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Many fled persecution by the Americans with only the clothes
on their backs. They trekked for miles through unknown forests,
hostile Indian lands, the same as the Acadians. So many came
here in those years that in 1784 the colony of New Brunswick
was created.

We in this House are well aware that we are talking about over
100,000 loyalists. They came to all parts of Canada, to Nova
Scotia and Quebec—so many came to Quebec that Upper
Canada was created—to P.E.I., to areas of Newfoundland.

By 1791 the Constitution Act became a reality. The Quebec
colony split into Upper and Lower Canada. Upper Canada
contained many of the loyalists. The Constitution Act created
elected assemblies with limited powers. Here again, we have
England in control, so concerned dare she give much authority
to these colonies. She has just seen what happened far to the
south. At least she thought that was the lesson she should take
from all of this. Was she wrong? I think history proves that she
was.

To go back, following the downfall of New France in 1759 and
1760 with Montreal’s capitulation, decisions had to be made.
The first two governors, following military rule from 1760 to
1763, were Murray and Carleton. Both these governors tried to
protect the Canadien way of life: Catholic religion, French civil
law, the language, the culture; English criminal law, though.

Hesitation came when Murray did not introduce the elected
assembly. Why did he not introduce the elected assembly? He
had a minority of English people in Montreal scrambling for it.
He was under constant attack. Why did he not do it? He was
trying to protect the majority of French Canadians who at that
time could not be elected to serve. Murray did not introduce it
and the rest is history.

Due to our diverse history our country has many tragedies.
Perhaps there are those who feel they should be divided into
nationalities. I do not. These are the tragedies of our country.
They are our tragedies.

To my friend from Chambly, I acknowledge that there was a
British—French rivalry in the 1600s and 1700s. Of course there
was. The wars continued at that time. Each nation wanted to
control the rich resources of North America. What were those
rich resources? The cod fishing grounds of Newfoundland and
Acadia, the fur trade of the St. Lawrence. But where are they
now? The cod are gone. Do we blame each other?

Does it matter that in the last 20 years our Liberal and
Conservative governments did not care for this vast resource
wisely? In the fur trade, the animals pushed further and further
into the remaining forests and hinterlands.

Have we kept the mighty St. Lawrence free from pollution?
Are the Belugas not being slowly poisoned? What about the
Beluga who pushed her baby toward a boat so scientists could
see her baby’s open sores? The scientists in that documentary
honestly felt that the Beluga wanted them to see that. Do the
animals know what we are doing?
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The Bloc is arguing for a 25 per cent guarantee. When the city
of Quebec fell in 1759 to the British General Wolfe and later
when Montreal fell in 1760, New France as it had been was gone.

Under the Treaty of Paris in 1763, the proclamation promised
protection for the Canadian way of life, including its traditional
laws and the Roman Catholic religion. That does not mean we
destroy representation by population.

However, I would like to assure the member for Chambly that
Reformers do not think Canadian history began with Reformers,
but rather we are very much aware of the contribution made by
the early French settlers. Representation by population, won by
the population, fairness for all, equality for all—that is where
we are coming from.

However, if we are talking about Reformers, which Reformers
was my hon. friend referring to? The 1800s or the 1900s? I see
my friend over there is laughing again. This always gets a laugh
from him. Well, if he will listen for a little while, I will see if I
can get him to be serious for a moment.

In the 1800s in Upper Canada we had Bidwell, Ryerson,
Mackenzie and Baldwin. Why? We had the hated family com-
pact, a small group of English gentry, for want of a better word,
who wanted to keep the control in their own hands. The truth was
the majority of Upper Canada’s inhabitants were very poor.
Immigrants were encouraged to come to Canada in the great
migration.

I want to share briefly with the House an article I read many,
many times to my students, just to put them in the picture, not of
the French Canadians’ plight but in this case the Europeans’
plight when they came to Canada in 1815.

“Most immigrants who came to Canada during the great
migration were very poor, but they could get cheap transporta-
tion to Canada. Passage to Montreal or Quebec by sailing ship in
the 1820s was seven pounds, about two month’s wages for a
farm labourer, with meals included. Children travelled for half
fare. These immigrants faced extreme hardships, both on board
ship and in the colonies to which they travelled. Sicknesses such
as cholera were common aboard ship. Tens of thousands died on
their way to North America. The survivors faced great problems
as they tried to find work or to clear the land for pioneer farms.”



