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... Loyalists . .

Haldimand and the

Trovlbles Connected with the
Setilement of Missisquoi Bay,’
as Set Forlh im Letters
Waitten by the Governor.

So much lus been suid and written as to
whether or not the fivst settlers on Missisquoi
Bay were roully loyalists that the following cor-
respondence culled from the Ialdimand collec-
tion eannot fuil to be read with interest.

It will be seen that Governor Iluldimand was
very determined that the loyalists who came
into Canada in 1783 and 1784 should not sottle
in that part of the country, he being of the
opinion that there would bo danger of friction
between them and the people on the other side
of the line.

On October 24, 1873, Haldimand wrote to
Lord North concerning the ropresentations of
the people of Vermont that they were desirous
of being annexed to Canada.  ‘Lhey were setting
Now York at defiance and settling down to line
45 degrees. Tho settlements by New York
were dangerous to this province. Ho spoke of
the bad cliect of allowing scttlemonts of Cana-
dinns, encouraged by the State of Now York, to
settle near the boundary, as these would form an
asylum for the discontented.

In a second letter to Lord North on Novem-
bov Gth, General Ialdimand wrote concerning

‘the proposed settlements of loyalists in different
places, and the ndvantage of such a populntion.

h "“ -He- mentions that there are potitions for a
" House of Assembly and for the repeal of the

Quebec Act, one of the grounds for the petitions

- being thg expected settlement of the loyalists.

-In another letter on November 18th, he statos

“that he is making arrangemonts for settling

loyalists at Cataraqui (Kingston). Ten duys
Intor be writes again, and in this letter ho gives
it as his opinion that Canada will not be of much
use as a commetcinl country, and thut expense
should not, bo incurred in defonding it.

FOR FRENCH-CANADIANS.

The frontier cast of the St. Lawrence should
be left unsettled for some time and then the
settlement should be made by French-Canadians
us an antidote to the restless New England
population.
could not agree with the Americans would, he
thinks, be dangerous. He will settle the loyal-
ists on the St. Lawrence, towards the Ottawa
and on the Bay of Chaleur.

On Janunavy 15th, 1784, Mathews, a sccretary
of Goveruor Haldimand, wrote to ono Meyor
that Ilis Tixcellency had declined to settle the
lands in the neighborhood of Missisquoi Buy on
account of the inconvenience of scttling so near
the Americans. Many valuable tracts have been
discovored clsowhere, Ihoir situation will be
made known, and arrangements made during
tho winter for the settlement of the loyalists.

On January 16 there is n letter from Mathews
to Maurer, who mny or may not be identical
with fhe Meyer of the previous letter, to the
offeet that provisions will be issued to the dis-
bunded loynlists in the district of Montreal.
Returns of the families of.loyalists are to le
sent to Delmney to be included in his returns.

On Decomber 29, in the previous year, 1783,
Mathews had written to Stophen DeLancy that
no distinetion was to be mado between the
loyalists who came last from New York and
those who had been longer in the Provinee.

On January 22, Mathows wrots to DeLancy
that arrangements were to be made that the

The settling of loynlists who,

loyalists might proceed to their lands as early
as the season will permit.  Returns were to be
sent of loyalists not incorporated into crops
and their previous condition was to be stated.
On the same date Mathews wrote to Licuts,
French, Jessup and Rogers to hasten the re-
turns, in order that the loyalist settlements
might be made as early as possible. On the
same day Taldimand wrote to Sir John John-
son concerning the preparations for settling the
loyalists.
SOME OTHER REASONS.

That there were other reasons than loyalty
credited to those who cume into the province
from the Awmerican colonics at this time is in-
dicated in o letter written on January 2% by
Mathews to Major Campbell, saying that he is
to wink at the descrtion of loyalists, as the
province is well rid of those who do not remain
out of choice.

On TFebruary 5, Mathews writes to Lieut.
French that rations are to be continued to cer-
tain loyalists (named) for their usefulness in
the seeret service. Iere we have a hint that
some of those who caume in brought valuable
information to the authorities, in return for
which they were willing to do something to re-
lieve the distress of those who furnished it.

On the same day (Fobruary 5), Mathews
writes to Sir John Johnson that Ilis Bxeellency
regrets to find that ill-disposed persons are
vitiating the minds of tho eredulous among the
loyalists,  All instructions relating to them
have been made known, but lie has no instrue-
tious as to provisions, In that and overything
else he wili, however, grant all the indulgence
possible. e eannot hold out a promise of all
the privileges granted to those in Nova Scotiu,
the King’s order betng explicit, but he will re-
commend their case to the Ministry. Those
who prefer settling on the Seigniories may do
s0, but those who settle on the Wing's lands
aro lLotter cntitled to indulgence and will re-
ceive the preference. He isto undeceive the
ignorant and counteract the designs of those
who have prejudiced them.

In another lotter of the same date, Mathows
wrote to Taylor in answer to a memorial from
loyalists at St. Jolw's, that His Bxcellency
has determined not to settle the lands asked
for, but to grant lands elsewhere equally good.
That this refers to the Missisquoi Bay lands is
evident by n previous letter and by one which
Mathews wrote on February 16 to Moyers that
the application for leave to settle on Missisyunoi
Bay cannot be complied with, for reasons al-
ready given and now repeated.

INDEPENDENCE OF SETTLERS.

The importunity, not to say impudence, of
some of the now scttlers is exposed in a letter
dated Mareh 2 from Mathews to DeLuncy, ac-
kuowledging the receipt of a memorial signed
Grass, on acconnt of the loyalists, which can-
not be complied with, as the stocking of farms,
ete.,is utterlyimpossible. Thereecan benochange
in thoe forin of government, and if it does not

suit the views of Mr. Grass and the others, o

passage will be provided for them to Nowva
Scotia should they prefor it.

But the neweomers are persistout, for we
find that on March 8 Mathews writes to one

. been given still exist.

from Grass.,

Wear that IIis Excellency is surprised at his
(Wear's) persistence in the request Lo settle on
Missisquoi Buy. Reasons against it which have
His Excellency is most
anxious to satisfy the loyalists, but camnot
give an acre to gratify individuals at the ex-
pense of the public good.

On March 8, Mathews wrote to Sherwood
that a Mr. Case is referred to him as to the
advantage of u scttlement at Cataraqui. Re-
presentations as to the difliculties proceed from
ignorance and wisinformation. Arrangements
arc made for the transport of the loyalists.
They will have lands and provisions, but not
stoclk, The writer is very doubtful if the state-
ment that seigniors or private individuals wilt,
as stated, vive the latter. The refusal to allow
the Loyalists to sottle on Missisquoi Bay was
arrvived at after mature deliberation, but Tlis
Iixcellency desires to have afull and de'ailed
account of any loyalists that may be chere,
their situation, etc. MHis Ixccllency does not
believe any of them would venture to secttle
contrary to express commands,

CONTRARY TO COMMANDS,

It is possible to believe, however, that this
latter must have been the case, for we find on
March 22 Mathews wrote to Sherwood, and in
the Jetter the fact is mentioned that Major
Campbell is ordered to have the sctllement
making by Capt. Meyors visited, to ascertain if
the settlers are within the line ; 1f within the
American lines, all provisions are to be with-
drawn, and the principals to be ordered to
headquarters,  On the same date there is a
letter to Major Campbell containing the in-
structions referred to in the letter to Sherwood,
to visic scttlol’lenhs made by Meyers, Pritchard
and others on Missisquor Bay.,

If the loyalists, as our®school historics of
Canada have always led us to believe, gave up

. everything they possessed in order to come to

Canada to prove thoir allegiance to the King,
there is not wanting evidence to prove that
some of them at least expected to be fully reim-
bursed for their supposed  self-sacrilice, for
Mathews’ letter to Major Ross on March 29
refers to the extravagance of the demand for
tools by some of the loyalists.  Then, again,
many who came in were not, even at that tiwme,
looked upon as loyalists, though, no doubl,
their descendants of the present would have no
hesitation in hoasting that they eame of U.E. L.
stock. On April 5 theve is a letter from
Mathews to Sherwood, in which a Mr. Sumner
is to be informed that there will be no objee-
tion to grant lands on the same terms as to the
loyalists, but it must be in the situations as-
signed. Missisquoi is precluded, and no pro
vision will be given to his sefttlers as has been
done to the loyalists who took part in the war
and have becomo destitute.  +

Here, again, we see that permission Lo setlle
on Missisquoi Bay is expressly refused. Those
who had already settled there were not allowed
to remain, if we believe a letter written on
April 8 by Mathews to Major Campbell, stating
that tho families settled on Missisquoi Bay mmy
remain thore till the seagson admits of them
being removed with convenience.

NO SPECIAL PRIVILEGLS.

On April 15 Manthews wrote to Delsaey and
mentions the extraordinary nature of the letter
He and his associates are to get
no specinl privileges, the most of them who
camo into the provinee with him being, in fact,
mechanics, only removed from one situation to
practice their trade in another. Mr. Grass



