 

The Anderson Government entered the 1934 campaign faced 

by a resurgent Liberal force and the new Farmer-Labour Party 

of M.J. Coldwell. The entire Cabinet and every government 

candidate were defeated; the Liberals captured fifty seats, 
32 

the Farmer-Labour Party five. Gardiner was re-instated as 
premier and took the portfolio of Provincial Treasurer. The 
Saskatchewan Liberal party, described in one election post-

33 
mortem as "the super-machine of Canadian politics," had 

again organised a victory of massive proportions. 

Probably the most controversial issue of Gardiner's 

second term arose in the incidents surrounding the On-To-

Ottawa trek and Regina Riot. The unemployed trekkers had 

been allowed to travel through British Columbia and Alberta, 

but it was decided that they should be halted at Regina. 

While there is some confusion surrounding this decision, and 

particularly its timing, Bennett calimed that he had received 

requests from the railway companies for assistance in preventing 

further trespass on company property. While Gardiner objected 

to the attempts to stop the trekkers in Regina when they had 

been allowed passage that far, he particularly attacked 

Bennett and Justice Minister Guthrie for federal use of the 

RCMP to carry out the action. Guthrie claimed that when the 

RCMP took over provincial policing duties in Saskatchewan 

this was in addition to federal responsibilities and that 
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since railroads was a federal matter, the Dominion government 

had complete jurisdiction over the Mounted Police in the 
34 case. Gardiner replied that in "our opinion your action 

may result in causing a riot in this province endangering 

life and property... We protest your action as being 
35 

unconstitutional..." on the grounds that the RCMP should 

be controlled from Regina. Gardiner had already told Bennett 

that the trekkers had "done nothing in this province warranting 

police action" and furthermore, that "If there is any trouble 

while these outsiders are in Saskatchewan we will hold you 
3 f\ 

responsible." Gardiner maintained that the situation was 

not simply a case of trespass considering the railway company's 

allowance of the trekkers thusfar. Furthermore, he confided 
37 to King that he suspected a CPR-Government plot by which 

the railway had moved the trekkers onto the prairies in 

order to divide their forces. This, he felt, explained the 

lack of action in either Alberta or British Columbia. 

On the question of police jurisdiction it would appear 

that Ottawa was well within its constitutional rights. 

Regardless, an unfortunate riot occurred in which at least 

one person died. The trekkers got no further and were 

finally shipped back to their homes by trains provided by 

the Saskatchewan government. A provincial Royal Commission, 

later appointed to investigate the riot, exonerated both 
38 Ottawa and the RCMP for the violence. 

Gardiner had never been popular with R.B. Bennett; he 

was less so following the Regina Riot. However, Bennett was 

gone before the year's end, aided in his political demise by 

the work of Gardiner's Liberal machine. Gardiner was immediately 

offered a Cabinet post in King's government, resigned as 

premier, and entered the House in 1936 as member for Assiniboia 

and Minister of Agriculture. Of Gardiner's move to federal 

politics King wrote: 
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I personally am particularly grateful for the 

added strength which your experience in public 

life and exceptional knowledge, not only of 

agriculture, but of the problems of western 
39 Canada generally, will bring to the new ministry. 

Bruce Hutchison, in his biography of King, offers a less 

laudatory yet possibly more realistic assessment of King's 

attitude toward Gardiner and the value of the former premier 

to the federal Liberal party: 

Gardiner he regarded as an eccentric western 

comet in constant collision with Liberal principles 
40 but uncontrollable. 

He writes further: 

Gardiner's eruption into Federal politics meant 

several things. It meant that the two former 

premiers and colleagues of Saskatchewan [Gardiner 

and Dunning] were locked from the beginning in a 

struggle to control the politics of the prairies 

and thence to seize King's mantle in due time... 

It meant that the Liberal party was becoming 

more and more a coalition of sovereign powers, 

one of them soon under Gardiner's undisputed 

control. 

It also meant that, with such power in his 

possession, Gardiner would proceed to manage 

agricultural policy under his almost exclusive 

jurisdiction, often in disregard of the Prime 

Minister and the Cabinet. 
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Gardiner was formidable enough as a personage, 

with his...brutal, battering ram force in debate, 

his ingenuity in political maneuver, his complete 

disregard of historic Liberal principles... 

King watched without alarm and with some secret 

amusement the fierce contest between [Gardiner 

and Dunning]... Both the present contestants were 

certain to destroy themselves as potential party 

leaders... 

That Gardiner was ambitious cannot be doubted. Accord

ing to J.W. Pickersgill, King "respected and almost feared" 
42 him. However, it would be ten years before Gardiner made 

his overt move for power. In the meantime, he served as a 

forceful, if not always orthodox, Agriculture Minister. The 

summer of 1936 was spent in Europe in the study of markets 

for Canadian farm products. On the "home front" the department 

engaged in an extensive program of drought control. In the 

summer of 1937 the prairies experienced a severe drought 

which led Gardiner to make three western tours to analyse 

the situation. The end result of those was the changes made 

in the Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act, to provide for an 

extension of activities in the fields of water and soil 

conservation. 

The Prairie Farm Assistance Act, described as Gardiner's 
43 "greatest legislative achievement" was passed in June 1939 

after considerable effort on the minister's part. A form of 

crop insurance, the Act provided that the growers contribute 

one percent of their grain sale returns and the farmers 

within crop failure areas receive assistance from this 

government - supplemented fund. Each working farmer would 

receive an amount corresponding to his acreage under 
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cultivation. 

With the coming of the war Gardiner took on the added 

responsibility of the newly-created Department of National 

War Services which took charge of national registration. 

Gardiner had not been King's first choice, but when J.M. 

Macdonnell refused to enter the Cabinet in 1940, Gardiner 

was appointed and thus became a member of the War Committee. 

Gardiner's correspondence with King throughout 1940 reveals 

some of the minister's ideas and approaches to the mobilization 

of men and resources and to the public relations work required 

to "sell" the war effort to the Canadian public. In King's 

view, Gardiner was inadequate for the position and in June 
44 1941 he was replaced. 

The outspoken Gardiner became embroiled in numerous 

struggles within the Cabinet during the war years. In the 

1944 Budget formulation, for example, Gardiner and Ilsley 

quarrelled over the tariff on agricultural implements, the 

former demanding that it be ended in order to pacify the 

western farmers who in June had voted CCF and decimated his 
45 provincial Liberal cohorts. 

In the same year Gardiner, an anti-conscriptionist, 

threatened to leave the Cabinet if compulsory military 

service overseas were enacted. When the manpower crisis 

arose in the fall of 1944 King told his colleagues he would 

resign if no compromise could be reached; the four French-

speaking ministers and Gardiner said they would follow the 
46 prime minister in such a move. When King was finally 

forced to accept limited conscription of 16,000 men from the 

NRMA, Gardiner again declared that he would leave the government 
47 if others did. King recorded in his diary for 27 October 

1944 that in conversation with the Agriculture Minister, 
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Gardiner said that "he would not stay in any government that 
48 favoured conscription; that he would join the C.C.F. first." 

In the end, however, Gardiner remained. 

King had long recognized Gardiner's ambitions for the 

party leadership yet the prime minister, never particularly 

close to Gardiner, was determined that he should not succeed. 

On the surface, King strove to maintain a non-partisan 

stance but his more personal views are revealing. In an 

October 1946 diary entry, for example, King noted that 

Gardiner had threatened the Free Press that he would "make 

it difficult for anyone that sought to stand in his way." 

"It is amazing to me", King wrote, "that any man should be 

working toward securing the position of leadership for 

himself. I doubt if Gardiner would ever get the support of 
4 9 

the party." 

The event of Gardiner's receiving his Imperial Privy 

Councillorship offered King yet another opportunity to 

assess the minister's actions and ambitions. Gardiner, he 

noted, "at times has not been too loyal. Is unnecessarily 

rude and aggressive in his attitude in Council which is 

pretty testing to all his colleagues and myself." Still, 

King admitted, that Gardiner had rendered good service in 

the past and had on occasion "stood firmly and helped save 

the administration" when others "were ready to throw the 
50 

Government over on account of the issue." 

When King finally announced his resignation in 1948, 

Gardiner already had a two-year campaigning start on his 

opponents. It was common knowledge that King favored St. 

Laurent as his successor and the prime minister admitted 

51 
this to Gardiner. However, King made it clear that he 

would take no active part, that the convention must decide. 
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From the sidelines King, nevertheless, pulled the strings. 

King saw Gardiner as politically dangerous; his unorthodoxy 

promoted King to remark on one occasion that Gardiner was 
52 "becoming increasingly socialistic" and on another that 

53 many of his policies were really CCF ideas. 

Gardiner's partisan and self-laudatory actions at the 

Convention itself were, in King's view, reprehensible. He 

expressed disappointment at Gardiner's "trying to knife St. 

Laurent...His sole emphasis on machine politics. No states-
54 manlike outlook." It was apparently Gardiner's Convention 

speech, in which he described himself as the Liberal spark

plug and argued that he could best win elections that drove 
55 King to break his vow not to vote; he cast for St. Laurent. 

To be fair to Gardiner, however, it should be noted that 

King and his allies certainly appear to have been engineering 

St. Laurent's victory from behind the scenes. Gardiner 

would not have won anyway, as he lacked support beyond the 

farming population, but King and Company assured his defeat. 

One historian, for example, claims that "delegates suspected 

of sympathy for Gardiner received more or less veiled warnings 

to fall in line; one western M.P. was made to understand 

that the senatorship he hoped for would not be forthcoming 

if he persisted in supporting the Minister of Agriculture." 

From all reports, Gardiner's speech was an impassioned 

one, typical of his oratorical style but the issue had 

already been decided. St. Laurent captured the leadership 

on the first ballot with 848 votes to Gardiner's 323 and 
57 Power's 56. 

Gardiner returned to the administration of his department 

still something of a maverick. He campaigned strongly for 

his "pet project" the South Saskatchewan River dam, yet by 
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1957 he had been unable to persuade St. Laurent to proceed. 

In the 1956 Suez crisis Gardiner, an international isolationist, 

again demonstrated his disregard for strict orthodoxy when 

he alone objected to Canada's reply to Anthony Eden, commenting 

that "the Middle East conflict was no business of Canada's, 
58 

and that she should keep out of it entirely. 

In the 1957 election Gardiner again was victorious and 

urged St. Laurent to call Parliament and introduce a program 

of legislation in the conviction that the Liberals could 

hold CCF and Social Credit support. St. Laurent chose, 

however, to resign and Gardiner stepped down as Minister of 

Agriculture after nearly twenty-two years. The next year he 

was a victim of the Tory sweep of Saskatchewan and retired 

to his farm. There he remained until his death from cancer 

12 January 1962. 

Gardiner was a partisan politician; a man determined to 

see Liberalism predominant in Canada. He was also, one 

suspects, a man prepared to go to considerable ends to 

achieve this goal. As noted, he was often not popular with 

colleagues and was never really trusted by Mackenzie King. 

On the other hand, he could and did win elections; his 

talent in a political campaign was recognized and exploited. 

Moreover, he served the Canadian farmer as Minister of 

Agriculture for a record twenty-two years, a testament to 

his abilities and to the influence he wielded in successive 

Liberal Cabinets. 
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Thomas Dufferin Pattullo (1873-1936) 

Summary 

Involved in British Columbian provincial politics for nearly 

thirty years and premier of that province from 19 3 3 to 19 41, 

Thomas Dufferin Pattullo has been credited with a major role 

in the emergence of the philosophy of "progressive Liberalism". 

A radical in an age of political radicalism, a Keynesian in 

the years before deficit spending became legitimized, and a 

partisan Liberal to the core, the flamboyant Pattullo was 

undoubtedly one of the most colorful politicans British 

Columbia has known. 

Narrative 

Born 19 January, 1873 in Woodstock, Ontario, Pattullo came 

from a strong Liberal background. He tried his hand at 

banking but gave up to become, at the age of twenty-three, 
2 editor of the Liberal Gait Reformer. After a year in the 

newspaper business, Pattullo was appointed private secretary 
3 

to the Commissioner of the Yukon. The following year (1898), 

he was promoted to the post of assistant gold commissioner, 
. . . 4 

a position he held until 1901. 
Returning to private business, Pattullo joined 

J. Radford in opening a brokerage firm in Dawson, and entered 
5 

into the town's political life in the capacity of alderman. 

In 1908 the firm opened an office in Prince Rupert and 

Pattullo moved to that "boom town", where the business 

reportedly prospered. "Duff" took over the Prince Rupert 
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branch when the partnership was dissolved in 1915, but by 

then his political career was well underway. Having served 

on Prince Rupert's first Council, Pattullo won the mayorality 
7 

in 1913 "on a platform of sane business administration...". 

In his year in office, however, he had little success in 

securing money for the city caught in the pre-war slump, 

although he apparently travelled across Canada and to London 
Q 

in an attempt to sell city debentures. 

Elected MLA from Prince Rupert in the 1916 Liberal 

victory, Pattullo was brought into the Cabinet at Minister 

of Lands, a post he was to hold for twelve years. While not 

a stand-out in the Legislature, Pattullo gained the reputation 

of being a solid administrator, and "a gifted planner of 
9 land and conservation policies." Of equal importance were 

his efforts to strengthen the British Columbian Liberal 

Party: 

Pattullo's chief interest at this time was in 

the party proper and during the Oliver regime 

he was really the chief Liberal organizer for 

the northern ridings. He did not hesitate to 

spend party funds generously for he was a 

realist when it came to dealing with such 

matters. He expected good returns for his 
10 

money. 

To this end, Ormsby credits Pattullo with creating "the 

strongest political organization the province had ever known." 

He paid particular attention to the northern constituencies, 

and laid the basis for Liberal support from the North for 

years to come. 

The Liberal machine was driven from office in 1928 by 

S.F. Tolmie's Conservatives, but Pattullo retained his seat 

and became, in opposition, an unrelenting critic of the Tory 

administration. In January 1929, he became Liberal parlia-
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mentary leader, and the following year a convention confirmed 

him in his position. Outside the Legislature, Pattullo 

organized the Liberal forces, and supplied substantial 

financial resources for the machine. 

The Tolmie government, unable to cope with depression 

conditions, broke down. In the face of the Kidd Commission 

Report which damned the administration and called for spending 

cutbacks, Tolmie sent out a call for a coalition government 

in 1932. Pattullo refused. The Tory party disintegrated 

into Bowserite, independent, and Unionist factions which 

added greatly to Liberal political fortunes. In March, 1933 

the Conservative caucus endorsed the principle of Union and 

the provincial association opted not to contest the upcoming 

election but rather to allow members to support whoever they 
13 wished locally. Again Tolmie called for a coalition, and 

again Pattullo refused. He had become convinced that the 

capitalist system required modifications. The state, in his 

view, had to adopt a more active role in the economy. 

"Socialized capitalism" was Pattulo's answer. While socialism 

was repugnant to him, Pattullo saw a genuine need for a 

progressive liberalism. He saw the Liberal Party as the only 

one capable of representing the broad masses and of supplying 

the capitalist system with sufficient elasticity to adapt to 

conditions of the 1930s. 

The Liberals entered the 1933 campaign aggressively, 

offering themselves as the only alternative to the socialists. 

Liberals adopted a Pattullo phrase, "Work and Wages", as their 

campaign motto, offering a platform which included municipal 

aid, a provincial insurance plan, northern development, tax 
14 

reductions, and public works' projects. The emphasis was 

clearly on increased government involvement in the economy. 

"Socialized credit" was an aspect of "socialized capitalism" 

for which Pattullo campaigned. This inevitably involved the 

federal government, for much of Pattullo's new social order 
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was predicated upon assistance from Ottawa — in the form of 

direct financial aid, and in the relinquishing of certain 

federal taxing powers. A longer-range goal for Pattullo was 

a readjustment of the entire dominion-provincial relationship. 

Only with this could the "new deal" be achieved. 

The 1933 election was a fiasco for the Conservatives. On 

2 November Pattullo was carried to office with thirty-four 

seats. The CCF formed the official Opposition with seven. 

The new cabinet included only two men from former Liberal 

cabinets, Pattullo and John Hart, a fact which Jackman main-
1 C 

tains is proof of a "conscious dissociation with the past." 

Pattullo's first year in office brought a "flurry of 

social and labour legislation" which included new minimum wage 

and hours of work laws, the establishment of an economic 

council, collective marketing legislation, and the promise of 
17 

a health insurance scheme. The session is probably best 

remembered, however, for its introduction of a refunding 

scheme, and the Special Powers Act. The former, based on 

federal assistance which Pattullo had not yet secured, involved 

the issuing of new provincial securities at a rate of interest 

lower than previous issues. The Special Powers Act, which 
18 

earned Pattullo the epithet "dictator", granted extensive 

legislative powers to the Government during inter-sessional 

periods. Pattullo argued for the necessity of such power 

to enable his government to act "quickly and decisively" in 

view of "the uncertain state of relations between the federal 
19 and provincial governments". 

According to Bruce Hutchison (writing in 1934), British 

Columbia was experiencing the beginning of a "revolution" in 

the economic system. "British Columbia", he noted, "regardless 

of party, has moved sharply to the left". The depression had 

reawakened British Columbian consciousness of Eastern economic 
20 imperialism. Pattullo's largely unsuccessful dealings with 
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the Bennett Government in 1934 and 1935 only helped to rein

force west coast demands that the nation's economic structure 

be revised to allow the province greater use of its own 

resources. The urgency of the situation comes through clearly 

in the Pattullo-King correspondence of 1933-34. "Radical 

measures" and not the Bennett policy of "public economy" were 
21 needed to meet the "most extraordinary evolution" underway. 

Pattullo ran into problems with Ottawa almost immediately, 

earning in the process the somewhat unfair reputation for 
22 being a "provincial rights man". At the January, 1934 

Dominion-Provincial Conference in Ottawa, Pattullo did manage 

to secure certain short-term "hand-outs" from Bennett, but 

these fell far short of the premier's goals. Political 

differences only exacerbated the problem, as Pattullo came 

to use Bennett as a scapegoat. The premier's failure to 

effect his New Deal was partly blamed on Tory intransigence 

and failure to accept Pattullo's suggestions for deficit-

spending. "Mr. Bennett's Government", he complained to King, 

"is using the credit of the Dominion of Canada, in which is 

included the credit of this Province, to finance its own 

public works by the issue of currency, yet it denies to the 

provinces any such similar use of the national credit while 

glutting the banks and all our financial institutions with 
23 

Dominion Government securities." 

Nineteen thirty-five brought a certain disillusionment 

with Pattullo. He had been unable to deliver all that was 

envisaged in his "new deal", although he cannot be held 

entirely at fault. Writing in July, 1935 Bruce Hutchison 

underlined the discontent and suggested that Pattullo would 

be forced to "swing more sharply to the left than ever during 

the next twelve months." There was heard once again talk of 

secession in British Columbia. Pattullo's main problem, in 

Hutchison's view, was not the question of rallying the province 

behind him in his demands for changes from Ottawa, but rather 
24 

the muzzling of secessionist rhetoric. 
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During the year, Relief Camp workers pouring into 

Vancouver demanding "Work and Wages", were met with Pattullo's 

response that relief camps were a federal responsibility and 

beyond his jurisdiction. To add to the troubles, labor 

unrest heightened during the summer, while at the same time 
25 cracks began to develop in the Liberal organization. Even 

the once pro-Pattullo Sun turned against the government. 

The British Columbian press challenged Pattullo, on the eve 

of King's federal victory, to make good his promises. All 

along, the Vancouver Daily Province argued, the premier's 

excuse for failure to push his programs to their fullest 

had been Bennett's intransigence. With a Liberal government 

in Ottawa, it suggested, Pattullo was faced with the 
2 6 

possibility that King too would say "No!" The Sun argued 

that the election of four federal socialists from British 

Columbia was a protest against Pattullo who had been 

"returned to office on a disregarded 'work and wages' pro

gramme and...since held office under flagrant false pretences." 

Pattullo, of course, felt differently. He argued that it was 

he who had saved the Liberal party from annihilation 

provincially, that federally the Liberals had gained as much 

as they could reasonably have expected in the province, and 

that the negative comments were part of a drive underway 
27 

against him. He interpreted the strong CCF showing as a 

protest, not against himself, but rather against conditions 

which he had been unable to persuade Bennett to change. 

Despite the hope on the part of some that British Columbia 

would get "justice" from a "friendly" government in Ottawa, 

such was not to be the case as the next few years proved. 

Ormsby suggests a change of tactics in Patttullo's dealings 

with Ottawa after 1935: 
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Until King's election, Pattullo had believed 

that British Columbia was entitled to further 

loans; after the election he became convinced 

that it was more urgent to establish the fact 

that it had the right to reimbursement for 

monies wrongfully collected from it since 

1871.28 

The King government, however, was adamant in demanding a role 

in spending decisions if it was to be required to give 

financial aid to the province. The Pattullo-King corres

pondence throughout 1936 was dominated by discussion of 

amendments to the BNA Act and the question of distribution of 

financial control. Although Pattullo couched his letters in 

mild language, it is clear that he considered the federal 

actions regarding Loan Councils to be tantamount to blackmail. 

Writing to King in March, 1936 he observed: 

I have understood the attitude of your Govern

ment to be that either the provinces to which 

the Dominion Government has advanced monies 

come under the terms of the Loan Council, or 

they will be allowed to work out their own 

problems with the implication that default 

will occur.... I do not think that any 

province should be placed in the position 

of either accepting proposal of the Dominion 

without modification or revision or being 
29 left to its own devices.... 

Pattullo repeatedly called for federal assistance (in 

the form of guarantees for loans) to allow British Columbia 

to make capital expenditures — to inject new life into the 

economy. By May it was clear that such assistance would not 

be forthcoming. That same month the British Columbia govern

ment rejected the federal proposal for a National Finance 
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Council and Loan Councils on the grounds that these programs, 

rather than promoting provincial self-sufficiency (something 

King had stressed at dominion-provincial conferences), would 

place British Columbia in a more dependent position. 

In the provincial field also, 1936 was a trying year. 

The long-promised health insurance plan was introduced and 

heavily attacked by business and medical lobbies. Pattullo 

promised a referendum on the subject. It was also during 

1936-37 that the Pattullo government began to strongly push 

their northern development campaign. Pattullo naturally had 

important connexions with the province's north, and his 

government became engaged in proposals for an Alaska Highway 

through British Columbia, joint federal-provincial oil 

research in the Peace River District, and annexation of the 

Yukon. 

Nineteen thirty-seven offered some relief: economic 

conditions improved; unemployment fell; word came that a 

Royal Commission was to be held to investigate dominion-

provincial relations; some diversion was supplied by the 

turning of efforts to northern development. On the political 

scene, however, Pattullo was faced with a rising CCF. Two 

1936 by-election victories, coupled with a split within the 

socialist ranks, injected new life into the Liberal machine, 

however. Implementation of the contentious health insurance 

question was deferred although the administrative machinery 

had already been established, so in this way a potential 

political bomb was defused. 

Despite its problems with Ottawa, the Pattullo govern

ment did have a respectable record of legislation at the end 

of its first period in office: an economic "brain-trust" had 

been established; public works were underway; welfare services 

had been improved and labor legislation passed. The Liberals 

conducted a much more traditional campaign than they had in 
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32 
1933, and managed to win 31 seats. A rejuvenated 

Conservative party took eight, the CCF seven, and indepen

dents two. The health insurance referendum was carried by 

a 4-3 margin. 

Six months after the election Pattullo summarized British 

Columbia's political situation and the Liberal successes in 

these words: 

I think it is generally conceded that our 

Government is stronger today than it has 

ever been heretofore. I think that the 

chief reason is that the public has 

confidence that the Government is forward 

looking in trying to meet present day 

problems, yet is moving safely. 

While the Conservative Party is the 

official Opposition,... they gained no 

prestige, but rather lost during the 

session.... 

On the other hand, the CCF showed 

themselves to be considerably alive.... 

As far as I can see into the future, 

I do not think it at all likely that the 
33 Conservative Party can resurrect itself.... 

While Pattullo may well have been speaking from a position of 

strength, both within the Legislature and the Party, Ormsby 

argues that the 1937 election caused the Premier to become 

more cautious in his programs and "more stubborn in his 
34 attitude on provincial rights". Although the Liberals were 

victorious, they had lost four seats, a fact, she argues, 

which had a sobering effect upon Pattullo. 
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In some areas Pattullo's government did take on a more 

conservative appearance, but Ormsby's description of the 

premier as a "new dealer" turned "stand-patter" is not entirely 

accurate. True, the government did scrap its proposed health 

insurance scheme in 1938 on the grounds that the Royal 

Commission should be completed before implementation of the 

program. Furthermore, Pattullo took a decidedly unsympathetic 

attitude towards the relief camp workers who, in the summer 

of 1938, marched on Vancouver and occupied public buildings 

to publicize their plight. In his correspondence with King 

in June and July, 1938 Pattullo showed considerable concern 
35 about the transient situation, suggesting that the 

uemployed were communist-led, and expressing the fear that 

sympathetic strikes might result if the situation was not 

soon handled. Repeatedly Pattullo urged Ottawa (as he had 

done since 1933) to undertake public works projects to 

alleviate the problem. Furthermore, he appealed to federal 

authorities for some provision to stop British Columbia-bound 

transients at their points of departure since unusually 

large numbers of unemployed opted for the less harsh climate 

of his province and therefore gave it a disproportionately 

large transient population. King, however, did not appear 

to share Pattullo's fears. In a classic "stall", he informed 

the Premier that indeed "the government would welcome, later 

in the year, discussion...with a view to considering fully 
3 6 

the whole unemployment problem". Pattullo's suggestions 

for construction of an Alaska Highway (a matter he had 

discussed already with Roosevelt) and for augmentation of 

the armed forces with transients — two means of relieving 

unemployment -- were met with inaction. 
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Lack of federal cooperation did not stop Pattullo from 

entering into what Robin describes as "phase two" of his 

socialized capitalism program. The deficit spending phase 

had to await the Royal Commission because of its dependence 

on federal aid. The program embarked upon in late 1937, 

however, involved an attempt to reduce the price of consumer 

goods in British Columbia through regulation of prices and 

control of monopolies. Pattullo's attack on the corporate 
37 

giants, however, was really only a "marginal skirmish". 

The coal and petroleum industries were confronted and gasoline 

prices were actually reduced. But such action was isolated 

and probably did more harm to Pattullo than good. The "oil 

interests" plot was to figure largely in Pattullo's explan

ation of his 1941 setback. 

Pattullo is probably best remembered — unjustifiably 

so it seems — for his position vis-a-vis the Rowell-Sirois 

Report. The question of dominion-provincial relations 

certainly did absorb much of the Premier's time during 1939 

and 1940. His correspondence with King centred on issues 

such as taxing power; Pattullo could not see the justice in 

an arrangement by which any British Columbian budgetary 

savings were expected to be automatically spent on relief 

instead of provincial capital expenditure. He objected to 

federal attempts to increase Income Tax, arguing that further 

federal tax infringement might hurt his province's ability 
38 

to raise provincial revenue. 

At the Dominion-Provincial Conference, Pattullo took a 

"provincial rights" stand and found himself allied with 

Hepburn and Aberhart in opposing the recommendations. In 

a speech to the British Columbia Legislature in late 1940, 
39 Pattullo had expressed his opinion clearly: federal policy 

was in need of greater elasticity than the Report afforded, 

he maintained; Canada's five distinct regions could not be 

guided by one set policy; already, he argued, "the very 

bases upon which those conditions were arrived at by the 

Commission... had considerably altered." 
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His stand was fiercely attacked by the British Columbia 

business community and press as a "narrowly partisan point 
40 of view at a time of great national emergency." Still, 

Pattullo remained firmly convinced that undue centralization 

was indeed harmful. His government did, however, accept 

for the war's duration, federal proposals for a single tax 

collecting agency. 

This somewhat conciliatory gesture toward Ottawa, 

coupled with a war-boom economy, an apparent lack of 

inflammatory issues, and public distraction with the war, may 

well have made Pattullo over-confident of his electoral 
41 chances on 21 October 1941. This time, however, he faced two 

strong opposition parties, and when the results were tabulated, 

the Liberals had won only twenty-one seats with 32.94 per 

cent of the popular vote, compared to the CCF with fourteen 

seats (33.3 6 per cent popular vote) and the Conservates with 
42 twelve (30.91 per cent). 

Maintaining that he still held power, if only in a 

minority position, Pattullo hurried to Ottawa soon after the 

election to discuss dominion-provincial relations. When he 

returned to British Columbia, the political climate had 

changed decidedly. Soon after the election cries had gone 

up for a Liberal-Conservative coalition or for a non-partisan 

government. The CCF would have no part of the latter, but 

Pattullo soon found that a number of his supporters, including 

ministers, favored the former. The Premier's personal 

political philosophy and views on the nature of liberalism 

could not allow such a coalition and he chose to carry on 

the government in a minority position. John Hart, described 

as the only member of the Cabinet who was ever close personally 
43 to Pattullo, publicly endorsed coalition and was promptly 

dismissed. 

On 2 December, two days before the Legislature was to 

have opened, a Provincial Liberal Convention was held, and 
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44 
by a vote of 447-312, coalition was endorsed. Hart was 

chosen parliamentary leader, and on 9 December, Pattullo 

resigned the premiership. 

Pattullo blamed the electoral setback on a number of 

factors. Writing to King two days after the election, he 

noted the following: gasoline price controls alienated 

business and drove the "oil-interests" to the Conservative 

Party; King's announcement of wage and price controls lost 

Pattullo votes in industrial centres; his actions at the 

Royal Commission Conference had been built up by the press to 

such an extent that he was made to appear traitorous to 
45 

Canada. 

Pattullo saw his ouster from the Liberal leadership as 

part of a plot engineered by Vancouver Liberals. "This is 

all part of a plot", he told King, "started long before I 

had decided upon holding an election. From the time that 

we passed legislation controlling the price of gasoline, 

there has been a constant underground agitation against 
4 6 

myself personally." 

From 1941 until his personal defeat at the hands of the 

CCF in 1945, Pattullo served as a backbencher. During this 

period, it would appear that he wielded little power. Jackman 

describes Pattullo in these years as a "Cassandra, continually 

predicting that the Liberal party would disappear... as a 
47 

consequence of...the coalrtion." Immediately after his 

ouster he had asked King for a senate appointment, but was 

refused. "Rightly or wrongly", King argued, "it was felt at 

the time of the Dominion-Provincial Conference that your 

action in permitting yourself to be aligned in the public 

mind with the opposition of Hepburn and Aberhart to the federal 

government's proposal was, in large part, responsible for the 
48 

failure of the Conference...". The forces against his 

appointment were "manipulated", Pattullo claimed; rejection 
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of the Senatorship was tantamount to saying that "if one in 

the provincial field does not conform to the dictation of 
49 Ottawa authority, he can expect no consideration". 

From 1945 to his death on 29 March, 1956 Pattullo lived 

quietly in retirement in Victoria. Although it was doubtless 

of no consolation, he did live to see his predicitions come 

true. The British Columbia Liberal Party was utterly des

troyed. The victor, however, was not the dreaded socialist, 

but the Social Credit. 

For eight years Pattullo, the "skilful politician", 

"fine administrator", "optimistic self-confident pragmatist", 

controlled the province; his effective reign over the Liberal 

Party dated back much further, to the mid-1920s. He has been 

called a 19th century Laurier Liberal, yet Pattullo was also 

a progressive Liberal, something which could not be said of 

King. He was certainly a good "party man", a staunch 

believer in the merits of large - "L" liberalism. 

His attempts at combatting the depression and his per

sistent opposition to increased centralization make him an 

important figure within the provincial sphere. However, it 

has been suggested that Pattullo, in an indirect way perhaps, 

made a significant impact on Canadian politico-economic 

development. Ormsby in particular maintains that Pattullo 

"helped to move Canada forward on the path of state-planning 
50 for economic and social betterment" through his efforts at 

constructing a "little New Deal". This then was possibly 

his greatest contribution. 
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50Ormsby, "T.D. Pattullo and the Little New Deal", p. 47. 
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Simon Fraser Tolmie (1867-1937) 

SUMMARY 

During a political career which spanned twenty years, Dr. 

Simon Fraser Tolmie served with somewhat mixed success as 

Member of Parliament, Cabinet Minister, federal Conservative 

party organizer, and British Columbia premier. 

NARRATIVE 

Born 25 January 1867 in Victoria, Tolmie has been described 

as the last premier to be part of "the old Hudson's Bay 

Company establishment." His father, physician and fur-

trader William Fraser Tolmie, was a pioneer farmer on 

Vancouver Island, chief factor for the Hudson's Bay Company, 

and a member of the first post-Confederation British Columbia 
2 

legislature. The younger Tolmie grew up on the family farm 

and was educated locally then later at the Ontario Veterinary 

College, Toronto. Upon graduation (1891), Tolmie returned 

to Victoria and worked as a veternarian. At the same time 

he managed the farm, gaining for himself a reputation as a 

breeder of pure-bred cattle. 

Tolmie's first public post was that of animal inspector 

for the city of Victoria, checking ships which brought 

livestock onto Vancouver Island. In 1904 he was appointed 

provincial veterinary inspector, and two years later entered 
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federal employ as chief inspector for the Health of Animals 
3 

Branch of the Department of Agriculture. 

In the 1917 general election Tolmie contested and won 

handsomely the Victoria seat -- which he was to hold until 
4 

1928 -- as a Liberal Unionist. Of this victory, a Tolmie 

supporter noted in a letter to Borden: 

In Dr. Tolmie you will have a loyal supporter, 

a hard headed business man whose many years of 

practical experience in agriculture and stock 

raising should prove of value. Should there 

be an opening in your Cabinet for such a man 

he would prove efficient and it would gratify 

Victoria's long yearning for representation in 
. . 5 the Ministry. 

It was not until mid-1919, however, that Tolmie entered 

the Government. As a backbencher, he did extensive 

organizational work for the Unionists in British Columbia in 

1918 , and then, with the resignation of T.A. Crerar, Tolmie 

was offered the Agriculture portfolio. Response to the 

appointment was mixed. "He is very highly respected all 

over the province," wrote John Nelson (Vancouver Daily 

World) to Borden. Nelson, however, would have preferred a 

Vancouver representative in the Cabinet, and suggested H.H. 
7 

Stevens. W.J. Bowser, Tory war-horse, was more blunt. He 

particularly disliked Borden's appointment of a former 

Liberal: 

I have nothing to say as regards Dr. Tolmie 

except to say that for a man who has never 

taken a decided stand on any question in his 

whole life, he is particularly fortunate, 
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although I also know that his appointment will 
g 

be acceptable to Agricultural people. 

Other opinions were more favorable. The Honourable Duncan 

Marshall, an Alberta stockbreeder praised the move and 
9 

Tolmie's abilities. W. Blair, another Albertan, agreed 

that Tolmie was certainly the best man to inaugurate and 

carry out a program of livestock development. 

Jackman suggests that Tolmie, as Minister of 

Agriculture, became a "sort of massive public relations 

officer for his department." From all accounts regarding 

the Minister's personality, he was ideally suited for such 

a role; anecdotes attesting to Tolmie's charm and homespun 
12 

wit are numerous. His agricultural policy as enunciated 

in the November 1919 Agricultural Gazette, called for 

increased effort at enlarging Canada's foreign trade in 

agricultural goods, with particular view towards an increased 
13 

trade with Britain. However, for a man whose term as 
Agriculture Minister has been described as "one of the most 

14 successful in federal history," and who is claimed to have 
"administered the department with such skill that he won the 
unstinted praise of his political opponents as well as his 

15 Conservative colleagues," Tolmie's record seems somewhat 

meagre. This is particularly odd considering the turmoil 

experienced within the agricultural sector of the economy 

following the war. 

The removal of the Cattle Embargo appears to have been 

Tolmie's master stroke. The prohibition on the shipment 

of Canadian cattle to the United Kingdom had been enacted in 

1892 in the wake of an outbreak of hoof-and-mouth disease. 

In June 1921, Tolmie travelled to England to testify before 

the British Royal Commission on the embargo issue, and the 

Commission reportedly noted the "very clear and able statement 
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Following Meighen's defeat in the 1921 general election, 

Tolmie served as the Opposition's agriculture critic and was 

again elevated to the post of Minister in Meighen's short-
20 

lived 192 6 Government. During this time, however, Tolmie 

had taken on new tasks within the party. In August 19 2 3 he 

was made National Conservative Party organizer, and the 

correspondence in Meighen's Papers attests to the considerable 

effort Tolmie put into this job. Throughout 1923, 1924 and 

1925 Tolmie organized across the country, helping to establish 

new constituency associations, 'mending fences' with the press, 

and planning for the next federal election. Tolmie's 

temperment seems to have suited him particularly well for the 

position, and Jackman suggests that it was because of his 
21 "friendly, jovial, high-spirited" manner that he was selected. 

A tory supporter from Meighen's riding expressed the sentiment 

17 

of Honourable Dr. Tolmie..." There was a certain degree 

of politicking involved with the affair. The Ontario Minister 

of Agriculture, Doherty, was also pressing the embargo issue 

and propagandizing in England for its removal. Accordingly, 

it was felt essential that a federal representative be sent, 

lest Doherty steal the initiative. In Tolmie's words, "the 

sending of a qualified man will prevent adverse comparisons 

being made between the action taken by the Provincial 
18 

Government and that of the Federal Department of Agriculture." 

The embargo was finally removed in 1922, yet Tolmie's 

role seems to have been over-played. The Royal Commission 

found that a promise had been made by Britain to Canada that 

the embargo would be removed after the war unless such 

action was deemed to jeopardize the British livestock 
19 industry. Tolmie's work then, may well have been less 

crucial than he, and certain historians since, felt. 
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well: "he is the right man in the right place, we never had 

one to compare with him[.] The Boys all think he is the real 
22 thing." Jackman makes a further claim that Tolmie deserves 

considerable credit for the Conservative showing in the 1925 
23 election. However, no mention is made of Tolmie's role in 

what should be one of the best sources for an account of the 

campaign from a Conservative perspective, Roger Graham's 

biography of Meighen. 

As early as 1922, there had been talk of the possibility 

of Tolmie as a replacement for the British Columbia provincial 

leader, W.J. Bowser. Following the 1924 Liberal provincial 

victory, pressure increased for a Conservative leadership 

change, and although Tolmie had consistently refused the 

offers, he was finally endorsed as the new leader at the 1926 

Kamloops Convention. Tolmie's name was not even amongst the 

five contestants when the Convention opened, but when no 

candidate could gain the required 60% majority, a Committee 

was formed to solve the impasse. This body finally succeeded 

in getting Tolmie's consent. He did not, however, relinquish 

his federal seat until the calling of the 1928 provincial 

election, and in the interim directed the party largely from 

Ottawa. 

Tolmie personally campaigned vigorously, travelling 
24 more than 4000 miles through the province in three weeks. 

The consensus among commentators on the election is that the 
25 outcome was definitely a Tolmie, not a Tory victory. 

Tolmie had a personal advantage over his reliable but dull 

opponent, Maclean. Furthermore, he had escaped any connexion 

with the infighting which had embarrassed the Conservatives 
2 6 

for years. There is some difference of opinion as to the 

Conservative campaign: McKelvie suggests that the party 
27 election manifesto "showed vision and determination..."; 
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Martin Robin, on the other hand, refers to it as a "sour 

businessman's manifesto...utterly devoid of novelty, vision 
2 8 

or reform zeal." The Conservatives stressed the fact that 

their slate included numerous successful businessmen who 

would run an efficient government on business principles. 

29 The outcome was a decisive victory for Tolmie's party. 

However, he was immediately faced with a serious problem in 

the formation of a Cabinet. Seven of the eleven ministers 

were new to the Legislature. "The Cabinet was not a good 

one," Jackman states. "Personally the members were 

harmonious enough, but they were very inexperienced, and once 
30 they had real problems, their inadequacies became apparent." 

Tolmie, unfortunately, also could not or would not refuse to 

allow blatant politicking to govern choice of appointments, 
31 something he had promised to do. While McKelvie, an obvious 

Tolmie supporter, may have been justified in writing just after 

the election that "the people of B.C. have faith in the honesty, 

humanity and broad-mindedness of Simon Fraser Tolmie," Ormsby 

points out that by October 1929, "public confidence in the 

Tolmie government was already diminishing" as the Premier faced 
32 

the attacks of T.D. Pattullo. 

The 1929 session was a "dismally dull and unproductive 
33 one, unmarked by any innovation of policy." The legislative 

program included the return of the CPR land grants in the 

Peace River area, a land settlement scheme designed to attract 

British farmers, and a joint CNR-CPR-provincial government 

survey of a proposed rail link to Prince George and Peace River. 

While this was not exciting legislative fare, it was not 

necessarily out of place, given the fact that Tolmie had 

campaigned for a "business government", and with a boom economy 

in 1928 and early 1929, the government really had little reason 

to show much innovation. The "crash" of October 1929 changed 

that. 
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The incompetence of Tolmie's government began to show as 

unemployment mounted in the winter of 1929-30. In the words 

of Jackman, he was "completely out of his depth in the crisis 
34 

he had to face." Some attempt was made at alleviating the 

unemployment problem through public road works, but this was 

hopelessly inadequate. Inordinate numbers of unemployed 

flocked to British Columbia to escape harsher climates and 

this only compounded Tolmie's problems. By autumn 1931 federal 

money became available for work camps but costs soon forced 

the limiting of these to single men, and in June 1933, the 

Department of National Defence was required to take over camp 

administration. As the unemployed demonstrated in Vancouver, 

Tolmie faced a deadly barrage of criticism in the Legislature 

from the Liberals. 

The Tolmie government's response to the worsening 

situation was retrenchment. Expenditures were curtailed and 

taxes raised in an effort to balance the treasury. Even so, 

revenues fell from $26,000,000 to $20,000,000 between 1930 and 
35 1933. A particularly unpopular piece of legislation was the 

Special Revenue Tax Act of Finance Minister Jones ("One percent 

Jones") which imposed a one percent tax on all wages earned 

after 1 April 1931. So inadequate were the measures, Robin 

notes, that by the spring of 1932, "the Tolmie government had 

succeeded in alienating virtually all social strata, including 

prominent leaders of the business community." 

That group responded in the form of pressuring the 

government to appoint a citizens' commission to investigate 

provincial finances and in April 1932, Tolmie acquiesced. 

The result was the establishment of the Kidd Commission. The 

group of businessmen involved delivered their recommendations 

in July, and by August the press published the findings. The 

report laid the blame for the province's deficit on "extravagance 
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involved in a crude form of party politics," and called for 

massive reductions in expenditures. The Finance Minister had 

proposed a budget of $25,000,000; the report claimed that this 

could be pared to $19,000,000. Other recommendations included 

the reduction of the size of the Legislature to 28, no free 

education for those over fourteen years, the end of all grants 

to the university, closing of the PGE railway, and the placing 

of provincial expenditures under the control of the Lieutenant-
37 Governor. In all, the report was a hopelessly naive and 

outright reactionary document. It received very little support, 

that coming only from the British Columbia section of the CMA 
3 8 

and a few Boards of Trade. By September even the government 

had issued a rejection of most recommendations. 

It is possible to see the Kidd Report as contributing to 

an anti-Conservative feeling, but it seems that internecine 

squabbles were more important in bringing on the destruction 

of the Tolmie government. Less than a month following the 

report's publication, Tolmie issued an official appeal for a 

Union Government. He suggested reductions in the size of both 

the Legislature and Cabinet, retrenchment, and a January session 

to be followed by an election. The Vancouver Daily Province, 

the business community, and the Tory MLAs supported coalition, 
39 but both Pattullo and Bowser refused Cabinet posts. The 

question of union only helped widen the splits which had been 

developing within the Conservative party since 1928. Tolmie 

could never control his factious following which by 1933 had 

divided into Bowserites and anti-Bowserites. Both the 

Victoria and Vancouver constituency associations were apparently 

badly split over the control of local patronage, and movements 

were afoot amongst Bowser's followers to oust Tolmie by what

ever means possible. When the British Columbia Conservative 

Executive met in October 1932, it unanimously endorsed Union 

and at the Annual Meeting in November, it was decided to allow 
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district associations to consider the proposal. In February 

1933 the Tory caucus decided to retain party lines for the 

duration of the government, but the next month the MLAs 

endorsed the Union principle. Again Tolmie offered the 

Opposition a coalition and again Pattullo refused. By this 

time, however, Bowser was already committed to fight the next 

election, and to add further confusion to the Tory ranks, the 

Executive announced that the party would not officially contest 

the election but would leave nominations to the district 

conventions. 

The final legislative session was dismally unproductive, 

and to make matters worse, two of Tolmie's Ministers resigned. 

The Conservatives entered the 1933 campaign split into Unionist 

(Tolmieites) and Non-Partisan (Bowserites) factions and faced 

with the task of defending a legislative record which was little 

short of disastrous. A mere thirteen candidates ran on a 

Unionist ticket. Thirty-eight Non-Partisan's ran, but their 

chances of success were all but eliminated by the death of 

Bowser mid-way through the campaign. The results attested to 

the utter disintegration of the Conservative forces: Tolmie 

himself was defeated; only one Unionist and two Non-Partisans 

were successful. The Liberals carried thirty-four seats while 
. . . 40 

the CCF formed the Opposition with seven. 

Tolmie resigned and returned to his farm at Saanich, his 

provincial political career ended. He made one final foray 

into the federal political arena in June 1936, winning a 

Victoria by-election. Just over a year later, however, Tolmie 

died (13 October 1937) following what the Daily Province 

described as "a long wasting illness." He was accorded a 

state funeral and press reports testify to the thousands who 

crowded the Legislative Chamber to honor "Victoria's most 

distinguished and popular son." 
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Tolmie was fundamentally unsuited for politics. No 

doubt he was a remarkably good campaigner — all accounts 

point to his personal charm, friendliness and honesty — but 

his record as a provincial administrator was dismal. 

Admittedly, Tolmie could not be blamed for depression 

conditions nor, to be fair, for an inability to move beyond 

accepted conservative economic answers to recession. His 

failure at innovation and lack of originality, however, were 

compounded by an inability to cope with political realities, 

and what appears to be a lack of understanding of partisan 

politics. The Conservative party, without firm leadership, 

simply disintegrated around him. 

Tolmie's federal political career, on the other hand, 

was somewhat more successful. While his term as Agriculture 

Minister may not have brought Tolmie national renown, he did 

operate the department efficiently and personally did solid 

public relations work for the Ministry. His efforts as 

Conservative National Organizer were also considerable even 

if one does not accept fully Jackman's picture of Tolmie as 

a major architect in the 1925 Conservation resurgence. These 

limited "successes", however, were certainly marred by the 

1928-1933 provincial fiasco. 
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The 104th New Brunswick Regiment 

Elements of the 10 4th Regiment of Foot fought in three major 

battles and numerous smaller skirmishes in 1813 and 1814. 

Detachments also served garrison duty at Kingston and along 

the St. Lawrence River at various times during the last two 

years of the war. The regiment is best remembered, however, 

for its march from Fredericton to Kingston between February 

and April, 1813. 

When war was declared in 1812, the 104th was a relatively new 

regiment of the line. However, many of the troops had served 

in the New Brunswick Regiment of Fencible Infantry, and some 

with its predecessor, the King's New Brunswick Regiment. The 

latter, originally a provincial unit, had been disbanded with 

the peace of 1802, but revived as a fencible regiment the 

next year. After repeated application, the New Brunswick 

Regiment of Fencible Infantry was accepted as a regiment of 

the line in September 1810. The rationale for this move, 

according to G.F.G. Stanley, was to be found both in the 

increased tension between Britain and the United States and 

in the growing difficulty experienced in raising recruits 

for the line. An extensive recruitment programme was under

taken throughout British North America, and at its peek 

enlistment (April 1812) the regiment contained eleven 
2 

companies and over one thousand rank and file. 

When the war began the regiment was scattered throughout 

the Maritime provinces: three companies were stationed at 

Headquarters in Fredericton; three and one-half in Saint John; 
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one each at Sydney and Charlottetown; one-half company at 
3 

St. Andrews; and a small detachment at Fort Cumberland. 

Troops had also been deployed along the Saint John River to 

facilitate the uninterrupted flow of communications between 

the lower provinces and the battle theatre. 

Prevost, in desperate need of reinforcements to counter 

the 1813 American offensive sent orders in January 1813 for 

the 104th to march to Quebec. The Saint John and Fredericton 

companies were assembled, training on snowshoes was increased, 
4 

and within a month the garrison orders were given. Although 

accounts giving the number of troops participating in the 

march have ranged to as high as one thousand, only six 

companies (over 600 men of all ranks) made the winter journey. 

The St. Andrews and Fort Cumberland detachments did not leave 

for the Canadas until the spring of 1813, while the Sydney 
5 

and Charlottetown garrisons were not brought up until 1814. 

On 16 February Colonel Halkett led the headquarters and 

grenadier companies out of Fredericton. One company set out 

on each succeeding day with the light company bringing up the 

rear. The route followed was certainly not unknown to at least 

some of the men of the 104th. Recruiting parties had used 

it for years in travelling to and from Fredericton. This 

fact, however, does not minimize the feat accomplished, for 

all accounts remark that the winter of 1813 was particularly 
7 

cold and the trails were obliterated by heavy snows. As 

there was no road as such, sleighs could not be used except 

around settlements. In fact, the first day's journey for 

each company was made by sleigh, and the first seven days of 

the march were passed in relative comfort, being largely 

through settled country. From that point, however, the real 

hardships began. The troops followed the river and travelled 

on the ice where possible, but when open water necessitated 

land travel, trails through waist-deep snow had to be made. 

Each officer and man took a ten to fifteen minute turn blazing 
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the trail on snowshoes, with the remainder of the company 

then following in the footsteps of the leader. In this way 

a relatively well-packed track was fashioned. The troops 

travelled in single file, and owing to the lack of supply 

depots, all provisions had to be drawn by toboggan. Two men 

combined to pull and push one toboggan laden with fourteen 

days' rations, two pair of snowshoes, two blankets, muskets 
Q 

and knapsacks. There were no hutting facilities. John 

LeCouteur, an officer with the light company,whose memoirs 

remain as a valuable source of information concerning the 

trek, noted that it had been "understood that the Indians or 

natives were to have been sent on to construct wigwams or 

huts to shelter the men in at every fifteen miles distance... 

but by some misunderstanding this was not carried into 
9 

effect." At the end of the day's march, therefore, the men 

were required to construct the night's camp. 

The troops passed through the small settlements and posts 

at Grand Falls, Presqu'ile and Madawaska but after the last of 

these, the route led through wilderness to Lake Temiscouata 

and the Grand Portage beyond. The original meagre issue of 

fourteen days' rations was soon reduced and hunger was added 

to the miseries of the soldiers. The last two companies 

spent a particularly gruelling night together at Lake 

Temiscouata in a makeshift camp large enough for only half 

the men. The dramatic account of their rescue graphically 

portrays the hardships involved. 

Under the circumstances, it is remarkable that casualties 

were so light. It would appear that only one man died en 

route, although some twenty later succumbed as a result of 
12 the rigours of the march. The march has repeatedly been 

compared favorably with that of Benedict Arnold, on which 

nearly half the men perished, and with journeys made over much 

the same route in 1837-38 and during the crisis of the 

"Trent Affair". 



The last company reached Quebec on 15 March, having 

travelled 350 miles in twenty-four days. This, however, 

was only half the journey. After approximately two weeks 

at Quebec (during which time the troops did regular garrison 

duty) the six companies set out for Kingston. Two companies 

remained at Coteau du Lac while the other four completed the 

second 350 mile leg of the journey and arrived 2 April. The 

total march had consumed only 5 2 days. In May those of the 

104th who had been left in New Brunswick were shipped to 

Quebec along with baggage and dependents. Some of these 

troops remained in that city while others joined the main 

body of the regiment at Kingston. At this time the companies 

that had remained at Coteau du Lac were also ordered to join 

the force at Kingston. 

The first battle test for the 104th came in late May. 

When news reached Kingston of Chauncey's departure for the 

Niagara frontier, it was decided that the naval base at 

Sackett's Harbor should be attacked. Four companies of the 

104th Regiment, comprising approximately 300 men and led by 
13 

Major William Drummond, formed part of the assault force. 

The attack failed: the troop landing did not go as planned 

and the fleet offered insufficient support; once ashore the 

attackers were met with heavy fire from the well-entrenched 

enemy. The Americans were driven from their positions but 

at heavy cost (Cruikshank estimates one-third of the men were 

killed or wounded before reaching the open ground in front of 

the fort). Sir George Prevost ordered the men back to the 

boats, feeling that no advantage could be gained sufficient 

to justify the losses; for this order he has since been 
14 

severely criticized. As it was, the defenders' fear of being 

overrun was sufficient to cause them to set fire to their 

dockyards. Losses amongst the 104th were severe - twenty-one 
15 killed, sixty-five wounded - but the troops acquitted 

themselves well and received credit for their "utmost gallantry 
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Within ten days of the Sackett's Harbor raid, orders 

came for movement to the Niagara frontier. First the flank 

companies, and then all men of the 104th fit for service were 

sent forward. The sick and convalescents were ordered to 

Gananoque, and troops of the 104th were to serve along the 
17 St. Lawrence for the remainder of the war. The bulk of 

the regiment, however, joined De Rottenburg's forces on the 

Niagara peninsula. The 104th did not participate in the battle 

at Stoney Creek, but elements of the regiment were involved 

in the American surrender at Beaver Dams. Troops had been 

stationed at the advance post on the road to Fort George 

between Beaver Dams and the lake. It was this force, under 

Major De Haren, which arrived at Beaver Dams in time to accept 

Boerstler's surrender. The 104th, however, did not see action 

as the battle had already been won by the Indian allies 
18 

before De Haren's arrival. 

Throughout June and July small groups of men of the 104th 
19 

arrived from Kingston. There was no manor engagement, however, 

and detachments of the regiment were stationed at various 

points along the British line that encircled the Americans 

in Fort George. As the seige carried on through July, August 

and September morale in the 104th dipped to a low point. 
20 Squires reports forty desertions during this period and 

in July five men were tried and two shot for that offence. 

The situation became so serious that the 10 4th was removed 

from St. David's and replaced by the Royal Scots. Equally 

demoralizing was the sickness amongst the troops involved 

in the blockade. The 16 September "Morning Sick Report", 
21 

for example, included 194 men of the 104th Regiment. Some 

skirmishing took place - on 20 August and again on 24 August 

troops from the 104th took part in "reconnaissance in force" 

manoeuvres which successfully drove in the American pickets -

but this failed to draw the Americans into a pitched battle 
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22 
so the blockade dragged on. 

The threat provided by the movements of Wilkinson's 

army in October was responsible for the removal of the 104th 

to Kingston. The troops arrived on 7 and 8 October, but were 

left to garrison Kingston and were, therefore, not a part of 

the force which engaged Wilkinson's men at Crysler's Farm in 

November. The winter of 1813-14 was spent on garrison duty 

at Kingston. Sickness, moreso than battle, had taken its 

toll in 1813; as of 28 April 1814, only 250 of the 800 who 

had come to Canada were considered fit for field service. 

Lt. General Gordon Drummond reported the 104th "so much 
23 

afflicted by intermittent fever as to be extremely ineffective". 

In fact, only the flank companies were to see action in the 

1814 Niagara campaign; the remainder of the 104th served 
24 

garrison duty at Kingston and Fort Wellington. 

Following Riall's defeat at Chippawa (5 July 1814), 

the flank companies - approximately sixty men each - and 

Lt. Colonel William Drummond were sent to Niagara. These 

troops were ordered to form part of the force which was to 

be despatched against the American batteries near Youngstown 

and the supply depot at Lewistown. The plan for 2 5 July was 

for Riall to create a diversion on the Canadian side of the 

Niagara River while the attack was being carried out on the 

American shore. However, the situation changed: the Americans 

had fallen back to Chippawa and on the morning of 25 July 

Colonel Pearson's Light Brigade took the hill at Lundy's Lane. 

It appears that a small party of the 104th under Lt. Colonel 

Drummond arrived with Riall later that morning to join 
25 

Pearson at Lundy's Lane. General Gordon Drummond, on 

learning of this situation, ordered Lt. Col. Morrison to 

advance to support Riall. Meanwhile Colonel Tucker moved 

against Lewiston and having carried his objective, sent a 

party back across the Niagara to join the troops with Morrison 

and General Drummond then marching to support Riall. This 
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force reached Lundy's Lane at approximately six o'clock, 

only to find Riall's men preparing to withdraw. General 

Drummond immediately took up a position to meet the advancing 

Americans. 

There is some confusion as to exactly where the 104th 

figured in these troop deployments. Squires claims that the 

flank companies marched with Tucker's column across the 

Niagara River and then recrossed to join Riall at Lundy's 
26 

Lane at 6:00 P.M. Cruikshank, however, makes no mention of 
27 

the 104th being part of that force. He claims that the 

flank companies were encamped at 12 Mile Creek and joined the 

force sent from that place under Colonel Scott in support of 

Riall. This column marched to within three miles of the 

battleground, was ordered to fall back to Queenston, and then 

counter-ordered to march to Lundy's Lane. They did not 
2 8 arrive on the field until 9:00 P.M. Squires also mentions 

that some men of the 104th were in this relief column, so 

it would seem, then, that the 104th flank companies had been 

split; some must have fought in the early stages of the 

battle while others arrived with the relief column. The 

documents suggest, however, that none had been with Tucker's 

force in the raid on Lewistown. 

General Drummond, in his account of the battle of Lundy's 

Lane, states that the 104th flank companies which arrived in 

relief were placed with the Royal Scots on the right to prevent 

an outflanking. In this position, then, the 104th was not 

engaged in the bloodiest fighting, and in fact, the flank 
29 

companies lost only one man killed and five missing. 

As the Americans fell back toward Fort Erie the British 

advanced to blockade them. At the same time a force was sent 

against the American position at Black Rock in an attempt to 

drive in the enemy's rear. This manoeuvre (3 August 1814), 

which included approximately 95 men from the 104th flank 

companies, ended in failure with the regiment losing six 
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killed, one wounded and four missing, in all one-third of the 
30 

British casualties in the engagement. 

The American army entrenched at Fort Erie and so began 

a seige which was to last until late October. Two major 

engagements were fought during the blockade, both of which 

ended in defeat for the British. During the night of August 
31 15 a three-pronged assault was made upon the fort. The 

centre column was commanded by Lt. Colonel Drummond of the 

104th and included the flank companies of his regiment. 

Drummond1s force although the smallest, was the most successful. 

It stormed the northeast bastion and entered the square in 

front of the northeast barracks. The enemy fire was heavy and 

during the melee, an explosion rocked the bastion and sent 
32 

the surviving assailants into a confused retreat. Neither 

the left nor the right column succeeded in gaining its 

objective, while Lt. Colonel Drummond was killed in the action 

in the centre. Casualties in the 104th were heavy; of the 

eighty men involved, twenty-five were killed and twenty-nine 
33 wounded. 

The remnants of the flank companies of the 104th were 

sent to garrison Queenston and so were not involved against 

the American sortie from Fort Erie on 17 September. The last 

engagement for the companies was the skirmish on 19 October 

at Cook's Mills. Here they took a part in a successful 
34 reconnaissance of the enemy. Three days later the remains 

of the companies were despatched to Kingston to rejoin the 

main body of the regiment which was soon to be further 

reinforced by the arrival in Quebec of the Sydney and 

Charlottetown companies. The fighting had ended for the 

regiment, however. 

With the cessation of hostilities, the 104th was sent 
35 

to garrison Quebec. In August 1816 the regimental head

quarters were moved to Montreal, but before the year ended 
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orders were received for the disbanding of the 104th. This 

act was officially carried out in May 1817. 

The assault on Sackett's Harbor, then, was the only 

engagement which involved a large number from the 104th. 

However, although a relatively small force was present for 

the battles of 1814, the men served with distinction and 

earned the right to wear the designation "Niagara" on their 
3fi 

uniforms. Furthermore, the 104th served in the vital role 

of guarding Kingston and the St. Lawrence, the life-line of 

Upper Canada. Also, the dramatic overland winter march made 

by the regiment in 1813 is certainly noteworthy, especially 

when the difficulties of the journey are balanced against 

the remarkably light casualties. 
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Bridge Island (Chimney Island) 

Historians of the War of 1812 have la id considerable emphasis 
on the importance to the defence of Upper Canada of control 
of the St. Lawrence. Had the Americans gained supremacy 
along th i s waterway the Anglo-Canadian war ef for t would 
have been ser iously jeopardized and could qui te conceivably 
have crumbled since v i r t ua l l y a l l suppl ies , both mil i tary 
and c i v i l i a n , were fe r r ied down the St. Lawrence. I t was 
to help ensure safety along th i s most v i t a l corr idor tha t 
Bridge Island was garrisoned and a Block House erected 
in 1814. 

I t would be d i f f i c u l t to over-emphasize the s t r a t e g i c 
importance of the St. Lawrence to the t ransfer of men, material 
and in te l l igence to the b a t t l e theat res of Upper Canada. In 
180 8 the f i r s t regular stage service between Montreal and 
Kingston had been opened, but tha t road proved impassable 
in the spring and autumn and therefore useless for the 
t ranspor t of heavy equipment. " Hence the fate of both 
land and naval forces (since a l l materials for the Kingston 
shipyards came up the r ive r also) res ted on the brigades 
on bat teaux. 

The journey to Kingston required approximately twelve 

days and during the peak season, 1500 batteauxmen were 

required. It has been estimated that one brigade left 
2 

Lachine each day at the height of operations. " All supplies 

had first to be towed through the canals at Coteau, Cedar 

Rapids, and Cascades and it was not until a brigade neared 
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3 Prescott that a sail could finally be used. * In the 

relatively open water, however, a brigade of batteaux would 

extend one-quarter mile, thus presenting an easy target for 

the gunboats and troops which the Americans deployed to 

Ogdensburg in 1812 for the express purpose of harassement 

of communications. 

At first, attempts were made to arm the batteaux with 

soldiers, but this system proved unsatisfactory as it both 

weakened border defences and lessened the amount of 
4 supplies that could be carried. * This system was replaced 

in 1813 by one of gunboat convoys, manned by troops of the 
5 Royal Newfoundland Regiment and the Corps of Voyageurs. 

The waterway was divided into three sections - Coteau to 

Cornwall, Cornwall to Prescott, Prescott to Kingston - and 

gunboats were assigned to each. While providing a much more 

successful means of protection, the convoys too were open 

to harassment, particularly from gunboats lying wait amongst 

the Thousand Islands. 

It is remarkable that the Americans did not attempt 

to strike a major blow at some point along the waterway in 

the early stages of the conflict. Raids were made, most notably 

against Gananoque in September 1812 and Brockville in February 

1813. The former in particular pointed to the vulnerability 

of the St. Lawrence in that it resulted in communications 

breakdown that lasted for several days. " However the 

Americans did not or could not follow up these raids with 

a concerted effort. Furthermore, Chauncey could not gain 

ascendancy over Yeo on Lake Ontario. Had he been able to accomp

lish this, the American commander would have gained a much 

greater opportunity of destroying the supply line. 

F.C. Curry has suggested that it was the threat provided 

by Wilkinson's campaign in the autumn of 1813 that led to the 
7 decision to fortify Bridge Island for although the American 
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forces were checked at Crys ler ' s Farm, the operation did 
disrupt a l l r iver t r a f f i c . Blockhouses were to be con
s t ruc ted at Brockvil le , Bridge Island and Gananoque - tha t 
i s to s e t , at approximately fif teen mile in te rva l s - "to 
provide safe refuge where the batteaux could await a gunboat 

o 

to convoy them, or anchor at night or during storms." * In 

a letter to Sir George Prevost dated 8 May 1814, Sir Gordon 

Durmmond outlined the rationale behind the decision to fortify 

Bridge Island: 

I have found that boats and batteaux have been 

frequently under the necessity of stopping between 

Brockville Gananoque on coming up from the Lower 

province; a part of the county infested with 

swarms of disaffected people who are constantly 

in the habit of communicating with the enemy in 

spite of all our vigilance, and as Bridge Island 

which is situated about 15 miles from the former 

and 16 from the latter place, affords good shelter 

for Boats, and approved site for a work of defence, 

I have directed Captain - procure some person will

ing to undertake the erection of a Block House 
9 

upon it by contract. 

Charles and John MacDonald of Gananoque, who had already con

structed the Block House in that town, were then given the 

contract for Bridge Island. " This decision was particu

larly timely in light of intelligence received in 1814 of 

the construction underway at Sackett's Harbor of a flotilla 

intended expressly for use in the interruption of communications 

between Prescott and Kingston. 

From a strategic point of view, then, the island was 
12 ideal. * Curry noted that its heights "gave command of 

the river for several miles in each direction" and further

more, that "the sandy shallows... made an excellent anchorage 
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13 
in rear of its blockhouse." * The blockhouse was completed 

14 
and manned in the summer of 1814, and there is evidence 

15 pointing to the island's use as a gunboat base. 

The Island apparently was well armed. The blockhouse 

itself was a pine structure measuring 43 feet by 24 feet, 

and in it were mounted a "12 pound carronade and a 6 pound 

iron." * A circular battery had been constructed at the 

island's lower end and here was placed "an 18 pr. on a 
17 Traversing Platrorm;" "another 6 pounder rounded out the 

armament. The manpower, as of December 1814, consisted of 

a detachment of thirty men from the 5 7 Regiment and five 

artillerymen. Nicolls also reported that the officer in 

command had attempted to "put up a miserable picketting in 

hard frozen ground with a banquette to fire from." At that 

time, Nicolls suggested the construction of "an abattis 

around the Island." as a further defence against a possible 
18 American attack launched across the ice. 

Bridge Island itself was never attacked and it would 

seem that the blockhouse system served its purpose well. 

The capture of the gunboat Black Snake in June was one of the 

few American successes along the St. Lawrence in 1814. The 

defences, however, fell into disrepair soon after the cessa

tion of hostilities. In October 1815 Howland, the Captain 

Barrack Master at Gananoque was instructed to visit Bridge 

Island and report on its condition. He noted that the post 

had been vacant for several weeks between the time when the 

men of the 5 7 left and those of the 70 took up residence, 

and concluded that he was "entirely satisfied that the depreda

tions committed were done in the interval when the troops 
19 were not there." " Howland reported that conditions were 

so bad that the troops could not winter in the Blockhouse 

unless repairs were made. The battery outside the Blockhouse, 

as well as some of the surrounding structures were also 

reported to lie in various states of disrepair. 
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Although the buildings on Bridge Island stood for a 

number of years it is difficult to ascertain the length 
20 of post-war occupation. " In his 1816 report on the state 

of fortifications Lt.-Colonel Durnford noted the existence 

of "two Blockhouses advantageously situated to protect 

Gunboats; one at Gannanoqui...the other at Bridge Island, 

where there is also a Battery for two or three guns, which 
21 

requires some improvement." " In his Statistical Account 

of Upper Canada, written in 1822, Robert Gourlay mentions 

"the blockhouse, which commands an extensive prospect of the 
22 

river." " Three years later the blockhouse was still 

standing, as it was mentioned in Carl Bernhard's "Travels" 

in 1825. In fact, the chimney of the blockhouse was not 

destroyed until 1913 and by that time the island had become 
23 known to the local inhabitants as Chimney Island. 

There seems little doubt of the value of Bridge Island 

to the defence of the supply line in 1814. However, it was 

not tested by any major American offensive of the magnitude 

of Wilkinson's 1813 campaign. While admittedly purely specu

lation, it is interesting to ponder the value of the Bridge 

Island fortifications in the face of a concerted American 

effort against the St. Lawrence, such as was called for in the 
24 

campaign plans for 1815. * It is also interesting to note 

the observation made by a seemingly acute observer, Baron de 

Gaugreben. In his "Memoirs on the Defence of Upper Canada", 

written before and revised during the war, the baron referred 

to Bridge Island as one of a number of "small posts...which 

secure and protect the transport of provisions, ammunition, 

stores, etc...and which may be fortified in time of war." 

These statements are mentioned, not with the intent to detract from 

the role played by Bridge Island, but rather to place that 

role in perspective. Certainly the post served the purpose 

for which it was constructed. 
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Sites Branch, Parks Canada, Ottawa, N.D., N.P. 
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(1937) , p.86. 
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1812. Vol. Ill, part 2, (Reprint of 1926 ed. New York: 

Greenwood Press, 1968), p.86; Freer to Stovin, 31 July, 1814 -

"The intelligence from Sackett's Harbor of the 27 states 

the whole of the Enemy's attention turned to the construction 

of large Boats, with an evident design of employing them 

filled with men to molest and interrupt the communication 

from Fort Wellington to Kingston..." 

12. Bridge Island has been described as nothing more than a 

rock outcrop, almost barrer of vegetation. It may also have 
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this claim in "Little Gibraltar..." p.40. 

13. Curry, "Little Gibraltar...", p.40. 

14. Ibid., p.4. There is some confusion here. E.A. Cruikshank, 

in his address at the unveiling of the plaque is reported 

to have said that the Island was fortified in the winter 

1813-14. The Block House, it would seem, was not built 
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19. PAC. RG8 "C" 556, p.29, Report of the Situation and 
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Survey of the Same, 6 October 1815. 
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is simply stated that the post "was occupied for a consider
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of 1822 ed. (Yorshire, England: S.R. Publishers, 1966), 

Vol. I, p.513. 
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Isle Royale. This island, however, is now under 

water. 

24. c.P. Stacey, "An American Plan for a Canadian Campaign," 

in M. Zaslow (ed.) The Defended Border, (Toronto: 
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E'irst Agricultural Fair in Canada 

The agricultural fair has been an institution of considerable 

importance in the lives of generations of Canadian farmers. 

The fair has traditionally combined both business and pleasure, 

providing a showplace for the agricultural wealth of an area 

and a recreational outlet for the population. Both the 

agricultural fair and agricultural societies have played a 

valuable role in the development of improved farming 

techniques. In a sense, the holding of an annual fair could 

be seen as proof of the attainment of a certain degree of 

maturity 'in any given agricultural area, while at the same 

time providing an impetuous to increased productivity or 

improved quality of production. 

One of the first of these agricultural fairs was held at 

Windsor, Nova Scotia in May 1765. The claim has been made 

that the Windsor Fair was indeed the first of its type in 

British North America, and this argument has on occasion 

been extended to include the entire North American continent. 

The fair obviously pre-dates any similar Upper Canadian 
2 

institution "; the same cannot be said with certainty for pre-
Conquest Gjuebec, however. Nor does it necessarily pre-date a 
similar institution in Nova Scotia itself. The claim of 

3 
primacy for the entire continent *is even more questionable. 

Market fairs were certainly in existence in the pre-

Revolutionary colonies. As early as 1686, for example, 

New Jersey's first colonial assembly established "a weekly 

market day and semiannual fairs... to facilitate commerce 

where people came to exchange their livestock and other goods, 
4 

and to indulge in various amusements..." " The question may 
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hinge upon a definition of "agricultural fair" as opposed to 

"market fair", for it seems that the Windsor fair did not 

involve trading and was, rather, an agricultural showplace 
5 

at which prizes were awarded for superior exhibits. 

The origins of the Windsor fair are found in the 

creation of the township of Windsor in 1764. The Minute of 

Council for 24 December of that year set out the rights and 

conditions involved in the creation of the township: 

And that the freeholders of Lands within the said 
Township their heirs and assigns shall have all 
the rights, privileges and powers which have been 
granted to other Freeholders in other townships... 
and that they be empowered to hold and keep a 
publick market on the Fort Hill where Fort Edward 
now stands on Tuesdays of every week hereafter 
succeeding and further annually and every year for 
ever hereafter to hold Two Publick Fairs on the 
said Fort Hill to be held on the Third Tuesday in 
May and on the Third Tuesday in October in every 
year. 

Jean Douglas, writing in the Family Herald and Weekly 

Star in 1935, claims that a public meeting was subsequently 

held at which "it was decided that an agricultural fair 

should be established to promote better field crops and 
7 

livestock, as well as public interest in agriculture." 

Douglas' interpretation of the rationale for the holding of 

the fair conflicts somewhat, however, with that of Maritime 

historian D.C. Harvey. Douglas implies a great concern for 

the state of agriculture as the motivation. Harvey, on the 

other hand, has suggested that private vested interests 

governed the decision to hold a fair. "One may be permitted 

to imagine", he notes, "that the pleasure-loving Halifax 

gentlemen were not entirely unselfish in their inauguration 

of such a Fair, since not only was pleasure to be derived 

from the competitions ... but stimulation of agriculture 

would improve their holdings and ensure to their own profits, 
Q 

at the same time, ... advancing the interests of the people." 
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The Pisiquid area which became the township of Windsor, had 

not been settled in the same manner as other parts of 

Nova Scotia. Following the expulsion in 1755, New Englanders 

for the most part had moved in to occupy Acadian lands, but 

in Pisiquid land grants had been made to Halifax gentlemen, 

not farmers. These absentee landlords who parcelled out 

land to tenants looked upon Windsor "as a sort of country 

residence in which they could find an outlet for their 
9 

speculative and sporting proclivities..." * These men, then, 

had a self-regarding motive for encouraging agricultural 

improvements; clearly, their land values would rise as the 

community prospered. 

In a sense Windsor, more so than any of the other 

settlements, was the obvious choice for an agricultural fair. 

The only passable road in Nova Scotia in 17 6 5 ran between 

there and Halifax. " Nevertheless, a certain boldness must 

be attributed to the Halifax gentlemen who undertook to 

encourage the project. The total population of the area in 

1764 was only 243, hardly sufficient to sustain an institution 

such as an agricultural fair. Nevertheless, in May 1765, 

Michael Franklin, Isaac Deschamps, and Winckworth Tonge were 

authorized to hold a fair at Fort Edward Hill, and the date 

was set for 21 May. A number of the Halifax business 

community entered into a subscription for prizes which 

included, for example, "three yards of blue superfine English 

broadcloth and a silver medal" for the person bringing the 

largest number of cattle, a churn and medal for the best 

cow, a whip and spurs for the best horse, six yards of ribbon 

for the best twelve-pound lot of butter. Entertainment was 

also provided for, and the prize list included a lace hat 

and pair of spurs for the best wrestler. * It is possible 

also that horse races, an integral part of later fairs, 
12 were also held the first year. 
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No record was found for a fair in 1766, but on 

15 October of that year a Council meeting recorded the 

following: 

Ordered, That a writ of ad quod damnum be issued 
for holding a Fair twice in the year in the 
Township of Windsor, viz.: on the Second 
Tuesday in June, and the Second Tuesday in ._ 
October, and also a weekly market on Tuesday. 

On 22 November 1766, a royal charter was issued to 

"Isaac Deschamps Winckworth Tonge, Charles Proctor, 

John Cunningham and John Butler, their heirs and assigns" 

as trustees for Windsor Township, to hold weekly markets 

and the semiannual fairs. 

The frequency with which the fair was held over the 

next fifty years is not known definitely. Harvey refers 

to a "more or less regular" existence until the fairs were 

interrupted by "the Imperial wars and the death of certain 

trustees." Mrs. Winckworth Tonge, wife of one of the original 

trustees noted in 1814 that the fair: 

Was regularly opened twice in every year on 
the days appointed for a considerable time 
but it was found that the country was not 
sufficiently populous and improved to be 
benefitted and that it only served as an 
excuse for a day of idleness and intoxication. 
It was thought most prudent to discontinue the 
fair. The establishment of a market was also 
premature and dropped for want of supplies. 

It is questionable whether or not the fair was held 

even as frequently as implied in the above letter. A 

perusal of the Nova Scotia Chronicle and Weekly Advertiser, 

and later the Nova Scotia Gazette and Weekly Chronicle for 

the period 1766-1789 reveals advertisements announcing the 

fair for only four years: 1773, 1781, 1785, 1786. The 

20 April 1773 issue of the former journal announced the 

Windsor Races, to be held 15 and 16 June, but said nothing 

of the more serious aspects of the fair. The next reference 
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to the fair - this time the fall version - comes in a 

16 September 1781 advertisement announcing the event as a 
15. 

three day exhibition. An advertisement from the 

26 September 1786 issue of the Gazette and Weekly Chronicle 

refers to the fact that "the said Fair will be held as usual... 

on the second Tuesday of October next," a notice which implies 

that the fair had been held, at least to that point, with a 

certain degree of regularity. 

It was 1815, however, before the Windsor Agricultural 

Fair was put, at least officially, on a permanent footing. 

On 3 July of that year a new charter was issued, reviving the 

fair and market and entrusting them to the Hants County 
16 

justices of the peace in perpetuity. * It is generally 

accepted that a fair at Windsor has been almost a permanent 
17. 

institution from this date. 

Agriculture's fortunes took a giant leap forward in the 

1820's with the interest aroused by the writings of "Agricola" 

and published in the Acadian Recorder. A number of 

agricultural societies were formed and considerable emphasis 

was placed by the press on the advancement of provincial 
18 

agriculture. * The Hants Agricultural Society, which Douglas 
19 maintains was formed in 18 39, 'apparently managed the now 

annual fair from that date until 1904, after which time, 

through various transformations, the fair emerged in 19 24 as 
20 the Hants County Exhibition. * The scope of the fair was 

certainly widened as a result of association with the 

Hants Agricultural Society, as evidenced by an 184 3 

advertisement in the Nova Scotian announcing "the exhibition 

and sale of Horses, Horned Cattle, Swine and Sheep, Farming 
21 

Utensils, Seeds, and other Agricultural produce". * The 

fair had become both a showplace and a forum for business, 

as the advertisement went on to note that "extensive facilities 

will be afforded for the transaction of Agricultural business." 
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Regardless of the intentions of those involved in 

establishing Windsor's (and possibly British North America's) 

first agricultural fair, considerable good was derived from 

the institution introduced. The agricultural fair did 

provide an important social and recreational outlet as well 

as a showplace. Through competition and the rewarding of 

quality and quantity, the founders believed a more 

progressive form of agriculture would be developed in the 

colony.. The longevity of the institution itself, and of the 

particular example at Windsor certainly gives validity to 

this belief. 
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Endnotes 

1. Such would not appear to have been the case in Windsor. 

The agricultural community there was obviously not one 

to be termed "mature". Peculiar circumstances 

surrounded the founding of this particular fair. 

2. It was in 1792 that the first Upper Canadian agricultural 

society -- The Niagara Agricultural Society — was founded. 

3. Jean Douglas makes this claim in her article "America's 

Oldest Fair", Family Herald and Weekly Star, 

(1 October 1947), p. 7. 

4. W.C. Neely, The Agricultural Fair (New York: AMS Press 

Inc., 1967), p. 46. Neely suggests 1810 as the first 

significant date in the establishment of the true 

agricultural fair in the United States. The first 

really "practical" agricultural society followed soon 

after. Previous agricultural societies had been 

structured along the lines of 18th century learned 

societies and had appealed to an educated and travelled 

gentry, not the American farmer. 

5. This entire question of "first" is strictly academic. 

The important issue is not whether the Windsor Fair was 

a "first", but rather, that the institution of the 

agricultural fair is worthy of recognition in the 

development of this most basic of Canadian industries. 

6. Canada. Public Archives, MG11, Vol. 1606, Transcripts 

of Colonial Office Records, Nova Scotia, Minutes of 

Executive Council, 1764-65, pp. 138-9. 

7. Douglas, "America's Oldest Fair", p. 7. 

8. Canada. Parks Canada, Correspondence and Press 

Clippings concerning Commemoration of the First 

Agricultural Fair, file no. HS6-41, Vol. 1, Box 162373. 
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9. Windsor Tribune, 13 September 1935, in Parks Canada, 

file no. HS6-41, Vol. 1. 

10. Ibid. 

11. H. Trueman, Early Agriculture in the Atlantic Provinces 

(Moncton: The Times Printing Co., 1907), p. 6. 

12. "Early Farming Efforts in Nova Scotia", Family Herald, 

(13 February 1935), p. 3. The races are referred to 

as a "highlight" with the offering of a £20 plate. 

13. Canada. Public Archives, MG11, Vol. 1607, Transcripts 

of Colonial Office Records, Nova Scotia, Minutes of 

Executive Council, 1766-68, p. 59. 

14. "Early Farming Efforts in Nova Scotia", p. 3. 

15. Nova Scotia Gazette and Weekly Chronicle (Halifax), 

16 September 1781. 

16. "Early Farming Efforts in Nova Scotia", p. 3. 

17. The name of the fair has changed from time to time over 

the years and it appears that at some time in its history 

the fair has been held in cooperation with other 

agricultural exhibitions, such as that of King's County. 

18. This great interest in agriculture makes one wonder why 

no references to the Windsor Fair can be found in the 

Acadian Recorder or Nova Scotian in the 1820's. Either 

the fair was not held regularly or it's importance was 

thought to be small. 

19. This date is interesting in that reference was found of 

a Hants Agricultural Society as early as 1821 (Nova 

Scotia Royal Gazette (Halifax), 3 October 1821). 

20. The site of the fair, it appears, has been moved. 

D.C. Harvey mentions that from 1887 Fort Edward Hill 

ceased to be the site. 

21. The Nova Scotian (Halifax), 2 October 1843. 
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DundasStreet (The Governor's Road) 

Dundas Street, named in honor of Right Honorable Henry Dundas, 

Secretary of State for the Home Department (1791-1801), was 

constructed under the orders of Lieutenant Governor 

John G. Simcoe. The first section, designed to connect the 

head of Lake Ontario with Simcoe's proposed capital on the 

Thames River, was begun by a party of Queen's Rangers in 

179 3. This was, however, only part of a larger communi

cations network planned eventually to link Montreal and 

Detroit. 

The primary consideration in Simcoe's road-building 

project was military security. Dundas Street (or the 

Governor's Road as it was also called) was opened during a 

period of tense relations between Britain and her former 

American colonies. A particular irritant to the latter was 

the continued British military presence south of the Great 

Lakes, and in Simcoe's mind, 'war was certainly within the 

realm of the possible. Provision had, therefore, to be 

made for the defence of the newly-created Upper Canada. 

Newark, Simcoe's temporary capital, lay within easy 

reach of American forces. York too was far from secure, 

and it was realized that should the Americans gain command 

of Lakes Erie and Ontario, communications with the western 

settlements would be severed and their maintenance jeopar-
2 

dized. " To avoid such an occurence Simcoe planned to 

improve internal land communications and thus lessen 

dependence on the Lakes. Dundas Street was a first phase 

of this scheme. 
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Simcoe was convinced of the value of establishing an 

inland capital on the Thames (or La Tranche) River; Dundas 

Street would be the link between this site and Lake Ontario 

and York. The Lt.-Governor's views on the strategic 

importance of "New London" emerge clearly from his corres

pondence. This proposed town, York, and Long Point on 

Lake Erie, were three posts considered necessary to the 

defence of Upper Canada. Writing to the Duke of Portland 

in October 1794, Simcoe explained his scheme: 

My General Ideas, in administering the Government 

of Upper Canada are to form the condensation of a 

numerous agricultural people between the three 

Lakes,...To facilitate this purpose I wished to 

occupy an internal Capital in the spot designated 

"London", by military road [i.e. Dundas St.] 

communicating with the important military Posts 

of York on Lake Ontario, Turkey Point near 

Long Point on Lake Erie, and by the River with 
3 

Chatham on the River Thames... 

Apart from the establishment of a capital relatively 

immune from attack the founding of London was seen as 

essential to securing control of the native population. 

The town would become "the mart of all the Independent 
4 

Indian Nations" '; furthermore, "the extension of the 

Settlements from it to Burlington Bay on the one side, to 

Long Point and Chatham on the other, [would] in a short 

time effectually add the influence of Command over all the 
5 

Nations within the British Territory..." " 

Simcoe saw the establishment of the military network 

(York, London, Long Point) as "preparatory also to the 

withdrawing of the King's forces from the Barrier forts" an 
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event he saw as inevitable given the belligerent attitude 

of the Americans. " Clearly then, Dundas Street was to 

play a vital role in both short and long term defence con

siderations. The establishment of a capital at London, 

however, was a thing of the future and in 1793-94 was not a 
7 

number one military priority *; the road which would one 

day make its founding possible, was. 

T.R. Woodhouse argues that the route of Dundas Street 

was originally suggested by Simcoe's father in 1775, not 

for a road but rather, for a "military canal connecting 

Lake Ontario with Lake Erie via the Grand River and with 
o 

Lake St. Clair via the Thames River." " In 1791 Simcoe 

mentions finding "an actual survey of the River La Tranche. 

It answers my most sanguine Expectations," he told Dundas, 

"and I have but little doubt that its communication with 

the Ontario and Erie will be found to be very practicable. 

The whole forming a rout [sic] which in all Respects may 

annihilate the political consequence of Niagara and Lake 

Erie."9-

There is some confusion in the sources as to the chain 

of events leading to the actual cutting of the road. 

W.H. Breithaupt claims that the Deputy Provincial Surveyor, 

Augustus Jones, established the route that the road would 

follow and that in September and October 1792, "the running 

of the line of Dundas Street" took place. * On 4 February 

179 3 Simcoe set out from Newark to tour western Upper 

Canada and investigate the possibilities for constructing 

the military road to the Thames. He returned apparently 

convinced that first the road and then the town could and 

should be built and duely ordered his surveyors "'to cut 

and slightly mark' a road from the head of navigation at 
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Coote's Paradise to the Upper Forks of the River La Tranche. 

Then he ordered that a town plot should be reserved at 

each end of this road : the westerly reserve to be called 

Oxford; the other, Coote's Paradise [Dundas]." * As 

stated, there is some confusion here since the lower fork 

of the Thames was to be the site of London and not the 

Upper. Woodhouse implies that Dundas Street was ordered 

cut only as far as Oxford. 
12 Simcoe's order was supposedly issued in March yet it 

was sometime in the summer of 1793 before Captain Smith and 

one hundred Queen's Rangers began construction. By late 

August Simcoe could state that the "Survey of the communi

cation between Lakes Ontario and Sinclair [St. Clair] by 
13 

the river Thames is compleated [sic]..." " Work was 

certainly underway by September since Simcoe mentions "the 

Military Road leading [to the River Thames]...which is now 
14 opening by the Queen's Rangers". Within two months the 

road had been pushed to the Grand River, a fact mentioned 
15 by Simcoe in correspondence with Lord Dorchester. 

Interestingly, the sense of urgency felt by Simcoe was 

not shared by all his contemporaries. Sir Richard Cartwright 

offers a revealing side-note regarding the reasons for the 

cutting of Dundas Street. He obviously did not regard the 

military circumstances as sufficient reason for construction 

of a road into virtual wilderness, instead preferring 

public works designed to improve existing settlements: 

Seriously, our good Governor is a little wild in 

his projects, and seems to imagine that he can 

in two or three years put the country into a 

situation that it is impossible it can arrive 

at in a century;... How useful might the 
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Rangers have been, had they been employed... 

opening roads and building bridges between the 

different settled parts of the country; but... 

the only piece of work of this kind that these 

folks... have been employed in at all, is in 

cutting a road... where there is not a single 

inhabitant... 

Construction continued through 1794. In February of 

that year Simcoe informed Dundas that the road was half 
17 completed. " Yet by October, the road had not yet reached 

the site of London; Simcoe is found informing the Duke of 

Portland that negotiations are underway "to purchase from 

those Nations the tract of land...necessary for the pro

posed seat of Government and the continuation of the road 
18 

to it". * Correspondence from Simcoe to the Committee of 

the Privy Council for Trade and Plantations suggests that 

the road, by this time, reached only as far as Oxford 
19 (Upper Forks of Thames) " The Thames, if not the site of 

London, therefore was reached before 1795. 

Already settlement had begun along the completed 

section. While Simcoe clearly had military circumstances 

in the forefront of his mind in the inauguration of the 

road-building scheme, he early saw the importance of 

civilian settlement along the road. A case can be made 

that Dundas Street, from its inception, was designed to 

perform the two not unrelated functions of defence and 

development. In correspondence as early as 1791 Simcoe 

was found extrolling the virtues of the "body of most 

excellent Land to which no grants have been hitherto made", 
20. 

a reference to that between the Grand and Thames Rivers. 

In early 1793 efforts were evidently being made to encourage 

settlers to withdraw across the Detroit River "and to 
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21 
increase the settlement on the River Thames." ' Later 

that year, Simcoe gave orders that "the acting Surveyor 

General might denote the Reserves on that road [Dundas 

Street], he taking especial care to make them up in some 

other part of the Townships," in order to facilitate the 

opening of the road "as well as encourage the speedy and 
22 close settlement of that communication." 

Evidence points to settlement begun along the road in 

1794. In "A Letter from a Gentleman to his Friend des

criptive of the Different Settlements in the province of 

Upper Canada", mention is made that "settlements are making 
2 3 

on this road..." In July of that year the acting 

Surveyor General, D.W. Smith, issued a notice "to all 

persons who have obtained Assignments of land on Dundas 

Street," to the effect that "unless a Dwelling house shall 

be built on every lot under certificate of location and the 

same occupied within one year from the date of their re

spective assignments, such lots will be forfeited on the 
24 

said Road." * As suggested, the twin objectives of 

settlement and the construction of primarily military roads 

were not unrelated. Once a road was built it had to be 

maintained, and as Surveyor General Smith's edict suggests, 

the existence of settlements was important for the upkeep 

of roads; large blocks of unimproved lands were not to be 

permitted. In fact, although the Queen's Rangers built the 

Burlington Bay to Thames section, it was Simcoe's plan that 

settlers would help construct other parts of the network. 

Writing to Dundas in 1794, Simcoe noted that the road would 

be continued "in process of time by the respective settlers 
25 to Kingston and Montreal". * Guillet supports such a 

contention, arguing that Dundas Street, after the original 
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construction by troops, "was further developed by settlers, 

whose presence often prevented the highway from falling into 
2 fi 

disuse and disrepair". 

Two final aspects should, in passing, be mentioned -

the immediate advantages gained by the opening of the 

Burlington Bay - Thames route, and later additions to the 

road. On the first matter, the facilitation of settlement 

is obvious. However, Woodhouse mentions that the road 

indeed proved of military value also, notably during the 
27 War of 1812. " Both Craig and Breithaupt, on the other 

hand, point to the post - 1814 period as one of major 

improvements on the road, the latter arguing that Dundas 

Street was a "primitive path" in pre-war days. It was only 

with the arrival of settlers who acquired land on the 

condition of their improving the road that transfered it 
28 into "a passable and well travelled highway". 

Finally, much of the section of the "Governor's Road" 

east from Burlington Bay to York was the work of Asa 

Danforth in the years following Simcoe's departure. 

Although known as Dundas Street, it was not blazed until 

1798-1800 and was in a state of serious disrepair as early 
29 as 1806. * Danforth was also responsible for much of the 

section east of York, yet another link in Simcoe's original 

network, and subsequently known as Danforth Road. 
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The Coming of the Mohawks. 

Forced from their Mohawk Valley lands in the aftermath of 

General Burgoyne's disastrous campaign of 1777, a band of 

Mohawks fled to Canada and established temporary quarters 

at Lachine. From here the warriors, under the direction 

principally of John Deserontyon, Isaac Hill and Aaron Hill, 

waged war against the rebels of New York for the duration 

of the Revolution. Upon finding their interests ignored in 

the negotiations leading to the Treaty of 1783, yet unable 

to return to their former lands, they appealed to the 

British for compensation, and on the basis of promises given 

first by Carleton and later by Haldimand, were granted a 

tract of land on the Bay of Quinte. Although the majority 

soon chose to follow Brant to the Grand River, Deserontyon 

and approximately one hundred of his followers established 

tnemselves along the bay in the summer of 17 84. Descendants 

of these Mohawk Loyalists presently inhabit the Tyendinaga 

Reserve, a section of the original land grant adjacent to 

the town of Deseronto. 

The Mohawk settlers of the Bay of Quinte came largely 

from a band established around Fort Hunter in the Mohawk 

Valley. They comprised the smaller of the two Mohawk villages 

in the area, numbering approximately one hundred-eighty-five 

on the eve of the Revolutionary War. • The Fort Hunter band 

had developed in a somewhat distinct manner which may help 

to explain its members' later preference for the Quinte 
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settlement, removed as it was from the major concentration 

of Iroquoian people at the Grand River. Both C.H. Torok 

and E.A. Cruikshank maintain that, of all the Six Nations, 

the Fort Hunter Mohawks most closely resembled in life 

style the surrounding white settlers. Living as they did 

near Johnson Hall, "their agricultural activities and 

housing differed but little" from that of the whites; 
2 moreover, they were "at least nominally" Anglicans. " 

As the troubles in the Colonies flared into open revolt 

the Six Nations Indians living in the Mohawk River region 

were faced with a difficult decision. Historically the 

Mohawks had supported the British Crown; Sir William Johnson 

had lived among them and wielded a definite influence; by 

1775, although William was dead, the Johnson family were 

still quite prominent in the Fort Hunter area. In the 

summer of that year Guy Johnson (Sir William's nephew and 

son-in-law), upon learning of rebel plans to take him 

prisoner, gathered a group of Mohawk followers and set out 

for Oswego. A council of Indians was called there, and the 

reported 1458 attendants announced their intention of 
3 

supporting the Crown. " There is some dispute as to the 

actions of the Fort Hunter band here: Torok maintains that 

while both Deserontyon and Brant accompanied Guy Johnson, 

the majority of the inhabitants of both leader's villages 
4 

remained in the Mohawk Valley in 1775; " Cruikshank implies 

that the Mohawks did accompany Johnson to Oswego but returned 
5 

to their villages later in 1775. * Regardless, a group which 

included Deserontyon and Brant travelled to Montreal and in 

July 1775 conferred with General Haldimand. At this 

conference, the Mohawks were "induced to take up arms on the 

side of the Crown under the leadership of Johnson and 
7 

Joseph Brant". * Undoubtedly, the British were concerned 

about the response of the Six Nations to the situation in 
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o 

the Colonies. * In recent councils with Guy Johnson certain 

of the Indians had voiced complaints regarding land claims 

and while Dartmouth stated that the situation in the Colonies 

precluded any immediate redress on these counts, he did want 

to be certain of the loyalty of the Six Nations. In early 

July 1775 he instructed Johnson to assure the Indians that 

his Majesty would protect them and preserve their rights, 

and at the same time, to be vigilant regarding rebel agents 
9 

sent to incite the Indians to the colonial cause. * Within 

three weeks Dartmouth wrote again, this time calling for 

open support from the Six Nations: "It is therefore His 

Majesty's pleasure", he wrote, "that you do lose no time in 

taking such steps as may induce them to take up the hatchet 

against His Majesty's rebellious subjects ... and to engage 

them in His Majesty's service". 

There certainly is some question as to the degree of 

Indian loyalty at this crucial time. From 15 August to 

2 September 1775 representatives of the Six Nations met with 

Commissioners sent by the Continental Congress, and according 

to at least one account, members of the Fort Hunter band were 

present. * The American purpose in this meeting was to 

secure at least the neutrality of the Six Nations, and the 

Commissioners did in fact gain assurances of the peaceful 

intentions of the Indians, including the Mohawk present. 

This, however, does not necessarily imply duplicity on the 

part of the Fort Hunter band, as it would appear that a large 

number of them were in Montreal at the time of the negotiations. 

Guy Johnson, in an account of his activities in the summer of 

1775 claimed tnat he had assembled their support. He then 

took one hundred of these to serve as scouts at St. Jean, 

but the majority, seeing no immediate military action, began 

to disperse, declaring an intention to help the British when 
12 13 

requrred. ' This would have been mid-August and so have 
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precluded the attendance of the prominent war chief, 

Deserontyon, as well as an unknown number of his followers, 

at the council with the rebel Commissioners. In fact, 

Johnson clairnea that five hundred remained with him into the 

autumn, skirmished witn Montgomery's forces in actions 

around St. Oean, ana only returned home when it became 

evident that there was a general lack of support from the 

Canadians. 

While there may oe some confusion as to exactly who 

was where in support of whom at what time, it does appear 

that the Mohawk were somewhat divided up to 17 77. Some 

certainly espoused the British cause from the beginning; 

others, in Torok's words, took a "neutral and rather 

ambivalent stand" and thereby managed to remain in their 
14 

New York villages in relative peace. * 1777 brought an 

end to tnis situation and forcea the polarization of the 

Six Nations. The Mohawks were involved in St. Leger's 

siege of Fort Stanwix in July 1777 and a band led by 

Captains Deserontyon and Isaac joined Burgoyne's army en 
15 route to Albany. ' Their increased activity on the side 

of the British, particularly around Fort Stanwix, haa, 

however, brought tnem into conflict with the pro-rebel 

Oneidas. In reprisal for Monawk raids on their villages, 

the Oneidas laid waste to the Fort Hunter area and 

precipitated the flight of an estimated 100 Mohawk women 

ana chilaren to Montreal. Unable to return to their village, 

the warriors who escaped the debacle at Saratoga were left 

witn little choice but to retreat to Montreal also. 

By the ena of 177 7 then, both the Fort Hunter and the 

Canajoharie Mohawks had fled to British territory; the 

former to Lachine; the latter to Niagara. 

Colonel Claus procured some land near Lachine and the 

estimated 150-200 Indians proceeded to construct houses and 



144 

plant crops; this was to be there settlement for the next 

six and one-naif years. Until the cessation of hostilities 

the "Lachine Mohawks" participated in scouting and raiding 

forays on the frontier of the Colonies. Daniel Claus oversaw 

these operations and, for the most part, the Lachine band 

fought under their own leaders - Captains Deserontyon, 

Isaac Hill and Aaron Hill - as a unit distinct from the 
17 

Mohawks at Niagara with Brant. * The Haldimand Papers as 

well as other document collections attest to the frequency 

of tne employment of Mohawks and to the ferocity of their 

actions. 

At the same time, however, Deserontyon was concerned 

with the plight of his band. The Lachine settlement was 

only temporary and its conditions no doubt reflected this 

circumstance. Reverend Stuart, minister to the band at 

Fort Hunter, had been held captive by the rebels and a 

replacement had been required to minister to the spiritual 

needs of the group. During this time Claus had composed 

a primer in the Mohawk language for the education of the 

band and had also seen to the construction of a log-house 

to serve as church and school. Even with these amenities, 

however, tne settlement was a far cry from the relatively 

prosperous existence the Mohawks had known in New York. In 

1779 Deserontyon sought reassurance that Mohawk rights would 

be protected and the Mohawks were guaranteed of the "King's 

Favor and Justice" as soon as the colonists were "reduced 
18 to order". * Carleton it has been noted had earlier offered 

similar assurances. The Lachine band, however, whether 

because of distruct of British promises or a genuine desire 

for amalgamation, did actually make a move to sever themselves 

from the Six Nations and unite with the Caughnawaga Mohawks; 
19 this was vetoed by Haldimand. 

British interests called for a united Six Nations yet 
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such a policy was seriously jeopardized by the total disregard 

for the Indian allies in negotiations leading to the 1783 

treaty. The British government ceded to the Americans the 

Six Nations lands, yet, to the Indians, the territory was 

not the King's to give; they had been allies, not subjects. 

Furthermore, the British action was a flagrant violation of 

the 17 68 Treaty of Stanwix. 

In May 17 8 3 Deserontyon was among a delegation at 

Quebec which protested "the great betrayal" to Governor 

Haldimand. In reply Haldimand told the Indians that he 

expected notice of treaty details which would be "more 

satisfactory ... than they apprehended from the Preliminary 
20 treaty". * He reiterated his personal views on the value 

of the Indian allies in the recent war but requested that 

they await definite news before further action. Haldimand, 

to his credit, appears to have been sincerely concerned 

about the haphazard way which British authorities had 

treated the allies. Anxious to maintain friendly relations 

with the Six Nations, he suggested that the Indians move to 
21 British territory on the north side of Lake Ontario. 

Orders to Samuel Holland dated 26 May 1783 requested the 

surveyor to "minutely examine the Situation and State of the 

Post [Cataraqui]... and the Land and Country adjacent; 
"22 considering the facility of establishing Settlements there. 

Both Deserontyon and Brant accompanied Holland on the 

preliminary journey and the surveyor reported that they 

"seemed to be well satisfied with the Country." They were 

reluctant to give a definite opinion on the lands, however, 

and stated that they would inform Haldimand of the particular 

area they preferred once a closer scrutiny had been made. 

To this end Captain Isaac Hill and six others accompanied 
23 

tne actual survey party. 

In July 1783 Sir John Johnson (Superintendant of 
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Indian Affairs since 1782) met with the Six Nations at 

Niagara in a further attempt to allay fears and anger. 

Johnson's speech was clearly a deception. He brought 

trinkets for the Six Nations instead of assurances that 

their lands would be protected. Furthermore, he attempted 

to shoulder the Americans with the blame for any altercations 
24 which might arise over the lands question. * It was also 

at this meeting that Brant and Deserontyon reported 

Haldimand's offers of new lands on British soil for all 

Six Nations Indians desiring them, and compensation for the 
25 losses suffered in the evacuation of the Mohawk Valley. 

Both Brant's and Deserontyon's Mohawk followers 

expressed a willingness to settle the lands on the Bay of 

Cjuinte and Haldimand, therefore, ordered Jonnson to buy the 
7 6 

required land from tne Mississauga Indians. " The unification 

of the Mohawks, long a concern of Haldimand, seemed to have 

been achieved. This was, however, short-lived. Brant became 

convinced - by the arguments primarily of the Senecas, Stone 

claims - of the expediency of establisning the Mohawks closer 

to the other Six Nations settlements. He consequently 

requested a tract of land along the Grand River. 

Sir John Johnson agreed with Brant's reasoning and credited 

the reluctance of Deserontyon and Isaac to petty jealousy a 

preference for "the Rule of a few to the Risk of losing their 
27 

Consequence among the whole." * Haldimand too was favorable 
to the idea of a settlement on the Grand River and did try to 

2 8 
persuade Deserontyon to join Brant there. * When this 

failed, however, he chose to uphold the original agreement 

despite the fact that it would divide the Mohawk. 

On 22 May 17 84 Deserontyon's group reached the 

Bay of Quinte. At the last moment Captain Isaac had left 

the band and taken with him twenty-two followers to join 

Brant. This left approximately one hundred in Deserontyon's 
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29 party. * Despite the misgivings referred to already, 

Haldimand made every effort to assist the new settlement. 

Even before the departure from Lachine Deserontyon had 

petitioned for an enlargement of the land grant and for the 

services of a school and schoolmaster. Both requests were 
30 

granted. " Some £6430 compensation had also been paid to 

the Mohawks for property losses sustained during the war. 

Various supplies necessary to the establishment of a 

settlement were also sent. Within six weeks of the arrival 

at Quinte, Deserontyon was again petitioning the authorities 

for the services of a blacksmith and for "Sundries smal 
31 triful ... such as cows, horses, seeds etc." " There were 

soon complaints that Deserontyon was demanding too much; 

Major Ross at Cataraqui reported that the Captain was 

requesting provisions not only for his Mohawks but also 

for the neighbouring Mississaugas. The reply from the 

Governor's office made it clear that while the Mohawks were 

to be gratified as far as possible "within reasonable Bounds," 

the Mississaugas had no claim to such bounties. Clearly the 

Crown's benevolence was to extend only to those who had 

fought for its preservation. 

Even with their favoured position, past experience had 

made the Mohawks wary of British promises. Deserontyon 

requested written guarantees of land ownership, arguing that 

the Loyalists would try to take Mohawk lands unless there 

was a clear patent. As early as 1784 his fears were justified. 

A letter to Claus in July noted: "Major Holland and his son 

were here yesterday for to get some land from us for the 

Loyalists, but I cannot spare any..." It was April 1793, 

nowever, before a charter was secured; on that date Tyendinaga 

township was granted to the Six Nations as a whole by 
32 Lieutenant-Governor Simcoe. 

On the balance, the Government seems to have been quite 
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willing to make an effort to ensure a peaceful and prosperous 

existence for the Quinte Mohawks. For their part, the band 

settled into a lifestyle described by Torok as similar to 

that which they had known in New York; agriculture here, as 
33 

there, became there primary concern. ' In 1788 Dorchester 

and Johnson visited the settlement and expressed satisfaction 

with developments which by that time included the construction 

of a sawmill for the settlement. In the same year Captains 

Isaac Hill and Aaron Hill arrived with their followers after 

having left the Grand River as the result of an altercation 
•4.U » 4- 3 4 ' 

wxtn Brant. 

The Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign 

Parts had had an interest in the Mohawks dating to pre-

Revolutionary days at the Fort Hunter village; this was 

rekindled at the new settlement. In fact, the reports to 

tne S.P.G. General Assemblies remain as an important source 

of information regarding the development of the settlement 

over the next twenty years. They are, however, limited in 

scope somewhat by their preoccupation with the fields of 

education and religion. Early reports from Reverend Stuart 

were encouraging. Following a July 1784 visit he noted to 

his superiors that progress was being made in the construction 

of houses and a school and furthermore, that the "loyal 

Exiles express the most anxious desire to have clergymen sent 

among them." Over the next three years the reports of 

Stuart's periodic visits to the settlement detailed considerable 

progress. In 1785 he secured the appointment of one Lewis 

Vincent to act as teacher and catechist. The next year's 

report noted that the Mohawks "seem well satisfied" with 
35 Vincent's work and also that a church was under constructxon. 

After 1788, however, the tone of Stuart's reports became 

more pessimistic. In that year the Indian department 

discontinued the payment of the teacher's salary and he 
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consequently quit. Replacements proved difficult to secure 

and the school operated only sporadically for the next few 
3 fi 

years. " Attendance was poor, a fact attributed to a 

combination of "indolence and neglect" on the part of the 

parents of school children and the settlement pattern which 

resulted in the stringing out of the houses for five miles 

along the bay. 

The reports during these years also told of the 

gradual division which developed within the settlement between 

the followers of the Hills and of Deserontyon, a feud which 

was eventually to lead to violence. By 1794 this split was, 

in Stuart's opinion, destroying the settlement. In that year 

he wrote that the "critical situation of their Politics for 

some time past had allowed them but little time to attend to 

anytning else." A report the next year was no more promising; 

he noted that he was "sorry to observe that he finds them 

decreasing fast, owing he presumes to their indolence and 
37 great attachment to spxritous liquors." * For the numerical 

decline Brant was partly to blame in that he was successfully 

luring Mohawks to the Grand River. Brant was selling lands 

and offering dividends to his people on an annual basis, a 

facter which convinced "several families of consequence" to 
3 8 

leave the Bay of Quinte in 179 7. * By Stuart's estimate, 

the band numbered only 135 after fourteen years of settlement. 

With the band divided there was no figure of authority 

and no leadership, he maintained. This situation was 

contrasted with that of the Grand River where progress was 
39 

being made under the strong direction of Brant. * Events 

in 1800 brougnt the leadership crisis to a head. Government 

authorities were called upon to intervene in a dispute 

arising from the death of Deserontyon's brother-in-law. 

Bitter charges and counter-charges were made by the warring 

factions as the long-standing dispute was aired in a public 
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council. Deserontyon was accused, among other things, of 

fraud in relation to the sale of the Mohawk Valley lands to 
40 the State of New York. * Deserontyon placed the blame for 

the disputes squarely on the shoulders of Isaac Hill who, he 

claimed, only rarely attended councils and was responsible 

for the closing of the church. The Deputy Superintendent 

General pointed to blame in both parties and recommended 
41 some sort of accommodation. * The important outcome 

certainly was the declaration of the mediators that 

Deserontyon was indeed the village chief and that henceforth 
42 he could be deposed only by the King. 

To be sure, there were not immediate miraculous 

changes in the welfare of the settlement, but at least, from 

this date the power structure was clearly delineated. With 

this would come a better opportunity for stability. 1800, 

then, provides a good termination point for the discussion 

of the earliest phase of Mohawk settlement at the 

Bay of Quinte. 
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20. PAC, MG19F1, Vol. 3, Haldimand to the Six Nations, 

25 May 1783. 

21. Deserontyon, in recalling the circumstances of 1783 

seventeen years later, described the chain of events 

as follows: "...we were told we were to go to 

Nova Scotia, but not liking that situation we went to 

General Haldimand 27 May 1783 who told us if we did 

not like Nova Scotia we might go to any of the unsettled 

lands in this country..." (PAC. RG10A2, Deputy 

Superintendent General's Office, 1789-1830, Vol. 26). 
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22. E.A. Cruikshank, The Settlement of the United Empire 

Loyalists on the Upper St. Lawrence and the Bay of Quinte 

in 1784 - A Documentary Record. (Toronto: Ontario 

Historical Society, 1934), p.l. 

23. Ibid., Holland to Haldimand, 26 June 1783. 

24. PAC. MG19E1, Vol. 3, Sir John Johnson to Six Nations 

at Niagara, 23 July 1783. 

25. Cruikshank, "The Coming of the Loyalist Mohawks...", 

p.298. 

26. Cruikshank, The Settlement of the United Empire Loyalists 
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over-nunting would be the result of an influx of more 
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27. Ibid., p.58, Sir John Johnson to Haldimand, 11 March 1784. 

28. Torok, "The Tyendinaga Mohawks", p.75; Haldimand did not 

give up in his attempts to persuade Deserontyon. 

Once Brant had established his band Haldimand again 

prevailed upon Deserontyon to move. It was even 

suggested that Rev. Stuart employ his "Influence" to 

"dissuade Him from remaining with a Handful of People 

separate from his Nation; a System which may Gratify 

Vanity, or some little temporary Jealousie, but which 

cannot fail of Materially hurting the Interest of the 

Nation in General," (CM. Johnston, The Valley of the 

Six Nations [Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 

1964], p.51). M.E. Herrington, if not actually defending 

Deserontyon1s decision, at least attempts to supply a 

rationale different from Sir John Johnson. Deserontyon's 
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Valley and therefore had a history of distinctiveness, 

a fact wnich may help to place the decision in 

persepctive. Furthermore, she argues, the Lachine group 

were ready to move when word came of Brant's change of 

plans. Had they agreed, they would have had to remain 

in temporary quarters at Lachine that much longer, 

(M.E. Herrington, "Captain John Deserontyon and the 

Mohawk Settlement at Deseronto", Queen's Quarterly, 

Vol. XXIX, No. 2 (1921), p.170. 

29. Torok, "The Tyendinaga Mohawks", p.76. 

30. Cruikshank, The Settlement of the United Empire 

Loyalists... pp.80-81 quotes Haldimand: "... it is not 

my intention to restrict them to the 7,000 acres 

mentioned...[W]hatever addition shall be deemed 

necessary for their more comfortable and happy 

establishment shall be made...". Cruikshank, in his 

article "The Coming of the Loyalist Monawks..." notes 

that the grant was increased to 92,000 acres. 

31. PAC. MG19F1, Vol. 4, Deserontyon to Claus, 8 June 1784. 

32. Torok, "The Tyendinaga Mohawks," p.77. 

33. C.H. Torok, "The Acculturation of the Mohawks of the 

Bay of Quinte". Ph.D. Thesis, University of Toronto, 

1966, p.51. 

34. Herrington, "Captain John Deserontyon...", p.174. 

35. PAC. Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in 

Foreign Parts (hereafter cited as SPGFP), Report of 

Rev. Stuart dated 26 September 1786 and read at 

General Assembly 15 December 1786. 

36. See SPGFP, Stuart's Reports for 1789-91, 1793, 1795-97. 
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37. Ibid., Stuart's Report 10 April 1795 and read at 

General Assembly 23 October 1795. It should be noted 

that the settlement had received a considerable boost 

in 179 0-91 with the arrival of some seventy Mohawk from 

Oswego. 

38. Ibid., Stuart's Report dated 9 October 1797 read at 

General Assembly 19 January 1798. 

39. Ibid., Stuart's Report dated 11 October 1798 read at 

General Assembly 17 January 1799. 

40. See PAC. MG19F21; the treaty between "the native 

Indians formerly belonging to the Mohawk Castle at 

Fort Hunter... And the People of the State of New York..." 
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41. PAC. RG10A2, Deputy Superintendent General's Office, 

Vol. 26. 

42. Torok, "The Acculturation of the Mohawks of the Bay of 

Quinte", p.131. 
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