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&.éud,.u concerned vith the séttlement history and social

‘gengxlﬁiy of,, the fave eu:m-uc -m.aenu of the Lower North Shore .~ _ '
of mibecv lt focuges prl—xuy on. khe mm, -puu.ll, and .demographic

mlutlm ot tha sthate cluding

which have been

and

B established there sincd the-1820s.

The changing naturé of the social

AN

aid apld.ll muru- vhich nhnm:mn- nyr-e:hntc gzonp tehrimn on 5,
of the shittiig zol.u of lmgisge  , © -.

B v ﬁaﬂwtenmhnd through analy]
unum as the major m‘u of emmx:y and ethate rrm identdty.

Special attention is paid o

{ as t.h: principal -ednni- through
shich the ethnic composition of thé Liver Shore is altered. .
“The recent work of Frederik Barth is appraised as & majot advancement

A ‘in the field of ethnicity and, as such, is subsequently deployed as the
¥ X

basie theoretical frasevork of the study. Followisg the core analysis of

the thesis, a wnd.udhz section the concept of ethnicity as it

peztni.nl to the Lower North Swu, the theme of ¥



5

c:tte Etude u-u:e de l'utablissenent et de- la gioguphle socule
de cinq vﬂhgea situds les plus-3 l'eu de 1a Msse-c"te-Nord i Québec.

e porFeta surtout sur 1'évolution mcme, sputiale et demgtaphique )

,1,. ol ¢ : t les c.\thnliq\uu‘ fxuncnplmnes,

les 1oph et:les n 5 qui, sont

T W S
établies dans cette région depuls les années 1820.. La nature changeante
i el 5

des sociales et spatiales qui car: int les rela entre
les grovpes etimiques de 1a Cite fait l'analyse des t3les mobiles de 1a
langué et de la religion en tant que critéres les pll;u 1wpaxc§n:u .
d'ethnicité et 1'identité des groupes ethniques.  ‘Le mariage, qui
conptine Le fastaur clef des chaageneats de la cquposition etinique de la
Basse-Cite, fait 1'objet d'ime étude plus. approfondie.

Ls charpente de la théorfe de cette &tude s'appuie sur le réceat -

ouvrage de Frederik Barth, &crivain qui a gr: nt contribué &
L'analyse principale de

Lav de la wr 1'e

Ta thise est sulvie par une section qui Tevolt en d&tall Ie théme de

cotdnulté duquel prévaut le concept d'ethnicité tel qu'il se préseate

* sux 1a Basse-Cite-Nord: Il ressort de ce travail que la géographie et

“les autres sciences soclales pourraient bénéficier d'we entraide

* interdisciplinaire dans leurs rechetches au sujet de 1'ethnicité et des -




. PREFACE . . 7 . i

Dq:a for this smdy 'were obtained througll both atchlval and field

resﬂ;ch- The archlvul esearch included an extznsive teview nf publlxhed . I
and ullpublished hismrit}al and modern works on the antire southern coast :

of ‘the Labrador P?ninsula, as well as an exnmhmtl.on of existing census 4 '

ruterial, pm-h records, and personal pnpers and diaries. The earliest |

- parlah records for the ‘study area were found:in the Archlves “of thE

A | ) \
(Catholic) Diocese of Québec City and cover'the years 1847 and 18(8.

Later parish xeccrds were found on: the lmet North Shore the Cal ullc‘ \

records, dating back to 1849, . are located i Lourden-du—Blanc—Subl n;

“ the Anglican parish ucorda _fpt the years 1873.:0 1965 are in Harrington

Harbour, while those covering the 1965-1970 period are held in St. Paul's | - |

River. These records provided thebulk of the data mecessary to. :

reconstruét the g/miogm and marriage patterns, at least for the

period after the/

B40s. ~ Gravestone evidence and /ﬁmily bibles yielded

‘—" Pleldvork was vital in providing uissing links in the genealogies,

s i R ; |
and more in 3 ‘data on local attitudes’ to

) language, religiom, and ethnic group relations. Information on such
aspects as visiting patterns, out-nigration, settlement patterns’and <
Segregation were likewise obtairied in this fashion, The primaryin~

PO g usually found amongst the older resident population of

the .:udy -area. 0v=: uixty suc' infomnu, both nl.e and femal weré

i.n:ervieved at 1enu once} -wern were queuuoned more frequently.‘




Fever fiterviews were' conducted among the younger, male and female

¢+ residents, who' were \u\mlly helyfulin eatablishing the more recent

attitudes to language’ i religtol and, more generally, in explataing vy
ok
. theae attitudes have changed in the past fifteen years. |(Observations snd

« participation in everyday 1ifé- constitited another important source of

) . information. .

i There vere two perloda of fieldvork: the firat extendad from May to

«
trip vas made in March, 1974, to gather missing genulcgh:ll data and to

|
f
2 { » . Sepumbet, 1973, ‘during whichmost of ‘the data was col.lel:ted ‘A-second
/ allow the writer to cbserve how r.he social and spadal boindaries between .,
the three cumicieu on the Shcxe functim durtng the winte: seum, )
& traditionally the period of gréateat soctaltzation md interdetim onall |
" of the southern'Labrador comst. .
- I am indébted to DF. John Mannin, ‘Department of Geography, Memorial ,
e 7 University of né#gmumd."vhou - supervision "and help throughout
the past three years vere invaluable in the formulation and coapletion of
i this study, *

; . My thanks are ‘due to all.the participants in the Hailoy ‘Seainar

(agland, May 1974), whoge criticisis and ; a paper o

the ethnlc diversity and periianent-settlement of the Lover jorth Shore from

11820 t0 1920 were a'great soirce of encojrsgenent md atimlatim. - Spectal
thianks are due fo three p.rnd.p-nu. Migs Patriciss A. Thornton, who
%L proviae valuible fsighea based ca bes win research on the|Stratt of Belle
| Islé; and Ms: Rosemiry E. Gémer and Mr. Levis acleod o Yead and comented

‘extun!.vely on :he ﬂnmh@d ‘draft, * . s

" iThe of the of the Pniversin& laval,

Qutm City, and in particulnt that Of Mr. Paul Charest, helped in preparing '
¢ ,:he original thesis proposal and'initial fieldwork. Miss ry Whiteley,

%

! Ty 2 b o] ‘44




*University; the becond phase

\
faunrleﬂ' )k Albert H. Whiteley, Ottawa, provided f\mth:r 1nvil\lable

’ _ $aformation aid tontghts through frequent and detatled correspondene. /

‘should also like to th.u.nk Father M. Mongeau, o.mii., Rev. J. Neal, and
Rev. J. Faris of Lourdes, Harrington- Barbour, and SE. Paulls luvu for
pernission to exantne tne paxsh records of the Laver North Sore; '

m:. René, Bélanger, f.d., fot lninm:m on the ear).y sitiogle &id churches
1n the study area; and Proieusor Cyril Byrne, ét. ary's l(—i:en!ty. who!

kindly supplied ;en,ulogscu\ data. |
“Te first pertod of fieldwrk vas made possible l:hmugh a reseauh‘
geant ron the Institute of s“m and Eeonomtc Research, Memordsl

facilitated by a fellowship from Bell *

\ ;

Clnldn. . vy % 3 ‘ ]
Hiss Cina Reatggl and Miss Suunne Vilkinson helped prepare the) :
orig!.nal typescript; Mr. Jndré-ichel Clouthier drew the ‘many naps .\g.d
dugx;ma, while Miss Lynn Beaudoin n\fd Miss Donna Hawthorne cunl:ibv;égd
‘:o.’:he typing of the final draft. \ : N !

Finally, I must express my deepest debt to all the residents of the

st l’nul'u-ll-nc—sablqn reglen vithout shose cooperation this study wobld

have been impossible.  Their warm hn.pmmy, patience, and vivid
tnterest m my vork ‘proved a refreshing and fovalusble source of, i
enchrngeunt. It 18 fioseible to list here all those. o gave me

shelter, yrwided e with datay or gmnl.ly\mde oo fesl at home m this

|
iwhted/ugm of the country, however, -pecm mention must be made of

“some: xﬁnm hvnllée, .AIbert Letemplier, and Luke wu.n of lhnc-s-blnn,

L. PRI B
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CHAPTIR I
ETENICITY: TRADITIONAL AND MODERN ¢ =y
CONCEPTS AND APPROACHES

nmm/ the literature on ethnicity and.ethnic groups is m7 Ave

and 1ncl.udu various works by D s { 1 8!

J\iltor!.ax\s and U.nsulsts, among others, to date reneatch on this topic

renains relatively unsophisticated and simplistic. . This point is

emphasized by Kolm in a recent paper in which he complains that the it i
important questions related to the field of: ethnicity haye ot yet been

mmre}x_ or treated adequately (19741 59). ré\'\emple. acoording to 5
Koln, we have ‘yet to define the essential meaning(s) of ethnicity and its
relationship to personality, society, and cilture, as well as its practical

and émenianix implim:au for contemporary societies.. There is also a

need to éxamine the nature and. persistence of ethnic groups, taking into
coneideration all the adverse forces of urbanization, industrialization,

and nobility in @ wodern soctety such as that of North America.

The Traditional Appr
Essentially, the tvo hajor weaknesses of most of tha extating "

Literature dealing with the coicept of ntlmiclty lnd with ethnic groups

are (1) ‘the lack of a clear, theoretical framework - i.e. a vorking

of { and (11) an overeaphasts oo vhat may be ‘tersed |
‘negative attitudes' toward ethnicity - acculturation, assimilation, and
loss of ethnic {dentity.  Roln arguep.that the traditicnal lirerature has
emphasized such céncepts as "prejudice, discrimination, stereotyping, .

.

e g



social distance; and inter-group conflict, [and] thus on problematic and

aspects of , with alzost total uueci of its

/\mt:lunll aspects in soclety” (1976: 60). T the lol:!.nloziul Mterature,
Westie has I\Iu:ll’.eﬂ (h.l!‘the dzv!lopunl of research and theory on

éthaicicy has been butle upon such concepts as prejudice aad discrintnation,

since the. lltg(\:r "refer_ to vh%ch can be 11y

and observed" (1964: 580-561). On the other hand, he: claims that concepts
_such as soctal solidarity, integration, gnd hlmny are too "abstract -and
gen!ral, enccnpllllng a range of phenomena that 1- :ne wide to allow the
desiga of & ra-urch project around any_one of ‘them: Although' discrininatory

practices and inter-group conflict are usually overt and easily identifiable,

the 1 has y. ignoxed those features which can be

used an indfces of social luwn for example, marriage and visiting
patterns, settlemeat pattems and the llke. The latter are usually as -
paskicli oe thous factos Tiar: Taud 10 callior, ahd el nend wob e vaiedl
necessarily as agents leading to qu;u.un and acculturtion.
Sigaificantly, the traditional approach to the study of ::lpiel:iflc ethnic

groups needs to be seen in terms of the t 1 of 0

Traditional definitions have usually cast ethnic groups as minorities

surrounded by a numerically dominant group whose culture and .vay of 1if

dlffnm:_-nd with vhom, consequently, the ethnic group is in cnn.ll,ln
conflct (Narroll 1964; Morrls 1968; Elldote 1971). Morels matatains| that
the members of an ethnic commmity "are, or feel themselves, or are thought |
£ be, bound together by common tles of race, nationality, or cult\lr#": and
he further argues that the study.of ethnic groups must f;ﬁw' along /m 1ines
set_out by Ruth Benedict for the study of race comflict: :




£ ; o
. . % it is nof race that we nted to understand,
but conflict [Morris' esphases); so, for an
‘" understanding of ethnic gtoups in a social system,
. it is not on racial or cultural differences that
,we need to focus our attention, but on group
felations.  (1968: 167).

tothe : J when the

™ / e .
“groups 1s broken, ex;h/r the result of migrations or through-the

: outvard, territorial expansion of some groups, the process f maintaining |

A . 3 N 8

—social ethnic boundarigs leads initlally to conflict, either overt.and/or '
disgiised. Elliott; for example, writes that minority Rroups "may be

N | 8

either 1 or actively i against by the larger

- ociety” (1971: 2).  Where harmony has replaced conflict in the relation-
ship between ethnic minorities and the majority group, the traditional

*
“literature has further emphasized the themes of acculturation and

assimilation (e.g., Park 1950). This is best exemplified by the
popularity of such concepts as the American 'melting pot’, which
argues that imigrant groups in the United States invariably experience

either voluntary or forced integration and ultimate assintlation into

. e
the dominant cultw Levine explains that the concept of the 'selting “
pot'svas, popularized in the period after World War II when "the focus

was primarily on American unity, [and] on those forces which contributed

tovards holding us together as ‘we. from the wartime e
‘(Levine 1972: n.p. ).' As a result of this attitude, several American

studies on elhnicl!y have pmduced what amounts to a recording of 'dying 3

cultures’ and their agents nf death (e.g. Eichoff 1910) Even in « 8

comuxe- 1ike Canada, vhqre the concept of the 'ethnic mui: has long

‘been populat, the 1 and soci 1 has

been concerned with demonstrating the eveatual dissppearance of this mosaic
™ | &



(e.g. Dawson 1936; Breton 1968). . " . : ’

While the processes deséribed above may provide an accurate’

assessment or interpretation.of the mature of firter-ethnic group relations
in some societies, especially where there has heen much miscegenation
(Smith 1957) or where "fiscal approprntian may ténd to favour inleg:gtiun T

(Remnedy 1973), the major cmm.m inherent ‘in Lhe\:aditiml‘__nppreach,m ;

“ethnicity u the prevaleat view that assinilation isia predictable outcome

" of plu(ul!-sm. Wdiucml literaturg has meme “Theme

° of perelarem:e. except whi

ct, in {rs Bt overt forn (e.g. Indian ¢

black ghettos in urban cen:res such'as 5

®

Barth has argued that, thé traditional '™t

réservations’in North America;

Detroit), has led to social igolativn

of ity hinders our of the very nature of ethnic

.. . besause it begs all the crit
. , = while purporting to give an ideal t;
recurring empirical form, it implies a preconcesved
view of what are the significant factors in the
genesis, structure, and function of such groups. .
.- Most critically, it"allovs us to assume that
- boundary maintenance is uiproblematical and follows
: frow the isolation wpich the itemized chnncterupca +
o . imply: . racial,difference, cultural difference, - - ¥ |
social separation and language barriers, spontaneous -, - ]
and organized emmity. _(196%a: 11) - - L |

In. the North American context, the traditional emphases.on confliet and™\

other problematic aspects of ethnicity have further meant that many social .

b scientista have ignored the white, European ethnie groups wio have settled

E this een:ine:nt_ without eupgieneang much prejudice nlnd ddscrindnation. | For
| cxample, Spiro (1953), Dégh (1968), Bernard (1972), and Kaln (1973) have _
each conplatned of the ‘paucity of anthropological and ‘sociological studiés
 on the ethntc groups & the United States. Sintlarly, Vecoli (1969) and

b Thoupson (1953 have criticizéd, réspectively, the failire. of historisns and




folkforists to study systematically the role of European’ethuic groups in

the founding and developing of American society and culture.

Despite extensive empirical work co ethnic growps, I’}le traditional,
geographical uzun:m has pmdln:ed even fewver statements onthe

1 %nd 1 npecw of T to Jakle shd’

Wheeler, North American geon.pp.en. for example, have long been interested

1n the ethnic minorities of Candda and the United States, but they have
proceeded largely incognizant of the theoretical literature derived frém

anthropology and sociology (1969: 442-443). Most of the traditional

geographical literature has-been concerned with the settlesent history and

morphology of diverse ethnic groups, or with cultural landscapes and their
evolution (e.;: Clark 1959; 1969). Several other works have taken the

“form of .1.-p1e ic.or ses in which certain

cultural phenoskaa have metely served to delineate the dlstribution eEl
ethnic (or cultural) mupc and tl‘liﬂ. Hutbllry 's (1970) paper on - the
urban street patterns in Pemnsylvania, Kniffen ' (193; ~1965) work ont folk
“hduses; and Nostrand's (1970) uae of Spanish surnsmes to fise e ©
Hisganié culture veglon of the Americin scuthwst ate only & few atudies

which exemplify the traditional approach to ethnicity. ~Although. the. latter

have to a greater of such procésses as cul tural
o # i §

ror bib of ethnt n North

America see: John A. Jlk]l and mﬂlll Jlk-\l. Bt!mlc and Racial Minori

in North America: A Selected aphy of the Geographical Literature
(Yonticello, 111.: Council of l’lum!.ng Librarians), 1973; John J. Mannion,
Irish Settlements in Bastern Canada: “A ‘Study of Cultural Transfer and

of

= Research Yo. 12,
Tnlversity of Toronto Press), 1974: 184-208. -




; N i
t )g’..sser and daptation, acculturation, and persistence of ethaic traits)

they have not contributed significantly to increasing the human b

geographer's, or the social scientist's, understanding’of ‘the complex '~

. problem of ethnicity, ethnic sroup identity, and social inter-ethnic group
|

relations. By their scant 1nvestigauon into such topics a= social

organization, X;nd tenure, dWInlzution (Brookfield 1964: 239),

geographeis have failed to examine and exph"in how social processes may

", influence ethnic groups in their spatial distributions and interactions, i
and equally important, how, spatial phenonena and changes may affect the
soctal characteristics of ethuicity. Hore generaily, Brooketeld attrtbutes
this gap in geographical research to a number of factors, includis,

* prisarily, the nature of the 5 which have tionally -

asked (1964 299-300) . ! ool E

The Modern’ Approach ) . o
. In the past decade or'so, a new, P T N £leld of e:hn;{icy Has begun

to emerge which is characterized by its attempt .to elaborate ox‘!“‘n

bore réalistic and useful dafinition of the concept of ethnicity and by its

more’ positive outlook on ethnic gto\lps‘. The latter are no longer seen &

tempotary societies that are destined to dxsuppznr“unlm' they remain e

;on:iqual conflict with nelghbouring groups; but rather, they.are viewed '

as viable social orga whose cultures, and

. (both social and spatial). are c change.

of this new trend is the re—evalua:ion of, and the snbuquen: nodification
of, old notions of inmevitable Blslmilntiun and Icl:ulturﬂtion (AbX n’ 196‘5'

van den lergh: 1968; Kleivan 1969; Kennedy 1973). For example, in the .

American 1 and 1 concepts such as that
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of the 'melting pot' have been disproven and abandoned.

s The notion that the intemse and unprecedented
- mixture’of ethnic and religiovs groups in American .
1ife vas soon to blend into a homogeneous end
product has outlived its usefulness, and also 1ts
credibility. In the meanwhile the persisting
facts of demand
and agcomodatian.
The point about the melting pot . . . is t
1€ dtd not hlppen. (Glazer and¥Moyiihan 1963: v) .

. B
And again: T &
It 1s evident foday that [American) society is
gradually altering its views, both theoretically and
practically, The old concept of the "melting pot'
which mygterioisly transmitted alien dross into '
native American gold, has been abandoned,-ds has the
. 4 g1ib idea of pure assimilation, which divested ethnic

¥ strangers of every shred of their cultural
identity and reclothed them in the shining garb of the
1502 Americans. “Instead, the various meanings of -
tultural pluraliss are being explored. (Bernard 1972: 6)

Ve

As a valid and realistic alternative to assinilation, Bernard proposes the
coacept of 'integration', which he dettoss =8 the- soqatedtion] by tha
imigrant ethnic groups, of some of the host c'ncmy'. behaviour patterns.
and attitudes, and their acceptance into the host sociei sock ik they
move around freely and participate in most of its functions without any
hindrance. Implicit in the concept of integration 18 that the ethnic
group does not give up all of its original culture; but rather, that much
of the native ethnic identity is retained intact.’ Integratiom, therefore,

is seen as "an earlier stopping point on the road to assinilation”, - -

beyond which most immigrants and ethnic groups never get (Bernard 1972:
2-3). Recsnt studten such as those by Dégh (1968) and Darroch and Haraton
(1973) have sintlarly postulated the' theme of persistence of ethaic groups,
shile admitting tha Toee: ot some Giltiril Eratte ‘e aatives ad recogilateg
the importance of change. Dégh writes that American ethnic commnities

N
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should be seen as w-nllere "in.between the old country ways .nd the
+ American pattern, unmn; and modifying the old as well Morbing
. the new" (1968: 100).

A nilestone in the nev approach to the study-of ethuicity is recent

r
F

v " work by Barth, in Vhick he defines ethaic identity as one's ‘basic; most . .
geveral identity, presmptively deternined by bis origin and background” - ; L
(1969a: 13 ££.).¢ Barth argues that a1l ethnic grows erect sdctar’ " w

" boundariés by whith they are able to reveal and emphasiZe their ideatity ' i

w . énd by vhich they are also sble to differentiate thenselves clearly from ey

R or.heru lya wve-they ). Be writes at length of r.ha N

elf—ucuguun and ascription (re::ognitlan of one's own identity and
I recognition of that identity by others) of ethnic groups; and he
esphasizes that all ethnic groups can interact constantly with othet grohps)
Barth mintatned that this interaction - wiich may.be soclal, politicil,
economic.and/or ecological in nature (e.g. Barth 1963b; zu{ex:umﬁ
Haaland 1969) - does not necessarily lead to a breskdown of ethnic - g
boundaries. ‘On the contrary, ethnic boundaries persist despite o Elow of
persome]. across thes, snd stble; piratsting, and often vitally imporcant R
social relations are maintained across such boundaries and are frequently

based on the t ethnic statu ! it is not so

such that ethc distinctions depend on an abseace of wobility, contact,

Ami interaction, but rather that they enuu processes of exclusion and {,
o vhunby dtacrete categortes are aintained, Given this

point of view, Barth concludes that the critical. focus of mmug.:m in
the f£1e1d of etnicity “becoaes the ethuic bowdary [Barth's emphasis) that
defines !-he group, mot the cultural stuff that it encloses. The boundaries
t shich v mst give our atteation are of éouree docial boundaries, though -



they may have' territorial counterparts” (1969a: 15). Barth does mot

suggest that processes of acculturation md assimilation are noa-extstent,
since he recognizes that the clfural features -that sigaal e poadiey” . 3
betueen groups may change. In this respect; bis view docs:gst centlict
uith the concept of integration or the fact.that h-utlnt edmic groups
"may undergo considerable change. However; Barth also argues that the |
‘persisteat ucho:ai{n:m{. betveen the members of an ethnic group and™~
numdm allovs us. to .pecuy the nature of confinuity, and tavestigate

\ the cn:n;mg cultural forn and cantent. - Stated othervise, Barth's . | -
_.ugguteai approach to ethnicity welcn;u- a 'positive' rather than a
'negative' viewpoint op‘th:v part of ioc{d sciénce n-urch;n, or a theme

of perststence of ethatc-identity and survival of sthuiic groipeids opfoesd ¥
to the more comon, traditionsl these of loss of ethnic identity end total

asatatlation,
uthwah a step in the right direction, the new approach to ethnic
studies has yet to answer several !nomnt questions. Kolm, for example,
delineates at least au}:c major areas in the field of ethnicity that
urgeatly require careful examinationm, ;.nc.ludi.n; studies on_the dz-unphy
and ecnlngy of ethnic groups, their size, ‘composition, and distribution
(1973: 61). A -jor criticism of much of the nunl mxhxnpol.ngiul and ”
sociological literature has been. of insufficient Luveltlgntinn -into the
teaporal snd ‘spatial dinénetons of etinicity. Indeed, mas mthrnpolo;ilu
and sociologists, including Barth, have largely dismissed the possible, ) i
effects tiiat spatial boindardes nay have in the mature of th socisl
boundary and'on etmic boundary-maintenance. systems generally. —~More
linlfuntly, the new trend bas not yet résulted in general agreement as

to how one ean define ethode groups While Barth's sppFoach to the stuy |



. of er.hnid.ty my be m:ui:!vdy sound .\{d appealing, there fs need for dora.

emptrlul research bafo:e 1: can gain’ iverul nccepmm by soctal )

sc&en:htl‘ T o \\

with the of the. modern Appmach to the. . ! ae

study of. erhn.lb.i:y. have as: i : “the need for w s

74 greater undex-stnnding of the sactal and culturdl, E;aceues fhat have ¢ oni- (&
X LI Y
traditionally been vikv:d‘us essentially non-geographical .end, hehce, -

Gutside the realn of geographical research [(Brookfield 1964; * Mikesell

1967; Sopher 1973; Sunderland 1974). Consequently, the “more recent”

. eal studies on havé \zeen y
3 ¥

~,zn name, fod- they hxve expibited a gréater inderstanding.of, and '~

. Tee 1
reliance on, concepts dev by and sociologists (e.g.

~ Bjorklund 1964; Doeppers 1967; Jakle and Wheeler, 1969; Cybrigsky 19705 -
Meintg 1971). Bjorklund,states that exmlnstion ;yf_ the spatial context ’ ’
_and_the relatedness of c;]:c:xre forms, features, and other. expreasions of
Beople reflecting!distinctive vays of life, ylelds evidence of the Value
of a geographical appraisal of culture (1964: 227) stgtlarly, Doepyers‘

& !uggel:a that the study of ethnicity is v fascinsting. “theae “for the - o

; cultural geographers ‘since it m’yvide#- readi Lset, of gsog:lphic.ll

* questdons, -such as that of the spatial express of & e:pm copmmity;

B 7 and how areal patterus. night reinforce the identity of a social group.

vl - § Meinig' 1 atudy of the American Saumuut 1 'perhaps: as lwpormnt “in I‘.lle

A modern geogtaphical approach to ethnicity as 1s Barth's'in the tgcent
- lnny]lropolo‘ial Hterdtise,  In. the Forver verk, the suthor:atésupta to; -

underatand and reconcild the role of both social snd~gpatial boimdarits n .




", a'significant @

o i ¥
: b
he retention of ethnic identity. For' example, although he notes that-

o

he Pueblo Indian identity has been reinforced by .strong spatial boundaries,
initially imposed by the American govermment in the form of reservations,
he also recognizes that' the Indians' determination'and willpower have been

equally significant in their survival as an ethnic group (1971: 131,89).

" Meiniz's emphasfs on both social and spatial group interactions constitutes

A

from the 1 1 approach to

ethnicity which did nat go beyond the mapping of correlations between the

changing distribution of ‘diverse ethnic groups and/ cultural.features in

_the landscape and bettlément pattern. Given the need for a better

\ ‘ gt
understanding of how demographic and,spatial factors can affect ethnicity
and ‘ethnic groups, Meinig's study is a model.upon which future geographical

research could possibly be'byilt. Unlike Meinig, whose study was

at,a m level, it is essential, however, that future research

on -ethnicity be ata le.
ghndelty

Work conducted. prinarily at a micro-lével better facilitates the task

of establishing criteris useful in defining ethrilc groups and 1n describing's

more precisely,local ethnic boundaries and shifts. For example, vallke

4as noted that the study of French-Canadian cormuniti.es outside Quibec can -
be greAtly distorted if data are collected on a. provincial ‘scale. He adds
that."in the atudy of ethaic grollplugn it 1s necessary in most capeg I:n‘

or ni (19712

foeus on mu:ll smaller units than
xsa»us). Noreover, data from micro-studies can b gad s appropriately

far 1tural d has already the

potential valué of the comparative approach and the use of local studles in
the general field of human geography (196i; 1964 3uf). His conclusions
are alsd undoubtédly applicable to the field of ethnicity, in which'there is

e e g i

;
:
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- still not enough research and informaticn to lend universal support
to Barth's hypothesis on etiffiicity and ethnic grop ideatity.

Much of the modern research on has been

. concerned with urban ceitres nui the ethnic ghettos and neighbourhoods
they contain, In the Yorth e P L s has been mu
research, and there u still not’ ewuzh 1information on. sl.hnid: sxnupu

1 preunl:ly living in n.m areas. Cnnuqu!nr.l.y there is a gap in the

wider of 1 md of how spatial

 boundaries may’ vastgbly afféct ethnic groups. . Without more research in' o
all types of reglons, 4t will be impossible to decipher vhether spatial
bowmdaries are ciitical in rural as well as urbmn settisgs. Finally, =

much of the present. geographical literature is still overly concerned

with describing ethaic aad not with analyzing
the soctal, cultural, sad political processes tavolved 1n the seneste of ]
these and theix o1 £ i I
article, for exmple, liaits itielf lirpely to the level of spatisl . .
diseribution at ethaic groups in Globeville, and the author deals: uuy o
zarginall dth the conceptual framework of ethnietty. Hovever, 1if G
ethntc research 1s to be developéd in husan geography, then clearly A
geugrnybzz'ru‘ will have to-becone ‘more wiliing ‘to grapple with such’ o
questions as how one a%n?“e. an ethnic group. . 5

5 . a -

s X i J G & )
The major objective of this thesis is to demonstrate the relevance -to

¢
thesis and the new approach to ethnicity, through an

geography of Barth
mnin-ﬂm of the e'alunon of an ethnically dl“ru popuhtim on the
isolated Lower' llorzll Shore of Québec frm inllhl pe I!(ﬂ._!t utly
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e in the nineteenth-century. The Lover'North Shore is sitiated in the

northeastern corner of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, between the villages of
Kégashka and, Blanc-Sablon, the. edstern-most settlement: in Québec (Fig. 1.1)s

Thé -area has a present-day population of over 5,000 which is' grouped in 15 -

dtscrete coastal séttlenents scattered over 224 miles of shoreline.’ - The - 3L
 mulet-ethnicfhackground, the present bilingual (English/French) clurac:er 7

and religtous diversity of e Lover North Shore, and 'tté continuing’

social and econonic links with both mainlan nnd ‘ulmd-ﬂewfoundhnd, “make
o it a,uiique aréa of stidy within the province of Québec, :mue more than ©

80% of the popwlation is ! to sbout only 20% on the ¢

Lower. North Shote). md where the mjorﬂ‘.y of the non-French populnticm 1:

concentrated montly in Che urbm area of' Honnéal and its envlrunl, 1atgely i~
B |

use Eastern Toppah

ips.: The Long tistory of close, continual eqntact and

B il\cernctinn between the French and mgmh-.peakug residents on the Lower

North ﬂmre_, and their axnvn involvement in I.he pnl}tiul and[tummic

‘evolution of thie region, provides a laboratory for,the analysid of ./

inter-ethnic grotp relations. There have been few attempts by either

gengraphetu or othier ‘social scientists to exantne, at-the Tocal folk level, T
. the higtorical develogaent of F:ench-l!ngl!.uh relatiops in Canada,’ despite

r.he obvxoua importance of this theme Ln contmpnrnry Canadian society.
. Fleldvork for the present study vas restricted to the five eastern-
. most settleménts on the Store, by'the lh‘ui_cundlnwd-hbrudnr boundary:

nmc-sm.a'n Lourdesdu-Blanc-Sablon (comnénly known ss either Lourdes or

lansue-l’ohl(s), B!ldote. Middle Bay and St. Paul's River (Fig. 1.2). These

, ar’e the only five contiguous settlepents on the l.over Shore connected by a

s8¢ road, although the bridge linkidg St. Paul's River to the end of the road
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on lhe east bank of the river hld yet: w be realized when x:he iieldmrk

was ccmpleted. * Each settlement menticned 1nc15u1ee not le \that

P

specific 1o:auon, but also the L posts whoge
eventually merged with those of the five principal séttlements. .- Hence,

. Blanc-Sablen includes the posts of l’ninte-nu-l’uts.\)lle-é-Boia, and

Greenly Island; 'Lourdes encompasses the posts of Gulch Point and 1'Anse-
awx Dunes; - Bradore consiats of Bradore Platn, Bassin Island, and “Bradore

Baj; vhile Middle Bay includes Belles-fooura. St. Paul's River

encompasses all of the islands.in the Archipclngo as well as the mainlund

‘pom of Five Leagues, Little Fishery, o0 Salics Bag.! The population

in this area. includes elements of all thiee religto-ingustic groups
present on the Lover North Shore today: ‘Francophone Gatholics, Anglophone
Catholics, and Anglophone Anglicans. These three groups are partly an

analgam of a more culturally diverse population originally occupying this |

" short strip of shore, giving m apposite background for an examination;

at the nicro-level, of the geography of ethoic group interaction.

%pir teavel 18 the only year-round means of travel on the Lower North Shote,
Water-based transport is available in the summer months, and snowmobiles in
vinter. .The availability of all forms of transportation 18 dependent on
the weather. . During the two month perdod of freeze-up and break-up of ice,
there is usually no available means of tramsport. i
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) CHAPTER II°

THE FORMATION OF PERMANENT
Pre-Settlement: 1470-1820

The first Europeans to frequent Lover North Shore ‘on a regular

basis were Basque whalers and cpd fishernen, vho reportedly visited thase

vnteu fxum ‘as early as 1470 (Chambers 1912 12), They were joined

later l.u “the” 16Lh centufy by mu;ratory smnnh and French (including

s

to the Gulf nf

th‘ were also 1t

Breton and Norman,

century with the diminishing pover. of spa, in the North

Eic (Blanger 1971; Insits 193). The Freach-based Basque ‘Etahety T
nuud much longer, but.like 1n Spanish cmmrpnx(, it -.- affected >
by the bnitﬂlty of the lckuo- on- the hbndm' coast, the qaetiu.m of .
the mluh and the Dutch, and u-m.-un; stocks of v i g in the Gulf
(Bélanger w1s’ 96-97_). The Fredch fishery, oa the dher haid, sontisved

to operate !.n some p%xn of the Gulf until dn ‘sent century. Innis
writes that the French fishery faded for a perlnd after 1770, and that 1
1778 1t ‘sutfered badly from the dumcc;on of the ports ‘of St. Plerre and
Mquelon.. He lddl that the retreat of the French fxom Cape \Prewn and

other areas dn the Bulf, including the Lowér North Shore, résilted in the
rapid occupation of these aress by the British (Innis 1954: 185). . The
Eaglish (Heat Comtry) f1shery had watil then been concentrat \-uny o

the Atlatic cossts of Newfowndlsnd and Labrador, and only marginally in

the vaters of the Gulf, With the British takeover of oat of the land




English and the Jerse: became the major

surrounding the mu,/z
Eurdpean exploiters /oE the Gulf's marine regources, except along the’ '
“French Sha}e 6% Newfoundland where the Freach continued to £isH, -
“Eanch Shore" vas firet creatéd in 1713, vhen the Treaty of Utrecht
granfed France the right, to fish on a specific-section of the: Nesfoundland
“coast; subseqient treaties altered the extent of this sh?re until. moa
vhen it vas aboldshed altogether (Tompson 1961; " Provse 1895 ’539-564).
Although the extenaive and highly produ/ctlve Basque, Spanish, andgg.
French fisheries entailed the ctutigp'of posts along the entire outhern
coast of the Labrador Periinsula, from Sept-Iles on the present-day Upper

North: Shore to Red Bay on the Newfoundland-Labrador, 1t is essential to

note that none ever led to The
2 ¥

used the shore only in the of dry-fish, flakeg and
stages'as well as structures that could accommodate the men who were

imolved 1n this process during the summer months. Some historisns have

that the between Eskisos and Europeans

sl bt wioet Dponethis v antobiinh periassit sevuntunde: © Glaibds; ob

exanple, réports that the Bskimos continuved to harass the Europeans stationed

uthern Labrador cosst even after the Conquest.

At' that time, it is said the Esquimaux so__
infested the Straits of Belle Isle that it was
not safe for a_ fishing vessel to go there alome.
An organized band of Esquimaux came each sumer
from the north, ostensibly for the purpose of
_trading, but they generally contrived to obtain
very much more of the coveted European goods by
strategem and force than.they didiby fair means.
Their plan was to creep along the coast
endeavoring to £ind some unsuspecting fishermen
w1+ . to make a sudden descent upon thm g
in the hope that the fishermen would ab.
their property and flee (Chambers 1922+ 96-87).
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More recently, Thornton has also suggested that the European migratory
fisheries never managed to develop “an integrated, year-round pattern of

resource which umld 1y attract and maintain a

restdent populatioa™ (197: 9). _Since codfishing cn the southern Labrador’
is restricted to a two to three zonth perdod in the sumer, the early
nigratory fishernen were faced \rlch/.‘bul'f econonte problem: how to
survive through the long-wifiter months on. the income derived solely from the

sumer fmmm. nem(uj the migu:ury fishermen, regardlesi of their |
) ...uun.ucy, could not essily remove themselves from a seasonal pattern of
resource exploitation that centred primarily on the codfishery. —Indeed,
the ‘Basque, Spanish; French; as well as British fisheries had been pernitted
to-develop and expand within a rigid framework that vas controlled mafnly
_from Eurgpe and which officially precluded any imvolvement in such land-
based activities as the fir trade. Black, for example, ea—m;_. on the
British and Newfoundland attempts to prevent permanent settlesent on the
labrador coast; he suggests that lrir.hh regulations, such as. those
,m]md by Palliser;. the Governor. o@mund. 1a 1765 were designed
primarily to promote the British fishery, safeguard the interests of the
British fish merchants, and provide the Royal Navy with a training school
in the New World (1960: 267-268). N
The Freach, who controlled mch of the lmd-mass surrounding the Gulf

throughout most of the 17th and early 18th centuries, vere even more

 concerned to protect the migratory codfishery and separate it from the land- : K
based exploitation of resources by French merchants and fur traders. 3

. Bélanger, for instance, writes: g B . i
- ) s
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. . avec les beso: croissants de 1& colonie
de lA Nouvelle-France, erts-en grande partie par
les profits de la traite des fourruves, il fallait

« - réglementer le commerce et &viter la concurtence.

Deé plug, gu début du XVIIle siecle, un commandement

wilitaire fut établi-au Labrador pour faire observer

certains réglements, protéger les pécheurs etyarbitrer
leur disputés. L'ére de la grande libertd du commerce

était révolue ' (1971: 79).

ALthough the (French) Basque £shernén had becone invoived in the fur

trade with the- Indian populatidfs around the Gulf, they vere officially

prohibited from doi.r‘a; 50 after -1598 vhen France began, to send governor

md‘vice/~reiu to its newly-created wlmies‘ in the Gulf region Fnd in
4 the St. Lawrence ‘valley (Bélanger 1971: 115-120).

On the southern coast of the Labrador Peninsula, the French vere

espectally in ing the land-based explol of the region's
resources from the ship-based, migratory fishery by establishing a series of
_seigneuries and concessions that eventually_encompassed the whole length of
the lteoral, The Firat such selgmeutis vas the "Terre ferne do Mingan:,
granted to Frangois Blesot in 1661 It encompassed the Tale aux Oeufs and
the natnlend from Sept-Tsles to "Grande Anse . ¢ . od les Espagols font

la péche. [p day Bradore Bay]" (Great Britain, Privy

Cowetl 1927; vol. VII, F15-3787). Tn 1702, Legardeur de Courtémanche wa
) eraited a ten-year concestion that tncluded, the entire area between Kégastka !
on the pr;sey:-gay western Lower North Shore, and Hamilton Inlet, on the
Newfmdi.md-ubxq;ai. . This area vas fubsequently divided ¥nto smaller
. conicessions which were usually given to merchants and “traders. from New
France.  Through their royal graats, the seigneurs &nd cmﬁeusim—holderu
of Labrader enjoyed "exc?ive" rights to the fur trade and to the sedentary
~deal and salson fisheries in their respective reglons. Camsequeatly, viile
- the migratory mm £4shery was allowed to continue its operatim in the




i
Guif, 1t vae dEEcult for any one dadiyidusl to establish hinself anyvhere
o the Shore since he 'vas forbidden to: explott its fesources. The

Setguenss’ snd concesston-holders did. pice Yengagés" to work in the veal and
salmon fisherlea, but their contracts did not usually e;:cend for more than
two 'sumers and one vxnter, and they’w{ere also subject to-exclusive seigneurial
rights and ‘privileges. The engagés had to rematn on the Shore during ‘the
ul.ntﬁmnﬂls stnce the segl fishery (held in Decenber-January and May—Jme) .
and the fur trade both required manpover duridg this pericd. In thia

. ‘respect, the failure of the Feench to establish perament wettlennts on the
Labrador coast as well as the nature of their activitics in that region are

§ ) A
perhaps linked to the'loss of Fran

.colonial.empire in the Gulf and in
the st., Lawrence Valley. Easterbrock and Aitken maintain that

concentration on the fur trade diverfed
resourceg avay from other lines of ‘activity and
prevented New France. from developing 4s a source of
supply and a market for the rest of the Fremch *
colonial empire. Rapid expansion into the inur!.or
vas achieved only at  the expense of consolidation
and integration (1965: 90).

Indeed, had the French migratory Hishery been allowed to flourish completely
without hindrance fron the land-based fur trade mid the sedentary seal

i, it obe AR F ‘ENe eI odbY, perksIEE BLRE R . e
Lower North Shore would likely ha‘vg taken precedence over,the creation of
the trading ind sesling posts.. More importantly, the establishuent of
permanent gettlements in that area wuld probably have_ssgired France's
continued po-uu(x'm of most of the Labrador Peninsula since it would .1-}
Bave ireatid's dieest scanonts Caasket) Liik betvesn thie agricul tizally-based
réatdent populatiea of the St. Lawrince Valley and the iiritine-based
population of the Labrador coast, shere the land is not auitable for large-

scale cultivation (Basterbrook, and Aitken 1965: 58-63; 107-108). %



After the Conquest 101763, thie Labrador seigneuziu and mncemone(
inttially pusned into the hands of British merchants established in
‘Montréal and Québec City. zvennuuy, however, most of these were held ‘y
" ety a fgu major|conpantes such as Lysburner and Grant of Quétec City uho‘
by 1784, already held a‘nonopoly on the f1shing rights of all the sesllng

posts fron Petit-Hbeatina to Black ey, fn the Newfuundland-!.abrado:. [
" then the latter fim expanded intothe Labrador Company in 1807, the nme‘
fishi.ng right.s were retained on all the posts of .the present Lower North | 1
Sioes, e e baon eeptisuiof ge: Pandis Rbvertild was puied by ;s
Lloyd Brothers (l}lambenj 1912: 103). According to Fortin, the Lloyd's
purchased the saluon post of :St. Paul's River in 1774, ~They held ifuntil

the death of Nathaniel Lloyd in 1826 vhen his adopted somy{ouls: Chevalier,

tnherited both the post and the righits to the Saigin tlabery,
also owied all the dslands in the St. Biul's River tpe Lag
. were apparently abandoned to squatters in the 18208 (Fortin 186!
The persisting monopoldstic -control of the Liver North Shore wmder the \
| British régime effectively curtailed permanent settlenent until 1820 vhen
the' Labrador -Conpany.went bankrupt and vas forced to rélinquish all its
b posts to its fomer employees o to squstters. Thus; after more than three
L centuries of Biropean contact and éxploitatim, the Lower North Shore vas

finally opened up to éﬂe per;mnent settlement; over the next 70 years or

50, the area sav a colltinued inflax of popixllt{m‘ B
&N

1820-18%0 - ' . N

. Permanent Settlemen \

The gettlement of the southern coast of the L.b:}dgr Peninsula,

5 ¢ w o N
b including the pi day southern brador Goast and the

[ Lover snd Middle North Shores, may be viewed a5 a geographical, continuum
AN

AN

\

.

The Lloyd's,



.eastern 'Lower North Shor

\numher ot French-Ganadians, wl'dht to the mac\oﬁ sc Pauf's River

(Fig. 151).  The Newfoundland~Labradof coast and the Middle North.Shore
constitute tvo well-defined poles at edther end of this continuum, whue
the Lover North Shore serves as a borderlamd or infermedtaté zone. A -
trickle of settlets began t arrive-on the Newfomdland-Labrador ‘coast ' -

shuuly after the start of the 19t century, ﬁ:aru! pemnent settlemeht

on the Lover | Nnr:h Shore wvas begun af ter 1520. and only mer 1854 on the

Midile North Shore:l  Moreover, in tetms of thelr origins, the new
\ﬂm

settlers on d-Labrador coast included mostly
Newfoundlanders and West Country English, together with a smaller number

of Jerseymen; those on the\diddl: North Shore consisted largely of

Acaitens fron the Wigdalen Islands andthe Baie des Chaleurs, some French-
Canadians, and a few Jerseymen. By contrast, the settlers on the Lowes

North Shore formed a more heterogeneous populatien that inctuded neibers
£ all the groups listed sbove. On the Lover North\Shoré specifically,
the tharacteristics of pernanent settTenent alao d:ffaz from the eastern~
most i&k the Shore to its present water lntts, \
As un‘:e}u\mle 2.1, permanent settlement on. the Loved\ North Shore

i ; : .
was characterieed by twb distinct perdods of in-migration. On\the

rom the present—day villages of St. Faul's
Rirer €0 Blanc-Sablon,  the Lr\st forty yeara (1820-1860) saw a conpBind

st:um oi mostly lruiah-bem (dncluding fetsey) gettlers and a smaller

i ) \ {

LPor an atcount. of ‘the settlément of thé present-day unuthern llewfo\mdhnd—
Labrador codst, see Patricia A. Thornton, "The Evolution of InitiaX .
Pernanent Settlement on the Strait of Belle Isle" (Harlov, England:
unpublished manuscript), 1974; for a siailar accomt of the hiddle North |
Shorer ste Paul Charent, Eeologle ciltuelle de la Cotaord du Colte selne:
Lauent (Québect Undversité LavaD) , B7Z. :




teatured.a

. ‘Archipelago, the £irat perdod of in-ri
., °
~ French-Canadian £low of

.from the rural coumties of Québec,
prlmatﬂy ‘Berthler, mmgny,m 'Ielet (lavote 1877: 85).

e .
o g Tublz

Origins of initial permanent settlers on the °

Lover North Shore: 1820-1890°

~ower Torth swores Mo~

. T 180-1860 i 1860-18%0,
’ " Stidy Ares, “lower . . Stulj:Area , . Low
L e North: Shore* North shore* 3
England and Septland . 15 5 R 0"
Channel Islands 4 cl3 <L 0.
.-Newfoundland -1 1 E 23 33
Québec 12 7 1. 1
Yagdalen Islunds L2 13 ) 0,
other areas 4 « 3. c b 0" %
other parts of * 5 b i N
Lover North Shore 0 L gl e L
% ‘romALs - 38 2 A :
*Excluding study ares; source: Charest 197b. '
Imiannt fanilies uumted 8 one (1) wmit. e

In the ucnnd perdod of in-ﬁigntiml (1860-1890) the entire Lower Hor:h
Shore, 1ike the Newfoundland-Lsbrador coast at aban: :h= same ume, was’

setitled by English-spéaking Nevoundlanders. Hovever, ' vest of the St.’

Faul's River Archipelago, this secondperiod vas marked by a general

decline in the total number of new settlers vheress in-migratic
. - N

esrlter periad Bf settlement. . ‘Indeed, ‘in the




g ot River Archipelaga. Mére , the
¥ - of permanent settlement along this east-west cmt!.nmm were closely

related to the changing economic comditdcng that vixiably atfected the,

. dlfferent regions almg the extensive southern Labrado cdast
thrnughnut the 19th century.’'
Petor eo abotit 1860, e pmduutive seal1shery along the,entire §

Lover North Shore cmsuzmd the ‘single, most imporkant dmpetus’ to

permanent settlement. . For example, in a paper. originally presented in

1841, Saiuel Robertson, a native of the Labrador coast, reports:

I have observed ... . that’for the last ten
years, there has been a_considerable increase -both .
—_ in proddce and settlers. There ig now in the first,
X e huud.red and £4€ty niles from the Province line,
r . s <sbout f: more or.less
. . . Bhitefly udenmry seal fisheries . . . . (Robenszm
) y 2855::35). - A

' Simflarly; in.his Figheries report fur 1857, Fortin remarks: - .
« " 14 Les piches-de Loyp-mariy. Etablies depuis .

- . lmgtanp- dans la Baje. de Bradore rapportent beaucoup,

: + ', surtout celle de M. -Randell Jones qui a produit .

® . quelquefois nll-deli de 2,000 luug—ﬂlri.nn (!‘nttin

s £ mﬁ‘;,np) S 9
" “The salaon fmery, ‘whtch tas especially ptodm:tive in-the archipelagos ‘of
G, St. Paul's River and St. Augustin (Charest 1970: 73), folléved the seal.

. fshery as a lewndnny gource of attraction vhereas the cod fishery vas

. L2 énly mintnally mpornnc, ‘at least:as xegards the fornation of mum

_permanent” settlement. Famn. for &.ﬁuzfzca, ‘states that in 1862, the

T residerit’ population of the Loyer North Shore exploitéd principally the
seal aid salaon fisherics, apd paid little atteatim’to cod 862: 76).
There 15 ¥io Woubt:that there vas an ubundmce of cod Along the Lover Shore

throughout ‘this peuoa. but-it 4s equally certain the cnd tiliery was not,




“ st . =

and ulﬂon fisheries’ Hhich yemltted the uttlen to eauhu.-h thenselves”
o

more quickly “cn

“\'z\\eun accomt” - that s, to beconé-ecarontcally
viable and. independmt/ 2 ) w >

The pattern of permanent. settlement on most-of the Lover North Shore
before 1860 Qeﬂgcced the earlidr spitial distribueion of neimeuries:md
concessions' during the French and-British rE‘gma. The new netdem

usually established thems2lves 1m‘livld\ll11y in the same n}utially .extensive

manner r_ru: the peru;d of

and which took into accownt the amount of upace wequir d for an efficient
exploitatfon of the'-seal and salvon Fisheries, arigi.nnlly set by the Freach
aa abiout three leagues on e!.f.her stde of the seal or salmm post., ";u -

smilurity 15 underatamilble since most of thé settiers who arrived.on. the

Shore between 1820 and 1860 were F h- who had previously worked

. the new settlers. had worked as sailors on ships which serviced the Lover

Hozdx Shore and’ were therefore fxmilm with the are: wealth nf seals and

S

« 5 " .
as mngagés for the concession-holders. Charest also maintains that some of

salman (1972. 39) He udds :hut the gmigra:!ﬂns irtm luth er, Montmagny,

and I'Inle: mte greatly affected by ov:rpopnllation in thnse r\ltnl parishes

md uu: my GE the’ emiguncs opted for re—settlemmt on the Labndcr

coast Tather r.han\in the Dn!.ted States.” The Acadien settlers who ér!ived

4n mlle: numbem

N
bt cheif mjur incentive for moviag there care from sn oppresaive, social

"Zgor data on the revenues \;bmnen' from the, seal, 6alnon, .cod, and other

fisheries on the Lower North Shore in the nid-19th century, see Charest
1970. 75- 73;‘ 1972: 5‘5-95‘

ze\ uimﬂarly 'forced' to emigrate to the Labrador coau:,

e
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and econonic situation in the Magdalen Islands at about the same time
(Hubert 1936: 108). -

Contemporaneous with. this initisl phane of perianest settlement, .
there appeared a series of British-based mercantile establishoents which

werg basically interested in’exploiting the extensive cod fishery of the

labrador. coast, These merchdnt firms were concentrated mostly on the
45 ;

eastern linits of the present-day Lower North Shore and on the vestern

Nevfoundland-Labrador coast (Fig. 2.1). Mofeover, they vere contralled

. piimarily By Jerseymen, who operated either directly fron Jersey Island
or from other points within the Gulf; usually the Gaspé Peninsula (more
specifically, the Bae des Chaleurs). According to Bost sources, the
firn of DeQuétteville vas first to operate on what is now the Lover North

E ]
Shore. ' The Reverend Browne suggests that this was a branch opened in

Blanc-Sablon in 1779, five years after DeQuetteville had begwn a sinilar:
‘operation at Forteau, on the Newfoundland side of the border (1909: 52).

other Jersey f; became established in the 19th century, including those

oi Edouard Léfevbre, vhich was'in operation at Mah Point around 1822,

and LeBouthillter ‘et frires, which was opened in 1ass. The firm of |

Bobin-and Compasy. folloved shortly thereafter with a branch of its
based 'in Long By 1852, three other .
Fruing

o

Jersey establishments were also in operation in the same area:

1nd Conpany 1n Longue-Pointe, John Syvret at Gulch Point, and Philippe
4 and Coupany which had bratches in both Blanc-Sablon and Longue-

; Brﬂvne 1909: 52' Huard 1897. 172). The~ N

te (Fortin 1853: L-

teey firms remainéd in Enll epe:atlnn until about 1&73 vhen the crash *

the' Banque Unlon of Jersey forc;d nany. of then intaabankruptq (Innis
A s

' 1 . 3 " A N
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1954 413). Hubert, for example, writes that DeQuetteville, whose
operation on the Strait of Belle Isle had once had an annual turnover of
s than smp..ooo, was completely ruined by the crash of the Bangue
Union, of which he was a principal stockholder (1926: 111). Many of
the Jersey firns remained in operation after 1873, but this date signalled
the start of a gradual abandonment-of their large-scale fishing
enterprises both o the Labrador -coast and elseshere in the Gulf, such
that by the early 20th century, most of these firms had disappeared
completely from the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon region. g ’

.Durm-g the years that they vurg»iype?t!m. the Jersey firms were

both directly and for sone

settlers to the Labrador coast. = For example, in the 1849 Journals of .
the Newfoundland House of Assembly, it was estimated that "at ‘the four
Jersey houses in Blanc-Sablon, the principal gmx}.g station on the' -
Labrador . . ., there were upvards of 300 ishabitants durtag the {sumer
£4shing] sesson” (in Thornton 1974: 16). Breton states that mich of

the recruitment of these men was conducted in the Gaspé Peninsula, the

Magdalen Islands, ‘well as Lévis and Montmagny, two of the riverine

paruhu of Qnébe: (1968a: 31). 'Similarly, the nbb( !aan;d reports that
during his voyage of 1858 the establishments. of wmnmuu and YeBroeq .
enplnyed ‘hundreds of French-Canadian and Jersey fishermen; he: adds that
by this time several "mﬂ“ﬂl" families had nlrndy buflt houses in the
‘voisinage" and, fished on their wn-'lcconn: (1917: 96). Although it is
obvious that not all of the men e-pluyad by the Jersey firms m-i.ned on

the Shore as ttl several in the St. hul'--

lunc-Slblm Tegion were able to specify a direct link between thua

. : A -
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) © g,
" merchant establishments and the arrival and subsequent permanent residence

of their first ancestor on the Lower North Store. Thus, the original
pemyxie;'; and Lavallée's of Blanc-Sablon, the Legresiey's of Lourdes,
anil the Joncas's of Bradere all ‘arrived on the Lover NorthiShore by
inttially vorking, sither as cod fishernen or as ageats, for one of the -

% " A
Jersey firms in the Blanc-Sablon area, 'The Letemplier's, Lavallée's, and

" Joncas's appear to have come to thé Lover-Shore via the Caspé Peninsula,

while the original Legresley apparently ‘cane directly from Jersey Tsland.
In-the eastern-neighbouring reglon of the Strait. of Belle-Isle, vhere
English merchan firms were also n operation intil aroud the 1840s, it
would appear that a greater proportion of the . permanent settlers arrived
"by néans of mercastile-estsblishments. For exaiple, Thornton reports
that by 1670 there were at least 55 British-born (tncludtog 41 English and
14 Jersey) settlers in this area (1974: 19,°34). Ou- the other hand, it
1s estimated that throughout the entire period.of in-migration on c.he
Lover North Shore (mzo-mo). thege were taly 22 Britich (incliding 17
\nguzh and 5 Jersey) settlers in the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon, region,
compared to 8 such -e:um in the area between Kégashka and the $t. Paul's
River Archipelago (Table 2,1). . Although it hlu already been stated that
the Jersey firns also recrulted French-Canadiani and Acadiens from other
reglons 4 Québec and in the Gulf, 1t vas shown earlier that the majority
of the latter settled the Lover North Shore independently, having worked
. the:e either as engagés or as sailors dux!.nn the period of non-permanent’

ol:r.\lp&ti.on Hubert, for mmple. writes:




an -

. Vers. 1840, le cfpmm Leséelleur, Agent de
Quetteville, s'avisa\d'aller engager des ‘picheurs des
Iles de la Madeleine ' pour. pécher au cent.. LeBouthillier
> . suivit son exemple| |Ils leur fournissaent barge,
3 bovette, etc.,‘ et l\nu payaient . .., moitié en effets,
moitié en argent . . .| Un vaisseau:les allait chercher
aux Iles au cemencqnenz de juin pour les y raméner vers
1a fin d'acft .\. . Les Madelinots avaient.ainsi
1'avantage de connaitre toute cette partie de la CSte-
Nord du Labrador et de Terre-Neuve; mais 1ls n'allafent
pas au’deld de Nnushqunm Telle fut 1’or1.g!.ne de leur
énigrnlvn sur la Cete-llord (1926: 112).

The BELtish settlers, on the other hahd, vere relativelj new to the Gulf
of St. Lawrence, and it is believed that the majority of them arrived on
the Labradok coast as' enployee. of the. Jeraey afd English establishments. -
"Most of ‘those who settled the area permanently subsequently abandoned their

position with the merchant firms and became sedentary seal and salmon®

. ; i
N,mha Jersey estab , and to-a lesser degree

thie English perchant £irms, played an integral £6l6 1n the pemsnent
settlenent of the Lover North Shore.  In’the St. Paul's-Blanc-Seblon
region, bfor example, these firms were crucial in changing the pattern of
settlement, as it nn‘ oecirring on the Lover m;é. Shore generally, into'a

very localized process whereby British rather than French-Canadisn settlers

¥
doninated the initial-period of (1820-1860). L t 1y,

these £irms also contributed in turming tHe first perdod of permanent

-setsleient fn thig region from a m—g'egy French-speaking to at least's
'bﬂmﬁml' phase. Stated othervise, the Bri:hh-u;ehmt firms influenced

the initial pattern of dettlement on the entire.gouthern coast of the

Labrador mn:h that Eng! peaking ‘settlers the eastern=

most: reaches of the coast vhilst peaking settlers a
nu-uy on the -u:em limits nf this region, at least throughout nha firat

half of the 19th century,




during this decade:

Thornton further l?vé\ulzel that for thnse‘utl;lern that came ons

their own, the merchant firms vere an essential ingredient in 'permitting"

these settlers to remain on the coast the year-round, She writes:

It is very doubtful if the individual seal

£ishermen who chose. to remain and settle permamently-

at this time could have done so, if it had not been for

the trading organization of the British Isles merchants

in the ‘area, to whom'they could trade their seal oil for
-_provisions and gear. A combination of factors was now

coming into play which would allow the occupants to remain

in the area and evolve the commercial initiative required for

subsequent ‘internal. development, in place of ‘a purely

exploitive occupancy, directed from outside (1974: 17). .

In the area west of the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon reglon, where there vere . 5
only a few-merchant firms established, it is doubtful that the Jersey and /
English establishments were as influential in this respect as they were g

i )
on ‘the Strait of Belle-Isle. However, itinerant traders and.migratory . *:

flshernen frequented theae waters annually and-also possibly played a

cructal role in an , year-round pattern of resource
exploitation that facilitated the formation of permanent settlement west
of the St. Paul's River Archipelago. : :

During the 18609, the returns from :ye seal and salmon fisheries began
to dininish ‘greatly, Reduced catches in these mmu_u; resulted from the .-,
cver#exyloguclm vhich folloved increases.in the population of the posts,

Charest adda that climatic changes also greatly affected the seal fishery ¢

Ces étaient
"3 des causes prise des.
Blaces hitive, dégel tardif, permanence des glaces
jusqu'd la fin de juin 2'certaines années (1970: 73).

After 1870, the cod Fishery becime the primary activity and the major

‘source of Tevenue for all the settlers already ‘established permanently on
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the Lover North Shore.. The geal and salmon fisheries were a1l
explotted after this Devdod; bk sy veve EleEly Becosdary Forms of,
activity except in. certain areas such: as Ln'hhatléte, vhere the Robertson's
conn.nued to prosecute the seal fishery as-their chuf occupntiol\
(8éaucage 1970),-and 1n St. Paul's River, vheré the Chevulur'v'hmily, the
original owners of the post, jrsisted satnly as saloon fishernan il
very- recently. : E

The changin’ resource-base of. the southern Labradsr: coast during the
‘second hal€ ‘of the-19¢th ceatury is closely related to the changing
pattems of settlement ou the Lover North Shore during this same period.
Indeed, sany of the Franch-Canadian  and Acadien fani}tes who had settled

the Lover North Shore as seal and salnon ‘fishernen prior to 1860 emigrated-

fron thedr posts and settlenents after-this date. Husrd, for'example,
reports that the Acadien families of Kfashka abandened that post in 1871
and 1872, and were replaced in the fdlloving year by several Newfowdland
fanlies (197: 440).  Similarly//Chavest states that almost half the -
. Fantltes of Téte-3-la-Baietne retumed to their former hometn Berthier in
the catly 18706 as a result of consecutively poor fishing seasons in the
1ate 18608 (1970: 84). The Nevfoundland settlers, who, for the most part,
tiad been primarily active-in the cod fishery in Newfoundland, were
attracted to the Lover North Shore by the area's reputed abumdance of cod,

which had beea 'until then an aliost wntapped resurce. for the permanent

settlers of the pre-1660 perfod, The problem of overpopulation on the , -

east coast of Newfoundland. and the availability of land (much of it '
recently abindoned) on the Lover NorthShore constituted additional motives
(Charest 1970: 40; - Thornton 1974: 49-50).' In'his report for 1874,

 Lavole weites:
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e . e

ou attedian de -
Terreneuve a Kegashka P anl\e-EapEtnl\ce, odde N
. péches abondantes et de bonnes terres offrent de:
: grands attraits. Plusiers familles dé'Terreneuve
s'y sont déja &tablies depuis les deux dernidres
années - '(1875: 35).

* On the eastern Lower North Shore, and more, particularly on the presént-

day Newfoundland-Labrador coast, the continued presence of mercantile

establishments also to ! and to

in the perdod after 1860.. In the St. Paul's River Archipelago alome, there,
were at least two such establishments by the 1860s: the f!.rm qf Captain
g — vag’ founded tn Salnon Bay in 1865 and that of WE Whiteley and
 Company on ‘the island of Bonne-Espérance. ~According to Fortin, Captain
Dodge came from Newbury Port in New England, and had a total of 35 men,

in his during the 1865 fishing season.

i

Although both Fortin and' Charest maintain that his was en "important
establishaent", it is not known for hov long Captain Dodge remained in
operstisn ot 1Ebts crewn over ditvencel B proporEisin sinilar to those
of the Jersey firms to the east (Fortin 1866: 17; Charest 1970: 70).

The Whiteley enterprise vas.founded in 1863 and continued to’ operate
intil 1947, hen 1t was sold to the Standard Fish Company of Montréal.
More importantly, it is certain that the latter flm'pllyed a critjcal role
1n the peopling of the St. Paul's River Azchipelago. Willlan Henry Whiteley
vas a.native-of Boston who urrived on.the Lover North Shore as a child after
his father's death in 1844, He initially resided in Belles-Amours, near
Hiddle Bay, but liter soved elther to Goddird's Islhid or Buckle's Taland,
in the St Paul's River Archipelago, where he lived with his mother and
atep-father, both natives of the Labrador ‘cosst. After his o marriage in

1859, ‘Whiteley finally moved to Bonne-Espbrance where he later founded his




company. ~ Becausé of the familial nature of this enterprise,’the

Whiteley's eu_plo‘yed only a few men in the early years of operation, many .

of whon vere sent’ £xon Newfoundland.

Whiteley made the following entry:

2 boys for stage (1

stage" (Unpublished

. For exmple in hiu 1874 dinry.

"Sen: to s:. John's for 8 ﬁshzmen,

splitter; 1 salter); 1 glrl‘ for cook;

manuscript),

1 girl for

By the 1880s, however, the' family

rebnrds indicate that r]ieie h'ad'h‘aen a considerable increase both in the

size of the crevs and in the retums from the cod fishery (Table 2.2).

Huard maintaing: that the Vhiteley's employed as- many as 150, en in thedr

f1ahing operatio, but his figure seem exaggerated by compardson to the

Wiiteley fanily records (1897: 461).

Hareovex, it 1s important to note

that the Whiteley crews, like those of the’ or.her £irmg on the Labrador

coast, .oscillated from year to year depending on the availability of men,

the success of recruiting, as vell as the success of the codfishery for ‘both
5 < ; R

the preceeding year and the.present year of operation.

- Table 2.2 1
-Wiiteley operdtion on gtance: 1885-1900
Total No. .. Total'No.

Year _ of Men  Sharemen Boys Girls  Employed " -

1885 .. 72 ’ 9%

1886 104 140

1887 92 116

1892 | - 128

1893 3

1894 64 122

1895 - 50

1896 - 82

1897 - 7

1898 - 7

1899 - 87

1900

Catches of Fish
in Quintals
4173
3878

6849
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In 1882, Whiteley initiated the practice of moving toSt. John's
during the winter months, ‘returning to the Lower North Shore only during
the sumser £ishing seasons. ~ Although motivated by a personal comnitment
that centred primarilyon the education ‘of his children, the\deciding
Sustor £ vestds 4 NeVIAALERY vaB "that. the best fishersen came from
that cotzy ana‘xr was negessary to engage large crews to Qan'duc: [the]
groving [fantly] b\sa!.nena" (George Whiteley, wpublished manuscript) .
Thus, after this date the basic character of the Whiteley operation, uhich
‘had had until then a primarily local, Lover North Shore orfentation,
shifted to oné that was heavily infiwenced and domtnated by Newfoudland
interests and problems. Futhernore, 4t 1s clear fronthe family records
that the Large majority of ‘the Whiteley caployees, both during the 18808
and thereafter, came from island-Newfoundldnd, principally Trinity Bay

_ (including ' such places as Heart's Content, Hant's Harbour, Spaniards.Cove,
and New Ferlican). Yore significant is that several of these married and *
winarried créwnen, ind'in some cases staglé fekales who vorked ad servanta
s cooks, remained s e Bt Pal's ‘River Archipelago as permanent

settlers. Because of the mwnulutuit' ature of the data, it is impossible
. “

t9 produce actual figures of settlers who arfived on the Lover North Shore

through the Whiteley's. l{ou!v!r, oral traditjon uugg&uts that ‘the Whiteley

operation was responsible for bringing many new auum to the area of

. St. Paul's River, including the Tucker's of St. Auguuln, the Spingle s\oi\

Bonne Bay, and the Thomas's, McAllister's, and Reed's from other areas in.

. Newfowdland. Charest coflturs with this viéw vhen he writes:

i




terreneuviens sur’ la Cdte d'abord\comme engagés 3
Bonne aupemce, enisuite & leur propre compte (1970:

\\ e 84).

It was stated earlfer that between 1860 and 1890 a gieater proport on\ of

llevfolmdhgd:ra seteled the. 5t Paul's-Blanc-Sabion regdpn rather thun
the*more excenliv: area ‘to the vest of the St. Paul's Rivd “Archipel

e is sugsastad ~het= that the importance and large-scale operatio o:th
Whiteley's was dmcrxy responsible for this east-veat difference in /

" set'tlement par.t!lJn of " the. Lmt North Shore during this, samw +iod

tn-nigration. Finally, :

t is 1ntereatiﬂg to note /m: in the rfti

“{ifollowing the end of in-nigration, the Whiteley's continued.to employ

seveial nen-and girls vho'vere estiblished pernmmently in the St.| Paul!

_River) Archipehgo. This m{(mi suggest that, the firn may’ therefoke have \
played an =au=n:1n1 paft in retaining on the Loyer North Shore .thon ]

“ settlids vho might nr_hendse hgvu mis:aced from the area as a result of -
dininishing £ishing retirns and an mcrelaingly yoor and fluctuat
econony during the early years of the preseat zentury. ‘T

. In.the Blanc-Sablon area and further uat ont the present-day

" Newfoundland-Labrador coast, the Newfoundland meréhant Sirmsof Job and
Brothers vas also in operation at about the same tine. By 1870, th
Latter had taken offer the English and mostof the Jersey.eatablishnents,
on stcher” slde of the Québec-Nevfomdlond border and,ds such, ic vu‘\the
Bost prontnent merchant firm on the entire Labrador cosst Lhtaugho\ltr

ton

Last quarggr of 'the 19¢th and early ast of the 20th ‘centuries. Tho i

writes that the £ , the based Shore
-~
Flaliery 4n the: Stratt" of Bell; Isle vhere it had established in L'AnLe au

i
i




Clair, Fortesu and L'Anse au loup (1974: 51°52). On the Québec side of

Tthe border, Job's were in tion in Long i 5

c}mx.i;" Taland and Biage-Sablon (Pig. 2,1), ‘Charest maintains that the *

£4rm also had o’ processing plant on Caribby Tslaid, fn the St. Paul's

River Archipelago, and' that it employed,as many as 80 m“, all of them

Newfoundlanders; during th; better fishing. seasons (1970: 85). L -
In contrast. to, Whiteley's, it -appears.that few of the men hmvorid’

for Job'y ever resided pefmanently on the Lover North Shore. - Informants

in ‘Blanc Sablon apd Lourdes vere consistent. {n their resarks. that most of

these men‘went there as "planters” who, by. the Labrador definition of 'the

L ':en;:\,\ returhed to Newfoundland at the end of every fishing season. Thése
nen ‘apparently owned: theif Fishing gear but cbtained th’eirfhol.t:.u from - e
Jub' 5, to vhon they subsequently 6old their catches. f:e planters operated
ona mu-cue, "enploying both nen and single girls who usually, cane:fron
the same Newfoundland autpctta and regions as chemelves. most li.kely

-Conception. Bay and Trinity nup. Thornton nwrts that a similar pattern

existed on the neighbouring, Strait of Belle Tsle, but she suggeats that the .

'plmeu who were in theré vere 1 " ottier .
permanent ‘settlers to that sfea (1974: 52)." In the St. Paul's-Blanc-
Sablon region, on the other hand, theré; is no gvidencz, either from parish

records or orgl tradition, that the ‘plenters ever plnyed auch a'role n:the

1
]
i

blishment of 58 except in the case of those. nhsle

®
females who worked for them-as vell as for Witeley's. . Indeed; betweed

" 1860 and ‘1890, there vere at least 13 recorded marridges between thebe

Newfoundland girls and the pernanent male settlers of the Lower North Shote.

Four of the female settlers fron Bay,




3 vere fron St. Joha's o nelghbouricg outports, 2 vere from Trinity Hay,
vhile the rmxinil\g T S —— N:uioundlnnd Altl\ough
this figure muy .actually have been Elighlly greater, it 1s doubtful Lhal
the: numher of femalz uettlexa on the eu!te!u Lower' Horth Shore. .was Evér

as lsrge as mn on thé NewFoundland-Labiador soast here Thornton :eparks s
at least 47 female Newfoundland: eettlers in the pértod 1850-1880 asm;
45). This vould auggedt that the- fnportance of the planter system as well
as that of Job and Brachera, at least in.terms-of permanent” Ien‘.'lment,

vas. greateht on the eadtern-most gection of the southeru thrsdoz coast

‘nnd di.minhhed westward, in line vit‘l the general eant—uest trends ©

outitned ‘earlfer.. . x

Finally, it 1s importat to note that throughout the.éntire period of

in-sigration on the Lower North Shore, the area continied to be frequented

annually by hundreds-of £ishing vessels from the Maritime Provinces, the °

"New England Stated, and.other points within the Gulf of St. Lawrénce, . .

2 . s !
including the GalpE Emhullla and the Hngdulan Islnnds. For exampley .

Innis writes that the Unl.ted States, Nev ltunauick lnd Nova Scotia sent

<"large' numbers of vessels" to the “Labrador cpns[ as early as 1829 (195 :

264).  Audubon confims :Ma statement with his own observation that there

*vere about 150 schooners, mostly from-Halifax and the-eastern United States,

"in Bradore Bay in 1833 (i960::413). Moreover, a forerumer-of the Fishery

Act_of 1857 ofiinully ','p:m!.tted ‘all Britigh' subj ects to participlte in" E

the ﬂ.shuy along the. Lnbrador coast-after 1353 thle the Act’ itself

further encoursged the entire Gulf fishery by the T otuction 4f umerous
regulatinns" (ot .1954: 357). s a result, the mumber of vessels

s oo C B »
Fehing on the ‘coasts of the Gulf of St. Lavrence, iacluding the southern

. R

coast of the Labrador peninsula, continued to increase such that in his *




soport For 1862,\ Fortin writés:

They [the coasts of the Gulf and the St. l.urem:e -
River] are also frequented each year, between, the
opening and closing of thé season of navigation, by more

* than 1500 fishing-schooners ‘from Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, P. Edvard's-Island andthe United States,
manned by at least 20,000 sailors, who go there for the
purpose of carrying on thé cod, herring, and mackerel

.-fisheries; either near the coasts or outside on :he
banks (l’ottln 1862: 5).

In the same report, Fortin adds - that Bradore Bay fiad been visited that®’

~year "by the usual nmber" of 200 to 250 schooners from Nova Scotia’and

Prince Edwird Tsland; but he Gbserves that: there was "a omaller musber
than usiusl of Anerican schooners® (1862: 61). These amnual visits to
the Lover North Shore persisted until “hout the. tura: of the Century vhen
‘the changing'mode of ':rmsmrﬁtxan and the very nature of the three

principal fistieries no longer made it a.vorthwhile endeavour (Ins 1954
i

425-483). : T %
Deapite its # Long latory; and 1ts intensive as vell as extensive

uature, this y n"of the marine of the

Lover_ North Shore-did not contribute to permaneat settlement, to any

signiffcant degree. . As in the case of the planters, it is believed that

|
the men'wvho came fo the Lower Nocth Shore from neighbouring areas in the

" Gulf only, remainéd for'the summer £ishing seasons, ‘returning to their

respective home-ports in the fall of the Sear. There is gome oral
evidence to éuggest that a small number of these men married local girls,
" but with few exceptions, it vould appear, that most hever remained on the

Lover Nofth Shére permanently after thedr marriage.

Ethnic and ‘Initial

3,

- : G
Thepérmanent settlers who arrived in the St.




{ either by

region during the period of in-migration included members' of at least 6
ethnic groups: 44 English-and Scots who came’ mainly from Britain, buf

some via Newfoundland;™ 14 French-Canadians from Québec; 7 Irish from

S Newfoundland; 5 Jerseymen; and 2 Acadiens from the Magdalen Islands.

More. meo:&n:l):, the perzanent seé:lerg also constituted twd distinct
linguistic and two rel’igion: ;.ntegntien: the French-Canadians,
Jerseymen, and Acidiens uer\a French-gpeaking whilst the English, éum.
and Irish.spoke Eaglish; the French-Canadiana; Trish, and Acadiens weré
Roman Catholic whereas the Jerseymen, and most of the English and Scots

were, members’of the Church of England. . According to the offfcial

censuses of this period, there were also a few. Presbyterisns, Methodists, '
" and Congregationalists, but these elther left the area subsequently or

were eventually absorbed by the Church of England,  For example, included

in the Whiteley papers is a Congregationalist parish registet for the
years 1867-1883, which ncludes the napes of several ishabitants in the -
St. Paul's Archipelago vhose names later reappear In'the Anglican parish
records: of Hakrington farbous aud St. Paulls Rver.. . Thus,. fron the

earliest period of permanent séttlement, the eastern Lover North Shore vas

a meeting place for sembers of diverse ethnic stocks who ‘could be identified

sharing a comson language or a comon Teliglon. Both these
_t

_ethnic traits had two elements eachi French gnd English,Catholic and

Anglican:

“Since the members of Virtually.all of these six ethnic groups veré
present on the Shore in such saall nusbers, none of the groups fias ever

blologically self-perpetuating in its own right. This Tesulted in a

rapid procesa of integration whereby the new settler lj.gued @zmulvu

l”}"’
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- it ey ¥
either along linguistic or religious lines, therebyproviding the necessary

 for the p day of the population: - Francophone

Catholics, and Anglophone No French-

speaking Anglican community eyer'mrged si\nce the few Jersey settlers- were
the only group possessing both these traits (Fleld 1849: 65). More impor-
tantiy, since there vere o kaowm feaale Jersey séttlers an the esatern’ R
Luwer Noxth shoru, all the Jerneymzn hnd to mrry either outside their
1linguistic cmnuy ‘to £40d an Anglican spouse or. outside their religiows -
% community to find a ancoyhnu wife, The former practice led-.to their An-
LA »gucmuan, the latter iwl.ied thelr -:onvauion to Cathauclm For exmple,
the Pequet 's and Robin's of 0id Fort Island reumed the lus;ucan xeugm
e but became En;unh--puking, as did most oi the Jersey settlers on the *
* Newfoundland side of the \!nrdar, vhereas the Legresley und Letemplier's

of hurden and Blanc-Sablon, ively, d to Gatholicisw after

their marriages to French-Canadian women.

5 ’ Table 2.3
| . Ethnic origind of resident population. . . -
3 - . in dfstrict of "home-Eapérance’ .
s L ) 1871 . 188 ;
;' English 176 zu
MR Seots 15 : - .
e | Irish 12 ‘a . - ; X
“Frentch 61 86
Othets s 2 2 N
Totals. . 266 %L

Sources:’ Cemsus of Canada: ' 1870-1871, Volume x; Table 3, 306-397,
Table 4, 330-391; Censis of Canada: 1601081, yolume T,
2! .  Table 3, 248249, Table 4, 3846-37. g ;
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. langdage and religion vere, moreover, important criteria in

i on all of the Lover North Shote,

For example, in his nport for 1858, the abbé Ferlmd writes that the
posts iround Blanc<Sablon and Lourdes vere French-speaking widlat those

to the vest, between Bradore and St. Augustin, were all English-spiaking.
Elsevhere on thﬂ' North Shore, he stdtes that French was generally spoken’
in the area from St. Augustin to Mingan, on the present-dsy Hiddle North
Shore (1917: 28).  This ‘fom of sejregation continied tobe a :
deternining characterstic of the l!!llmn!.'plttem in the St. Paul's-
Blane-Sablon regon’between 1860 and 1850 stace oily two of the English-
apeaking families (fron’ the Newfoundland-Labrador) are know to have

elected 1in the French-spe: g enclave of Lourdes-Bl .

Similarly, the only two knpwn 1 of the p

period settled V!.n Lourdes (Pigs. 2.2 and '2.'3). On the remainder of the

during the early 1870s and the q errival of the Eng: peaking

Nevfoudlanders contributed in changing ‘the 1ingulstis map of that region.
However, by 1890, most of the settlers west of the St. Paul's River

/ Archipelago were atill segregated. The majority of the ‘settlements was
obvianaly English-speaking, vith the ‘excéptions’ of Téte-i-la Baleine and

La Romaine, the enly two that remained French-speaking; md Bale Rovge

and St. Augustin which had bi-1ingual populations that vere later to become

totally English-spesking (Charest.1970% 84)."
1 along 14nes was also apparent in :m
St. Paul's-BL region | the p-md of y

(g, 2. - Despite ncursions by both Catholic and Protestant sottlors,

* Lower North Shore, the out-al of many French and Acadiens ./

i S o e Rl
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+ Catholic population in that settlement. The Catholic population in

"in the ‘St. Paul's Archipelago around 1890, ~

3
k!

47

Blanc-Sablon;, Lourdes and Middle Bay epng“ed at the end of this'long

period with basically Catholic populations. An estimated total of only
8 Protestants, 3 of whom'are know to have married Catholics and evencu\nl'ly
converted to Catholicism, moved to these three settiements in the 70-y=n;‘\

period. On the other hand, Bradore and St. Paul's River were

characterized by largely Arglican populations with a’ Catholic' minority in \
v 3 p

both settlements. ~ In Bradore, this minority consisted of only cne French-

_ -speaking family of 9 persons whose descendatits today still form the only

St. Paul's River represented a larger, more readily identifiable group,

constituting at least 10 of the 29 families (34.5%) who resided permanently

On a smaller scale, the high Protestatt-Catholic ratio in'the ‘St.
Paul's Archipelago provides a clear example of the spatisl as vell as the

social boundaries which separated the two religious factions on the eastern,

Lower North Shore. Oral evidence suggests.that from the time of ‘initial
pernanent settlenert, the Catholics vere coneentrated on the eastern posts
of the Archipelago while the Anglicans usually resided on the central and

western {slands and mainland poats (Pig. 2.5). .The only éxcepticn vas

the post of Salmon Bay where a mixed pop}llltioﬁ was always present.

Hovever, 1t would appesr that social forces were also-at play here to

segregate the two groups from ome another: N

. Salmon Bay demeure le seul endroit cotier habité
par des membres de feligion différente, - Mais cha
groupe occupe de nouveau un territoire. detéminé ey *
utilise 1'expression "1'autre cSt8" (the other . side)
pour désigner la partie opposée (Breton 1970: 125).

‘ther notes that the Catholic fishing sites in the Archipelago
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burdeted the Middle' Bay area, whereas the Angucm posts were in clmar
pmxinicy to old Fcr: Bay, a :otauy Pmuun: settlement just west af
St. Paul's Mm. In uubuequenl yelrl, theu two ne(ghbcuting

settlenents played a vital rolé in the survival of both the cnhon: wa®

Anglican populations of St. Paul's River sincethey each prwiqed an

inportant pool of marriage partuers of the smé religlous convictions.:

It can be seen that the process of in-mif ntiun on the-eastern hwer

umh Shore led to @ pattern of permanent semmen: that exhtu:ed socfal
9 ;

and’ spatial boundaties which gerved: to delineate :he five settlements and -

'the hosogen s they ne The social. and spatal
Jboundaries deacribed above ‘were not sholly nelf-indnced by the migrante- up
they settled the Shore, but thzy were also greatly affected by the dumginx
economic ch.unuetiutb;a of the southern Labrador coast, . Indeed, it was

. \ .
shown earlier that: the successful .seal and salmon fisheries during the

early years of 1 were influentdal in hg only certain
types of settlers to the Lover North Store. Similarly, " the serchayt £iras
& eanbluhad at Vardous times on:the eastern Lover North Shore md on the

Newfowdland-Labrador coast were in hr!nxing Gther imxnntu

whose ethno-linguistic and religious n‘rig!.nl differed ftc‘n the already—

settled pernment: population, = - ; o

i
S
¥
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PR CHAPTER 1
INTEGRATION AND CONSOLIDATION: '1890 ~'1920 . % .=

In the three decades after 1890. tha 1importance of ngn-ge and
“yelégion as' the chtaf mgnnsm features by vhich the reaident popula-

thon of the, €astern Lovir North Shore dldgned itself became. pcreasingly

wpparent! The soctal and spatisl boudaries shich- had been established

earlier pe:siuted thrmlghout this second pertod of - sattlemesit. Durlig

these three decades, marriage achieved promisence as nu_}zg ¢ important

sechanien operatiag' 1n the retention of ethuic diversity; as Wl as the

| primary neans of inte egratiog end u-mﬂ.lting the different sihnd) .eacka.

In Barthian t«m. m?g’e was, the pxinclpll channel through which

'vembers of the’ nrnnm comonents could effectively control “the oy
nf pmnnnel Amng-e :nm by invok:lu. :he yronessea of em:luiun and in= /

corporation of mttluubla partners on the besis of thed lln;uich

' religious affiliatioms.

Patterns of Marriage

fnexaninatibn of the patterns of marrisge in the St. Paul's -

Blanc-Ssblon regton fron the 1840s to 1920 revesls that, ehm’u. a clear

:endmy I:hrannhw\lt this, pcﬂ.oﬂ:x fcr -ndawu- mn‘iqla that 1a, for

lllrliqll in \lhi:h both partun were llr.lm Ewm :he same linxu:lme

or the same rdig)ioul ‘community "(Fig. 3.1) Ul!.ns thg :xitnrian o,

R

laaguige, caly 37 (11,8%) iona during, ehis period favolved pastuers ..
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* eachperiod, hd convernng these into, pazcenng:n. Thus, of 74 men who

- ¢an men (27.f 01 of the zoc-l unieg m: pnpulltlon) vmlld be expected

B .

of both linguistic gcoups compared to 169 (81.2%) marriages which vere
endogamnua. Similnrly, them were only 32 (15. az) religlously mixed
narrtagés conpared to 170 (61.70) endoganous unions of this type: This

pratarential selection of narrisge partners 1s better {llwstrated fn | -

Table 3.1, which gives a measure ‘6f the degree, of preference that vas
exercised by both the men and women of each Lingutstic and religious '

comunity. The ftgum recorded n this table vere attatned by first

caleulating the number of :ndtvuuia at risk! in cach category for

vere married p!iol’ to 189, Aé 9% (34 mmdma) vere Cathole .and

d These vere then

S4. 1! ko 1s) were

used as measures ‘tndicating. the eapsc:ed patterns ‘of mprriage £f the mén  © <

and wonen vere to. exercise a non-prejudiced choice in their.selection of

spouses, providing of course that there was a balanced sex ratio in the
populatidn. Consequeptly, 1f 45.9% of all'the men who married before 1890

vere Catholic, then approximately halk of thea (23.0% of the total male

popu”xmm that was married) would be expected to marry Catholic women,

* aid ‘the other hnlf o marry Protestant wonen. “Similarly, half the Ang11~

m wri:n- wiahes to ackuowledge. the help of Dr. Alan G. Macpherson
of X 1al » who dntttally

.uggema,m use of a sintlar tachnique. [ g

I .
2 Thede figures, és vell as all of/ those' appearing inalable 3.1, fa= . >
clude only those mnuge plr:nen who vere resident in the St. Paul's-
Blanc-Sablon region.’\Hhere both partners were from the study area, ‘
the. hiisband's and the clioice were recorded separately,-in their. ° .
respective tables. This measure reflects more accurately. the prefer- 2
ence of both the male and female population under study:r .

. B e R
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- ~ v N % L N %
-5 st Tty 4 o L. ... Zsble3.l I .
2 - L . N - i wves. . s P g = . .
g o e ot vs. Observed Patt: of | 1840-1920 : PR el .
Lol o % MALES- 5 e N
Satepetin”s 1840-1830. - 1890-1920 5 1840-1920 | - . g
. Of Marriage %N L-E B N E o LR LT E 5 Y x 3
Y EcxEC 32:- 23,0%°  43.2%. .46 - 314X S3.5% - 78 | 27.5% . 48.8% . B B
T eRexCof E - 27,0230, L 277 28« 3L4” 9.3 . 10 .. .27.5 . 6.3 A e s
 CofExCofE 27 :°:27.0 - 36.5 27 ' 18.6 3140 - cs4°0 .22.5 | 33.8 s )
. Cof ExRC 13 2700 17.6 . 5. 18,61 .58 2258 - g ilaC . ik
- D74 100,02 100.0% 86 ., “100,0Z . 100.0% 100.0% - 10027
L 257,702 - azex 12 21.63  .13.62 37- 7. 19.52 . 22.62 3
B % YRR . | 1.3 26 216 S29.6. 270 19:5 - 16.5
== " 1 32.9 - 63.2 49 - 28.4 - 55.7 97 30:5 59.2 N
L2 32,8 7 2.6 1 284 C.anl 0T 3 7308 y
» 76, ©100.0%-7 .100.02 88" 100.0%Z . 100.0% 164 " 100.0% . 106.iz .
() Ai::ux;' number of afirriages; (RC) Roman c‘:ho;xc; {Ez of E) Church’ of xn@ana;p :
"(E) Expected percentage of marriages 3 {FR) -French-speaking; * .~ s
ey 2 of marriage ¥ <. _(ENG) English-speakifg. . p,




i T T JJ Table 3.1 <. X !
Jes N . (cont'd)

“Expected ve. of. { 1840-1920 V.
e . R g Female: v .
- s g I . + . =, 5 . "t
o - Categories : 1840-1890 © - | 1890-1920 1840-1920 .
i " Of Marriage N B 0. N BT 0 N ) TR ‘0
RC x RC. S 24 26,8 42.9 31 24.0% 55 .25.2%°  42.6
C.of E x RC 6 26.8° 10.7 4 2.0 10 25.2 . 7.8 8 %
. CofExCoEE. 22 . 23.2 -39.3- 33 26.0 55 2.8 . 42.6' 3
RCxCof E 4 232 7.1 5 . 26.0 6.9 9 .24.8 7.0
TOTALS: 56 100,02 100.0Z  73' ,100.0¢  100.1Z 129 ~ 100.0%  100.0%
X ¥R x PR 17 1812 2931 . 11 9.62 15.12 - 28 13.4% 21.4% o s e
]G x TR 4 181 6.9 3 9.6%- 4.1 7 134 5.3 )
' ENG x ENG. 34 31.9 58.6 49 40.4 67.1 83 36.6 . 63.4
& FR x ENG 3 3.9 - 5.2 10 40.4 x87 13 36.6 9.9 .
T TOTALS: * 58 100.02 100.0Z 73. 100.0% ¥ 100.0Z . 131 . 100.0% - 100.01.
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to marcy Protestants, and half to marry Catholics. However, in comparing

the expécted with the observed. patterns.of marriage, it is'evident that

sith the exception of one anomaly, the resident population of the eastérn j

Lower North Shore exercised a elut preference with regard to both the

language and the religion i their parriage partriers.

.+ An examination of the patterns of spatially exogamous marriages -

m&rma{;eg contracted between spouses resident in different settlements . «
both-within.the St. .Paul's-Blanc-Sablon :agiun and ‘outside ~ ;sv;m that

these unions further nnppnrmx the settlors' preference fof linguiatic

and re]niauu endogamy. For example, the Francophione Catholic population Co

of Lourdes temted to intermarry more with the Frnncuphonu Catholdes of

Blanc-Sablon ‘and with the mostly hone but. c.;homr fe of

such Newfoundland-Labrador gettlements’ as L'Anu au Diable, West. St. -

MHodeste, and Pinvare (Table 3.2). Slnlhrly, the Francophones of Blanc-

Sablon vere the only community to intermarry with the population of St.

Augustin, which vas predominantly Catholic and still largely Francophone

: i
during the lnut quarter of the 19th century. Bcth Bllnc-Sublon and Lourdes . ] il;;g
were also the only two 1 An vhich with the .

of such places ss Montnagny were fecorded. On-the other hand,. the Anglo=
plumeT Anglican péwumion of St. Paul's River had.a tuch greater exchange

of marriage partuors vith Anglican settlements like Forteau, on the Now- ’ g 0
fn\mdlnnd-hhndux coast, and 01d “Fore B-y, on the l.wer North shou.

The 8 of Bradore ir mostly with.the Franco-

"phone Catholics of Lourdes and nmc-s.b1on, while the Anglidan majority
of Bradore had marital 1inks vith St. Paul's River, La Tabatidre, and

Hutton Bay, mostly An;llé-n settlements to the west, and with L'Anse au
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Clair on the Newfoundland side of the border. In most of these spatially

arriages, it is im to mote that language and religion

were: usually more sighificant'in the selection of a spouse thar vas geog-
raphical proximity, Thus, the Anglicans of St. Paul's River had more
m\rilpl and social links with settlements li.nuted_ over forty miles &;vny .
* (Forteau) than 1t d1d with the Catholdc and Francophone settlenents which
vere closer .(Blanc-Sablon and Lourdes). $ome natriages vesd cbviously
facilitated by geographical. proximity (e.g. St. Paul's River and 0ld Fort
Bay; Blanc-Sablon and Lourdes), while in other instances, soctal and econo=
ate onditions prevatled that led to marital exlci;nngan. For example,
the-populattons of Blanc-Sablon and St Paul's River-both had & much high-
er rate of inﬁnn‘nrug' with Newfoundlanders who went to these two set-
tlements via the marchant firms vhich were estsblished there.
While the data presented above do not reveal any subatantial dif-

forences in the preference b.}u‘an Lingulstic homdgeneity and z‘aligi&;\u'

honogeneity, it must be noted that religlon provided the. more important

in the of jeable partners. Most informants. .

“in fact shyed “away from related to t 1 mar-
raiges ‘and r.hun“:h-r. d‘id’ discuss the matter wnra‘une‘quivot{nl that nixed
mrriages were generally.unaccoptable to both Catholics and Anglicans.
for example, thara ware at leist three reports, substantiated by the
Catholdc and Anglican pardsh records, that ‘as many as three or four |
1llegitimate children were born'to religiously heterogeneous couples ;

before they were given parental sanction to marry. Similarly, one in=
formant discussed how his' own marriage to a non-Catholic wasnot given

ready acceptance by either group, In d_aucr(hlr}g the former practice
. e el ‘ i

‘ ) v w,




of saluting o newly-ved covple by Firing shot-guns on thetr exit:£ron
the church, the. informant stated that he and ‘his wife were not "saluted
very good" aince there were only two men, one Catholic and the other
" pnglican, vho vore present to grest ther as theycaid out of chirch,
In examining the occurrence and nature of these religicusly mixed *
narriages, two' further ‘points become .pp.rané. Firstly, mixed marriages
tended to occur in-only certain settlements and pnsta;' pnrticuhzly in*
:hc st. Puul'a Rtvar Atchtpcl-gn vhere hoth religious gioups were pnsznt
1h fatsly lacge mumbers ‘and where 22 wixed martiages vars recorded prior. -
te 71920 (Table 3.3). In the four other sattlements, whqxe one or the

other‘religious group doninated, the number of exogamous marriages, was

sore linited. This was especially evident in Lourdes and Blanc-Sablon

where the very small nuiber of mixed unions is probably attributable'as . *

_much to the overwhelning Catholic majorities in both these settlements
as to the presence of a resident priest in Lourdes and the establishment

of a ‘permanent chapel. Carridre writes:

D&s 1852, M. Bélanger avait reconnu que la meilleure
place pour 1a chapelle serait a la Longue-Pointe. M, Bédard:
£1t donc: transporter la prenfdre chapelle 3 ce dernter on-
droit en 1879, malgré M. Mbll‘ga qui avait révé de batir

Thln figure, 88 vell ag all subsequent figures on marriage in the in-
dividual settlements includes all marriages involving at least one -
partner (either male or female) from that particular settlement, - 1
a husband waa resident in 8t, Paul's River and his wife came from
Middle Bay, the'marriage was recorded twice: .once in the husband's
settlement -nd a second time in the wife 1f a marriage involved
two 1s from the same 1t was. recorded only -once,
except in Table 3.1 (see footnote 2) This approach was adopted in
order to ascertain the differences (if. any) in the cholce of marriage
artners of the population of each of the five settlements., In dis-
cussing the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon region as a whole," all marriages
vere recorded only once. % .




une belte chapelle & 1'Anseaux Dunes, mals les habitants
. m'avaient pis voulu s'occuper des matiriaux, (Carridre; 1958: 2%3).

In Bradore and Middle Bay, there wére larger nunbers of exogamous mar-

tages in each village, but as shown in Table 3.3, the Latter occurred .

on a more or less sporadic basis. Secondly, of the 32 exogamous maf- * v
rlages recorded prior to 1920, 19 Tnvolved at least ‘one partnér in whose -

fanily a mixed marriage had already been contracted, and an additional

four involved partners, both of whose genealogies demonstrated ahistory
of at least one previous exogamous union. In _all cases, these individuals
s kit Ehauss1ves ‘thi Peedicts oFelved tacrtigeny ot alseithiy Had
been preceeded by a brother or slster who had earlier married across the

" g |

Table 3.3 .

Distribution.of Religiously Mixed Marriages

v

ki 5
by Settlement: 1850 = 1920

’ Blanc~ " Middle s:. Paul's

Decadea . Sablon Lourdes - Bradore _Bay ver
1840 - 1850 -~ - - 1 I
1851 - 1860 - - 1 - -
1861 - 1870 . ~ - 1 - | t
1871 - 1880 =~ 1 3 1 7 ¥ i
1881 - 1890 1 1 - 6
1891 - 1900 2 - - 5
1901 - 1910 © 1 - |
1911-1920 .~ - = 1 2

Totals -4 B e 6 | 22

religlous barrier. There vas only, one 'case in which the previous mixed
marriage vas neither in the same nor in the.preceding generation, In

this lnl,l\lncﬂ, the wife's paternal grandparents had béen of difgernnt




religious affiliatfons. 'In terms of the number of individuals-'at risk'

1n the 32 marriages, 48 were resident in the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon

region, and of theue, 72 9% (35 individuals) came from only 10 ex:ended or

nuclear families ln which at 1elat two mixed marriages were recorded, -

. while only 27.1% belonged to fsmil&en in which- theirs _wn! the gole exo-

ganous marrisge.

m data presented above vould suggest, therefore, that the religlows-

iy m (& narriages éré not as videspread as their total nusber vould to- |

dlcate. :Although_ there were approxinately as many religiously wixed unions

as 11y the former. were concentrated mostly,

in one_area vhere the two religious groups could not help but come into
fr:quant, close contact. Moreover, these marriages wu'e very much linked

to faoilial behaviour and acceptance, ,and vere not necessarily given gen

etal assent by the whole of the population of the eastern Lower North s

shore. ¢ " s ’ ) ]

' Langusge, on the other hand, ¥as not as significant a deterrent in

the choice of marriage partners. All.of the informants,.particularly

n Lourdes aid Blanc-Sablon, ;stated quite explicitly that there vas
never any atigma attached to lirgulattcally nixed sareiages. Thts i
oubstantiated In TabTe 3.1 by the unernuy emaller, though still signi-
ficant, differences betveen the ex‘pecl:ed and observed patterna of sar- R T
e 1 _rioge using hngu.ga, rather. than' uuglnn, as the' defining sriterton. .
: " Ststlarly, the only critical ancealy {n thds table appeara tn the lingate- - |
He category £oF sen 1n the' 1690-1920 pertod, hen . mich salier than i
e expocted percentage of Prench-apeaking men mma within their o

linguistic com\mi:y. Thia merits deeper examination, however, since it




ig not an indication that there was a sudden change of attitude on the

" part of the French-speaking men to marry freely nd without exercising a

linguistic preference, but rather, it s a reflection of ‘the general lack .

of 'l?nncopho.ne women from about 1890 to 1920,
There had alvays been an xmb.m\ca in the .sexual distribution of the
. population on ctfe'Loue‘x North Shore fron'the beglaning of_persanent set-
tlement in the 18208, but this'was chiefly characteristic uf’th; "frontier' "
developmént of the Shore which Iasted until about the late 1880s (Thoraton,
" peraonal comuntcation). Throughout this period, and particilarly n the
earfy decades of in-migration, the resident popul-tion was made up mus:ly

_of elther single men or male ¢ uattlen who had married prior to their ar- E

rival on the Lover Shore. Ferlund gives evidence of :hu for the French-

Canadian community in his xupuu of 1858»

Les.aix ou sept postes du Labrador ne renfermaient
que des hommes, presque tous originaires de Berthier. Oeux-
ci &taient cElibataires ou avaient laissé leurs femmes dans
leurs paroisses natales. Plusieurs, aprds avoir réusal &
fatre des &pargnes et 2 quelques lieux
pour la chasse et la péche, 8'y batirent des demeures et
commencdrent & travailler pour leur propre compte; le femme
€t les enfants venailent bientSt aprés occuper la maison et B
prendre part aux travaux du chef de famille. (Ferland 1917: 26).

s of the Lower Shoré prior to 1890 reveal

Sinilarly, all of the cent
a tuch greater proportion of nale residents than.females,  For example,
1n the 1871 and 1881 censuses, the only two 'official' censuses prior
to 1890 that contain a breakdgwn of the sexes, the number of males in
rotalled 151 and 182 con-

the tory: district of
pated to 115 md 159 emalesy respectively. OF the unsarried residents .
for thoss yearay there were 111 mu to78 females in 1871, ‘and 128x

males £o 103 females in the folloving census, ylelding.respective'male '
; < ; ; e




ratios of 142 and 124 t0.100 (Census of Calleﬂa' 1870-1871: Volume I,

Table 1t 56-57; cenm' of Canada mao-lm- Volune I, Tuble 1 44=4s),
By lKQDginﬂmigr‘Atinn petered out' and :l‘m frontier phlse was replaced
by & period of stabilization and consolidstion of the reaident popula-
tion. sAny increase in the resident population wqéﬂ néw solely :.h:ough-
natural growth, which resulted in a more even diatribution of males: and
le‘mles‘ This levell\1ng process had actually begun in the 1&70; when
‘several stagle male settlers fouid spouses either on the Lover North
Shore of ‘elaeytiere. It-is evidenced by the sudden toraasa 15 narriages

during the 1671 <'1880 decade (Fig.:3:1) and by the decreasing differences

__tn_the ratios 6f naies to ‘femaleq between the 1871 dnd 1881 censuses.
In the Francophone Catholic comunity, only 2 immigfants arrived k "
after 1860 and the size'of that comunity théreafter was subject chiefly
to internal growth.. Houevu, an mhs.luw:e in the sex ratio nmenge: the
Francophone Catholics persisted beyond 1860 as & result of the overvheln-
ing number of male births compared to femsle births in the pertod between
" 1860 and 1890, Figure 3.2 shows that during these three decades, there
were more than twice as sany males born to grencl;~spuukug Catholie i g
p.}mn as females. 'While the actu-!. figures are not very.large (60"
male to 27 fimale births), the sexual inbalagice that was thus cren:e;l
ed-later to a mge} nunber of, mixed marriages between Francophone'
miles and Anglophone females.
In the two-English-speaking communities, there was also 8,larger
nusber, of males than females born prior to 1890, but'as can.be seen in

flg_\lﬁu\’}\

they as declatve n {nfluencing. the subsquent fatterns of marriage.
g taclucnctog . :

and 3.3, thege sexual imbalinces were not as great, ot vere

oty
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‘Indeed, ‘there vere oniy 103 English-speaking Catholic msles and 108 Eng-

respectively, compared to a greater malé-female birth-ratio of 180:100

1ish-speaking Anglican males born for every 100 females 1n each category,
; o s

in the French-speaking Catholic comunity, . <

° o «

French-
.. Catholic.

o | English-
* Catholic:

[ ] 1850° 1890
English. 1891 - 1920
- Anglican o

The dxmcuny in” ﬂnding ancophot ,.«" “vas tmhu

by the Rrawing uouuon of :he enr.ex‘n Lower; North Shore fxom other .
rmcy,--puu“ stess 10 the Gulf, ‘The mmphm aen in the 8¢ Paulle-

nm-s-hm region'hdd already ) Been separated fion the home-mmes of

"tHetr by o\qer_ene 2 ) nnd in -om; 8 by as

nany ‘a8 two or three Horeo -g-' vith the on of three

Halifax and.thige Qu&hec “Sradire vho: ack it the study area only,

three t!mel c yur (Iluatd 1597! 47‘5), ;hulr snh or vlinh with the -




& 5 PR

outside wor}d b); th?u time were those Hit!{ islatid-Newfoundland, and with

the Neufoundland-hned ﬂ:’ma such ‘as Job's’and Whiteley's;"all <;f which

vere English-apelking. s B B o2
Given: the sexual habllunc: in the Pram:uphone cwmunity and the

latter's geagmphicnl huumn 1n the Gulf, 1§ 1o obyious, that the

Fram:uphune en had only two ultetnltivea. they could edther matry out-
ceyio

" ide’thetr own ethindc graup_, or remsin single. Consequently, it wuld

be nisleading to argue that the.large percentage of lingulstically éxo--
. gamous marrisges in the.légo - 1920 p‘uﬂa was the result of an alto-
® W -
gether non-prejudiced choice of marriage partmers. Similarly, itwould

be‘ as-migleading. to u:gne thnt the crtmrlon of lll\gu&ga ih zho lelec-

o

ks

tion of, -pouseu mm loalhg»itrmpnuance by the end of: the 19th cenlury.

o addttional factors point _to this: (1) the patterns-of mrguge of’
e Francophone ‘and Anglo})huna women; and .(11) the differentes in the
average age at mtrhg: of the" mm-upuung men and women ‘on the one
‘and;~and those o( thetx Bnguuh-spsuksng counterparts’on che other.

v, Of the 14 Francophone women-who married betveen 1890 nnd 1920, only

3 married outside their own linmlium:: cmmnni:y. Since this figure

/

He 1- clear- that, these women, who yere also in a-much’ better pnnt:top
thaa the Francophone nea \ to marry freely, continued to cxercise & Ling-
utstic prefereice in the choice of their:marriage partners. - kamee, 3

% there vere only 10 of a :ml of 49 Anxlophnna vomen of the St. l’nul'a-

Blﬁc-s&bhn région wha mrtied lcrou Ihe lingulltic bl:r&er. 'l'lmn,

the l’mncoyl\ona wen were aloo soma to s ;k vives putside tha atidy *

i

.

"4 even lower, thnnﬁhe nuaber of “such mrrhgu recorded prior to 1390.

SR




a exnmlmdqn qs the conpisted n;es at mnn!hge of both® n.e French-,
4 m‘ Engush-upmung poyulations reveals that” dtng ‘the 1890 - 1990

perlod, the men 1n tl\e “former grauy were uaually much oldn Lha,n thei(

A;ngxapﬁone ppmm when tl\ey married (mu 3o8)se m,- candil:inn vas -

a tobal revernul cf the p:e—lBQO pattern, when the Anglnpl\nﬁe men mrried
5

‘1\1 chelr own cmunltiea irm :ha m period to. zhe ather, and thah ‘

'(ehtlve ease in ﬂnd'iug spouses of ni!niln llnguiutic afmumn. Thus ,
the Engl uh-speﬂk{,ng males, who Vere :nnf:nnted with @ frontter situation

. “tint11 abput 1890, fcﬁnd thmelves with a slwruge of el!giblu Adglephane

. spouses unuL that ‘e, connequennl they :ended to marry ater in:

& life. on the othe Handy slnce the French-xpukihg cummnnity “bad_ alfead!

ot lela J.A

. . Average Age at Marria 1860-1970 TRy e

;Fn'n:o’phunen An;up_hones, A
| %' Male Female . Male Female' -

., 1840 - 1890 26:0° 22.0. 29,8 23.5 ' .
w7 iser dhea 30.6 2.9 272 22 ¥t

’ 1921 - 197 258 200 %26.4,20.8 7 - o

ulthuugh nany oE tha hmh--pukfug nhu urmd Angxaphom :hateafﬂt,

thedx prafs‘yenu t mariy umun lhelr ovn cmm:y 1o evidenced by the .
: & T
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. : considerable increase (4.6 years) im their average age at marriage.” This v
increase is higllllghted hylthe observation that the ’1590-1920 period. saw .
a decrease in the average age at. mrruge in :lm three nther cacegariu.
as well as by the anumuly which it presents in the general dcwnwnrd pattern

of 'age’ at mrringe from'the 1840s to the mm. s e

K5 R nf s:nm

- The ‘patterns of marriage described fn the preceding section are

v "related directly to the changing ethnic composition and the concomitant

'npmax distribiution of the population in the St. Paul's —Blanc—snblon'

reglnn khruug,hau; the first century of permanent European occupancy. On

the one hand, the| tendency to marry endogamously contributed to' the |0

‘survival of -the thteg feligio-linguistic groups, while on the other, the 3
United nusber of exwymua sarciages vas pacimownt dn changing the relative. .- ;

nmrial atx‘mgﬂl of the groups vu-a-m one mncher. This is seen ot

clearly by’ exanining each ¢ 1y.

B e The Francophone Catholica *
; Throughout thé period of ‘Ln-ntgration, the Frenc-speaking settlers

o

unaed to mngrz;au on the. qastern posts of the atudy area 80 thlt !:y s

1390 all’ but ‘one oi thlla fahilies mlded allhe! in Lou!dn or in Bhnc‘“

Sablon (Fig.-3 ‘However, in the. thrge, décades after 1890, Blanc-Sablon~

experienced « rapid proceds of nglictzation, mostly 4s the esult of, the

high | of interuarrisge between nen. and Anglc women

4 The data [zrumted In Figs. 3.4 and 3.5 are based pﬂnlti.ly on the Catho~
1ic and Anglican parish records, and secondaiily on oral evidénce., .
‘Consequently, it is important to mote that these figures' do not. necags:
n-uy comply in_toto: 1n toto with the census data for this area. 'l/y o B
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(Fig. 3.5). Frior to 1890, the laxgs moncy (73.9%) of the marriages in
Blanc-Sablon hnd unued !rannh-spaukxng couples, but after this.date, nnly

thre: such parriages vere m:arded, nm of which involved femh resxdenh

of Blanc-Sablon who mrtled men fmt burdes, where thY rauided after

their mtin.es (l’lg. 3.6). Convanaly, Lhe nuaber of lioguls uuy

mixed marriages xo Ilbllnnlhlly from two (both lnvnlving l’uncophene

women and An!lnphonu men) before 1890, to 12 (AU. b\lt one uni:ing !’nm:n-
phone men and Anglophone vmn) over the next :hu:y yem. Thus, of  the
12 families relldlng in Blanc-Sablon in 1920, only one was headed by. a

Freach-spesking cauyle. copazed to s1x 10'1890. There vere ilso edght

éhol nugaad by nen and Anglophone ‘wonen, dnd only one
1 which thé wife vas~Frencophons and the husband Ang1aphune.5 This

larger nunber: of mixed households ultinltaly led to the integration of

* many of the llnncxhblnn a into the ie com y gmu

_ the nine m;l’i.-h-lpnking partnera were:all unilingual vhilst their spouses-
were bilingual. .The. latter hAd scaugred. thédr kiowledge of Engllsh through, -
their dealinga ‘with the Nw(omdllnd-controued firms' around nhnc-Sablou,
and after 1927, vith the Hud-cn s Bay Conpany. | Junek writes: *

‘ The h-mnm: {isherman, vhose ungsnu at one time was
E'lenthlly French), vith:the admission of an occasiona] English
word or.phrase, realized that by. accilturation to a billnguality-

. he could more effectively.control his own, economic situation -
& at least as regards the Hudson's Bay Company, whose personnel
is compomed of mu-h—;puung Canadians, and with which ha
is fouud o do. bunnull (1937 105). .

~Hore yi ;- bicaues the | role of vu;‘:'an kept' thep  *

lirgely housebound, thvy uisually assued the ‘role of ratoing the ,clgudr'gx ="

:” The two a fanilies, whjch e by mlllh-lpuld.ng cwp].au
o are exciuded ‘from’the present. discussion since they vere both reaident in
5 Blanc-Sablon for: 1imited periods of tize only,.: Both cane from L'Anse au
Clair, o« the I-v!oundllnd aide’of ﬂu bdrdn.g\mcrl they . umtunlly ntun-d.‘
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especfilly duiing the |\'mu{ fehing uﬁ[ﬁon when the men were abaent: for
\‘-. fredter. part o; the day, Women vere the major carriers.of language; |
ghﬁ the majority in m{mc-_sAhleh vas En&:.&uh-apumg: che hearth lan-
guugég\ the nixed houssholds in'that scttlement was Likewse English,
nu‘ch that xh? children \;uu\u English-speaking moneglots: Ia thedr - 0
. nxplt;x‘mt:inn of the adoption of the Edglish linguage, all the informants
in Blanc-Sablon mn_Lntuinad that the ‘mixed marriages of their fnthan,'
) Ané lpanlcuhrly fha subsequent ',tolu of the Al_lglu‘phelw women a8 mothers,
-played a vital /pwr:. One informant appraised the situation very suceintly: - S

“hat's what do‘}:a it; they all mrmd xn;u-h girle,"  Junek.adds that

che pmxtmtcy :o !Iewiuum! shad uoua hnrlng ort thc switch to i‘.n;unh,

4 E m mximy of Newfoundland 18 no doubt ase responsible
for this mixture of the two languages. Again... several of the .
Blanc Sablonite:men have married women from Newfoundland who
bruuxh: into'Blanc-Sablén with them their own culture, deter-
minll\g, to a certaln extent, :he language usages of their husbands
(1937:105)%

i

1

b : |

bue Im. Eoo Wiutl to :he hwnnnu of Anglophana women, }l

étnnuy,mu-\h- Ptnncophonn still conulcuud 28.8% of the total
,Blanc-Sablon population in 19;0, these were;moatly married men whose wives
and qh_iulnn were m.).lih-lpuklns.v In !l@tv of the 19 Francophones re-
co;g;d during thit year, only two were uqmi{. one of whon came from Lourdes
;nd is riport‘d to have been to!ni.ly‘ ).xnwtunt of mllli\:.. According to )
8ome ' l.nfomntl,‘l vory lnl).l number of :hn childten also had -a knowledge
“-of French nt this :lu, hnt tM- was mostly a passive,” rather than an active, .
form of bilingualien, md n wvas ‘restricted only to the hoyl ‘who yere admitted

N!.n:o the lueh! gatherings nl :ha Duuu-sm.on un, vhere people still ﬁ\ter-

ﬁud v!.:h one unn:hlr in luncfl Accord!ng to. Junek, some hdm:h cont(n\lld
. o h -pokm 1n Blanc-Bablon at hn: uatil the uﬂy 19308 (I.937|105-106), w3 B




N m\ly n-pon:uy resident in- lmlrd and who' wm:ull{ unpsinn

©13

but as the Francophone men died, 80'did the usage of the language, When
the field:work for this study.was completed in 1974, there remained only

sven.men profesaing to have' a knowledge:of French, only one, of whon was

able (and viiling) to converae in that langyage. The six othor men either

‘refused 'to talk in Prench; claiming that their French had deteriorated to
the potnt: where’they no longer felt at ease with it, I A S—
to have only a pnuive knnuledge a( the hnguuga. ;
Lourdes, on the other'hand, vas aalu to maintuin its 1den:lty a8 a
‘French-speaking :nm\mity.veven though the 'general' pattern of marriages

in that eettlement was not altogether differeat from that of its eastern

As in Bl lon, the rage of
narrioges decroased, fron:6d.7X i the 1820-18%0 perod to 38.2% ia the
1890-1920 pertod, while the ‘

of ically ‘max~

_riages’ rose ‘from 5,9% in tlu earlier phase of llttlmunt)!n '35, Jx 1n the = -

-ubsequcn: plmn. Unlike lhnn—s:blvn, Iwuevar the qmml mnnber af

endui;nwul Francophone' urrlluu in pourdn increased gllléhtly !ron 11'4n

. the pra- 1890 perdod to 13 in the folloving period, one more than the total

nusber of linguistically aixed marriages recorded betueen 1890 and 1920
(1able 3.5).% This meant that less than'half the spouses marrying into

lourdea during t th e dludll verl !nslllh-lpuk!ng, and nore signi-

" ficantly, that. mu over half the ‘n-v fanilies 1\1 the leulemzn: contiaued

to bn headed by Ermch-lpnkln. coup!.u._ 'l‘hu, £ the 27, zmuu rmden:

in, Lourdu 40:1920,"18 could be ldlnti!tod s lntttaly F:ench-lpnking,

while upprnxtqm.y 80 Lpdivuna 61 52 az “the total gopuh:tcn. unu

© s“tn the cais of
are not discussed since tluy hvol.v

ted
| " eaking
-u\u ol :h‘ Lower. North Shnuc» Fagl Bl iy

-
"
|
|
A




Lingulstically’ Endogamous /Bxogancus Marrisgen |
4h Bladé-Sablon and Lourdes:. 1840-1920 SR
1840-1890 - 7 -’ 1890-1920
Blanc-Ssblon. Lourdes ~  Blanc-Sablon. ' Lourdes
Endogatious A g e
Fancaphone. 17, (13.9%) 1 W (60N E ., 3 (1778 13 (8.20)

Erogmos 1 2. (890 1 (som migo.en 12 @sami .

Endogumous - 3 (13,00 5 (29 m’”j Calaren  9oeesy

Anglophone,

Totalss | v23 (0.8 17 G00.08) . 17, (100.00+ 340000

* Inulndu one (1) nrruu for which there is mis lh! data.

mnmphm., 3 lnrvivn.'l. of French 4 r.oi:dé- vis urcher cetifirced
by (1) the i - through 1 y g to Lourdes ~ of :
-evur-‘l Fra ne- fand1des and (41) the- 1nsts and -

mn:tr\uld pnuncg of aFrench’ u)ml' n ‘well s ({14) thc pamnenc

residence of the pnmh pri t -nd r.h- Illl\ilﬂlhﬂlnt of the Cnhour:

cl\urnh Ln lmmlu. X S
Bazvnn nbou: 1!72 and the u:ly 1900-. there vtte at’ 1u-t 12
Half f‘

knm caies o! -euudu-y (inln-mwu) migrations to. Lmdn

tl\cu eonatlnd of bu.lxu. um of chh were hmuphoau, whua the




The motives for these moves were apparently twofold: according to several -
informants, Lourdes was a better fishing sife than either Bradore or inm;— i
Sablon since it vas located closer to good f1shing grouwnds. * Although the,
catches were no mre ‘pleatiful off the shores of Lourdes, it was possible
for the Fishernen of that settlesent to haul in their fish From the shore
with the help of special'bags’ and travl lines. Since there were few
wkoz-\hm on the Lower Shore before the 1920s, the techaique used 1in
Lourdes climinated the nore di€isult and tine-consuming task of rowing
back and forth beteen the cod~traps and the stagas,. where the flsh was
cleaned and prnculed.‘ Marriage prospects may also have attracted some
settlers to_l.ourdo- since the six single male settlers married women from
VthnE settlement, The dominant pattern of post-marital ruid:nc: in the .
whole of the St. Paul’s-Blanc-Siblon regton was virilocal, but there vere -
, it'is difficult to

sose cases of worlocality (Table 3.6): Neverthele

reain vhether the unsarried settlers moved to Lourdes before of after
their marriages. Reports from-local informants were inconsistent in this
respect, although & Thrger proportion tended to agree-that the sen married

. after they had already been estabiished in Lourdes. What is certain, how-
) - :

Table 3.6

8 of Post-Marital Residence: 1840-1920

: . 4
. C Partner From A
Virilogal  Uxorlocal . fSame Village = Unknown or Other*

1640-1890 s B 5 .5
0901920 64 - 15 n 8
ToTALS: - 109 30 53 “e

*.0ther patterns of post-marital residence include the, 'outright! out-
migration of couples from the Lower North Shore; or & move to another
settlement where neither partner had previously resided. .




¥ study afea., Firatly, it reduced the size, of the French-apeaking populations

A
ever,.is that these mr!»ugea solidified the initial moves and ultimately
discouraged the pﬂulbuity cf further moves out of Lourdes. \

¥ore fojortantly, this alow trickle of settlers into Lourdes greatly,

{nfluenced the tlon of the Catholie con in the

of Blanc-Sablon, Bradore and Hiddle Bay. This'was particularly evident in

Bradore und mddle Bny where the Francaphnna poplations ‘were never large .

and vhe:e the 4 of only a few L greatly stunted the
po:emnl grwl‘.h of the settlement. The corolln:y u}{ an immediate as well
as long-tem incresse in the size of the Francophone population of Lourdes v 1
through the addition of the new settlers themselves, the retention in
Lourdes of the women they married, and eventually their offspring. 'As
shawn in Figure 3.7, these secondary migrations to Lourdes led to an in-
mediate’ incrule of 37 new :nidenr.u, 22 of whom were 1’mm:n|:luman.7 g
Moteover, given’ the role of the vomen as the cmxm_of Language and the

fact that all the single male gettlers married Francophones, the offspring’

reajdents since

of these six couples 3

1t ‘is assused ‘That they would have beea born and raised’ elseshere along
the Shore had their parents folloved the general pattern of virilocality.

1y, the 12 tntra-gh fons to Lourdes 'a total

e \
of 73 new.residents to that -s::lemn: 58 of whon were Francophories, - O |

\
‘.the ofi-prlng of both the urriad -nd umutﬂod migrants, 27 (only '.hua \

of ‘them Anglophonn) ultimately, contributed.to ‘the future growth of Lourdes

'rhl- £1gure includes all the children born-in the aix families that mnv!d
to Lourdes, regardless 8 of their place of birth ({.e. whether - they vere
born prior: to their pntsu;l ni..mton or after),
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: Al[hnugh 1t 18 ot known vnether tide feacher s ever

» stan of the Btlt!.lh levy Gouncﬂ phced ll under Canadian (Quibac) 3url'- & %

by mrty!.na And tesidlng there pamnen:ly. 4 ¥

The henc)p-lnng\uge 1-\ umrdn vas further bolatered by the school -,
system, There: 1 evfdenca that there vas a French-cunadlnn teacher frox’
Québec City Ln tha area of lourdu befureuwson Theé lattat had come to, \ F
the Shore n. a pmue mm fox» a ueulthy Francnphone muy ez 1'Ange- &
aux-Dunes, uhuu:»one—mf nile mt of. the pregent site af uau:des. “ =
Bsnmger vmea. 5 . o _— "Q.

Pierru Pe“tclnl.r, clarc de notaire i Quibm:u. se’ rendit

Pour 8tre précep~

b :eur dans une famille venant de Qulhn. 11 mourut } Pointe-
au-Pot, un.peu A 1'est de Lourdes-de-Blanic:Sablon, le 15 godt
Lsen (Personal comn!.cn:lon)

laced 1mea1.xe1y

after hig del!h mr how long 1t took h:fare a Eﬂml school waa upened in

Lnu:dea, oral . evuenca luvpbtt‘.t the notidn thut thie ‘school system in zha:

settlement predawi the opening of the a;m—s.uun achodl, aad ore - 3

pxmntly, that the famr was alvays anch. Cor qu:nrl

all the

“children {n lmxdu, ,those of aixed | i Whose sother o

. tongue ‘or neat:h ].nng\mge vas !nllinh, e wen a8 chou ehoae béckgrounds !

were totally Engliuh,

umt French. and vére able :v function. in that lan=

gmgs 1n everyday l!.ie. Dn the nlher l\md. beu\ue Bluc—thlon was under

sdiction of Nawfmmdlnnﬂ wedl 1927, at wich tioé the dect= | P

“the 1egn Jords

rdiction, he Cazhauc Mlhop of Hn-baur Grace controlled the illnc:lonmg
of zh: urly lc)loal in thu c::leunt. Ae a reuult the teachers 1|| Blanc-

Sablom - came ulullly fron ﬁther ullnﬂ-llwfnundltnd or its lendur lwldlng.




A o . of the motherl spoke only Znsllsh. and 4n the’ seimh ,nm view sas also
N

shared by all the ‘in Blanc-Sabl who vere cal:id as-
‘sessing the mponmé of- the French school %, Lourdga; "hat kaepu r.he

French up. ln Lourdes [1a tha:} they nl\mys had French Bchnolu

. “.".  Finally, seversl inforndits, cited the présence of e xel&dent besest
Ta Lourdes as a demue udenge in the maintainance of the French' lan-
g\mge. It wis statedearlier that a priest wvas ;ntioned in lmlrdau ona

e permenc basls £ron abut 1879, although both sccuInr prielts and taton:

| " aries had md reguliic aniival visity to the Lower ¢ foren shore si.nce about

; 3 me nlddle of the 19th l:entury (cmme 1953 8): Bacanse the mter b

usuuuy camd iram southern Qu&becfand 1n some. hu:nm:ea from Franu,s e

.thzy vere llvlyu mncn«-quing, even zhﬁunh it vag racngnuerb in u-
AN early as 1839 thgt a knovludgo of Engulh vas " also uqui.red of all the .

priun urvl.ug the ugicm‘ - # P o

.+ le 19!fanvier 1859 le. cona-u. ptuv!nciu trnuvln\
. . a mtesion du Labrador [mcadin; the Lmr North Shore
P i and_ the Newfoundland-Labradpr] ne ‘podvant de faite que par
CORPT ", - 'un seyl prétte, on prierait Monseigneur l'nrchavequu [of .
\Québec] d"en décharger les Oblats. De'plua, le prétre de- *3
vait bien savoir le frangais et 1'anglats, qunliﬁumm §
o deﬂcﬂa 3 trouver (Carriére 195&62) .

. in the dally'ufn of tha mh.r tants,. the prlut !ﬂ Lourdes ‘us the mo!
* influential member of the m{uL comunty, sas, 1ndeed were- lhe priests & b y

other pntl ai runl Quﬁbu Lm‘l !.n outpo:: Hevlo«nﬂmd. The role of the |

oy : 7

3
w 8 S |
¢ 7 Between 1903 -nd 1.946 thn gudut niuimuriu \u:a gfven’ charge. of ‘the’, i i
H

. Cathdlic posts of the Lower’North Shore, ' Since this. drder of missionaries
‘ 1s based in Prance, many of .the priests who. vent o thd Lower-ore during’ .
writes: -'Le 13 dodt, 1903 marque

e dite ¢ dans 1 u Lat
. Jour-13, vingthneuf eud;.-:a aient’ un yarnnca de Er,nca et sgtqutant
.8u Canade le 26'q08¢" (Carri&re 1f 58:9) ¢ ;




prigst in Lourdes also dnclujed the protectionand survival of the Fréach -

* language {nthe sadle vay that it did elsevhere in the proviace of Québec.

- _For exasple, it is reported that through his persistent usé of French and -

his continued Lourdes, the-p vas able to’ foster the prac—
tice of ‘speaking French in the home environment, even where the mothets

vere aitially Eaglish-spedking unilinguals. Junek'adds that the Local -

5 priést-alsp played a very significant role in running the schisgl in Lourd

. Legal enforcement of the mass education of the.young = E
15 totally absent in Blanc-Sablon... In Longue Pointe (sic:
Lourdes], however, formal education is partly engaged in,

L uthauwt because of legal enforcement, but mostly oving
CHEN to pressude éxerted by the curé, and also by.community opin

2 1on brought into play by the work of the curé (Junek: T937e117):

H!gilz it was the nchool‘ itself which vas Flu more important and ultimate
sechanfsa 1n alding the reteition of French in Lourdes, the responsibility
and’ subsequent actions o:\he priest 1n Firetag: icbooL. attaignes dise

need to be recognized as paramount in the mrvlval of the langusge ascogst

© the yom;er generations of :h.n uttlpn:.

S ; Fros the foregoing dtscuiston thén, certata o day be oo
regarding changes 1in ‘the cos st of B 2
Catholic community in the perfod between 1890 and 1920. The most obvious

is the decrease 1n the numerical ‘strength de the comiatty 10 proportion ‘

:e che tou.\ pspnl‘llml oi ‘the eastern Lower North smte. While there was

. an tncrease, albeit mr inal, in the absolute’ mumber of Francophase Catha.
Hea'from 1550 to 1920, he comuntty reprasented aé;y 2188 of the total’
population fa 191!7~ wnp.n¢ :o 29. zx :hlrty years earlier. Simillrly, the

terfitory occupled by this community vas reduced o basically only one .




phone cmolu cnmumzy. The secondary mgrmnn- to, fauzdes were also

influentfal in’ reducing the 'size of the\}‘un:npl\nng pepmmn 1n-netgh~

bouring utﬂqmenm, but at the same time,“they vergA gnifighnt aspect "

th tie survival of French in lourdes and in the matntenance of an overt
Lingutstic add ethatc boundary betweea the iatabizants of Loudes.and
those' of the othier settlements in the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon remn
Similarly, the auablishmeut -of.a parish Church and of'a Px&m:h\schnol
in Lnu:de! reLnfu:ced the r:sidmtul wunaary between the Fram:ophan:

" Catholic jand the UL - osiitetel]

The Anglophione Anglicans

.By.1890, the Anglophone Anglican community comstituted 43.8% of the

total population in''the study area and was this the largest of the t/hree

religfo-Lingutatic groups.™ Hovever; like the Francophone Cathold< copmun-

ity, it too’ declined pro in the three dacad:s, such

/ that hy 1920 Anglophdﬁ: Anglicans nade up-only 34. 71 of the total ):apula—

tion. This decrease 1s attl to tvo basic p

into the Anglophone Catholic community and aut—migrallon\(ram the st.l

¥ . e &
Faul's-Blanc m\lnsm. B Y Y

* Although only, 32 i g recorded

; . » ;
prior to 1920, marriage provided the primary peans that led to. the integra:

tion of the 1 4nto the Catholic community.

In the first instance, the wajo’ti:y of these maninges_le% to the conver-

sion of the non-Citholdc male snd fesale spouses, vhile very few aarriagss

led ‘to"the conversion of the cmm"t: spouse, resulting in an {mediate

okt of pets;m;e‘k in the Anglican community and a concomitant gain in the
' N e o

s 3 : ; X 2




5

L“huli{ commnity (Table 3,75 ‘ALthough these gnl.n! d Losses axe '

minlmll in terms of " actunl‘ numbprs, they ulr,imately led to a more sub-

staitiall ncrease e nuaber of Catihplics and a s

- or mlé of growr.h m the. Anglmu cmunuy since most of these couples

pruduced ‘Catholic offlp:ing Hence, b:cau!e of the conyersion of the

Angllcan |po|mu. the Catholic camunlr.y sataed 74 néy seabers (12 of

whon, were Prench-syelking) compared £o onl
comunity. Similasly, the Anglophone Catholic r.mmnunlty experienced &
further increase of members slnca the offépring in half of the'marriages
An vhich nefther spouse converted were ratsed as Catholics, vhilst there
vas only one fantly in which the children were raised as Catholics. and

sone’ as doglicans,”. Taking"fato accowrt the later comversions of two

Table 3.7

Batterns of Converaton: 1840-1920

o Converliou to. Gntlwucisn . - M

Husbend:. u e
. Vife: g 9 |82:5T

(2 \ Children: 5 15.62 .
Total: 25 1811

" Husbapd: 0 (P
. Wife 1 3
Children:  : 1 3.1

Totalt 3. 9.4,

** nknown ‘ot anpmalous situation: 4 12,5
Total number of matriages: © 32 00,02

] § :

"+ Marriages in vhich neither partner converts but the children are.
raised inone or the other religion.

Rad Include- childless couples who retain their own religion and ome .
fanily in vh.lr_h sone of the children are ralsed s Catholics and

- some as Ang e ,

new meabers “in the Anglican




" the Anglophone Anglican’ commnity -’ ldke those of the linguistically |

Cutholic fanilies (a total of fivt :hild:en) follnu‘lng th: duth of the -/

cmouc parent, the Anglnphune Catholic community gained 69. 2o a1t
the uffspdl\g Gf the mixed uniem, compared to only 19.4% for the Anglo-
phone Anglican community, d 11.1% ‘for the Francophone cachuuc

comunity (Figs. 3.87and 8.9). The effects of merriage on the size of

exogamous marriages on thd’ lation - were felt

nore deeply in terms. of the loss of future or potential perggunel rather.

than 1n the actual loss of membera through converaions to Catholdcisn
According to some informants, x\hcxuaxng both the ‘Anglican and Catho-
Ie priests.presently gerving the study area,’the tendency of religiously -
afxed partners to have thelr children fased as Catholics La attributable
to the nore uhyteldtog’ and formal posteton of the Romnn Catholie Church
Via-2—vs wixed mariisges. Although the dogas of tha Church of Rome his
ajtered considerably ‘suce the Vatican II Couneil, “4n the period before |+
1920 Rosan Catholfcs were taught that thelr's uas the baly 'true fatth! |
and_ that sbandoment of that religion led inexorably to eternsl damnation:
$intlatly, anyone not baptized in the Catholic Church vas not considered
+ true Christisn and vas cofiemed -to the siame fate. * for moat Catholic
spouses; therefore, the long procap of adoctrination by successive ‘&
local priests and telch-u, and ultisately by the parenta and extendel fautlies,

vas such that he/she ‘eventually dematiled that the Anglican spouse agree to

9
5'1s the only reported case thraughnut the entire period studied

5 (1820—1970) o which all the children vere mot brought up in-the same

religion. It {s important to note, however, that following the death R,
“of the Cathelic spouse, the Catholic children were recefved as members -
in the Chufch of England. ¥ .
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couvet\r.\ud to haye  the children raised as Catholdcs. ' Fatling attespts
to conivert; there vas an slided neasure shereby. the Rossn Catholde Church . 2
i dcaxisdel thacthe ubn-Cithol4¢ spouse formally sveas to-have the chdldren”
‘hlpllzed in that Church. Only the more audacious Anglicans, or those. - -
vhose_fuatldes. had high Tocal status in the settlemeat and Anglican commu-
nlty, refused to follow ths vn:tlce and had the children recetved n
the Chureh, of Egland. - h il .

A ond factor ccmlrih\lting ‘to the dacnlle in the #ize of [he

A..,mpme Adgltcan comuntty vas the oit-migration of both font1es and
umarried male and feasle indtviduals'from sbout 1890 o 1925. These

moves from the study atea resulted in the loss'of as many as 84 énglicans,

all but six of thém from St. Paul's Rivér and Bradore. As shown in Teble
et :
:I?m( furiog this period vas mot restricted to the Anglican
ut the effects vnn grutut on t.hz latter since (1) there was

a larger number of mum out-sigrants, and since (i1) the Anglophone

nie

o=

. An;llclﬂ comunity was also losing a considersble number of members through .

lnur-n’!-lu with c-t.hollc settlers. - & ¥ * ) i H

With the exception of “the fanilies that sigrated fron St. Paul's:

_ River to the vest coast of Nevfoundlend, in particular to Coner Brook

the Bay of Islands (Fig. 3.10), it is difficult to establish the : ] i
g:m- for out-migration. Thrée explanations posited by the older infor- .
mants included the fluctuating and ucertain pature of the fisherics, the ;
Irlhh to' better one's e::nnunlc position by moving to urban centres such -
as Hontrial and Québec City, vhere nudy u'pluyuent ‘could be found, and

* the fanilial or kin-ties which acted as a pull. factor attracting muen . p

to such places as island-Nevfoundlajd and other settlesents HW




TE
Lz
-
N T
52 iut
uﬁsi«ivﬂ e
! ST

T uun:auﬂuﬂt

[, :s3nom 28BY3 UT v!ﬁo:_.w STENPFATPUT JO 1aquniu {E3ol .

- Z9 ' seAcm 39 F9quna 0L,

* e g Lo s
=T = | deaT w foug cag ¢
= B Avg OTPPTR
o o & sacpezg
0z S e © - - wwpanof
g 3 8 " ‘morqes-ouetg
mﬂ!lvaﬁ. - venoR: . eawestaes -
e l.ui«zi.ﬂul 7




K
?

N

L

g

|

e )

St. Paul's

)
:
e

8
\ ;) ' "
“ l i\\ C v
i (/l \»\ 4 T o
i N = S35
e [E - §%
0 \
§ A ;0
| =4 1
© %3k
- L
. _Q; I
s o W
= i
0 g a
8 T
ki 85 i5
£ \ £
& 0
.- Ty i
° £
8! .
4 g
< L
[ i
e
g .
o ——1
\ i ?‘
“\

Fig, 3.10

\




sad Hlddle Yorth Shﬂreu."\ Fut e several mnglicans moved Som
St. Paul 8 River to lh! nei.ghbour!ng se::lmn: of 01d-Fort Bay whi:h

" vas foth totally Anzllcln and; closely rehled through marriage with st.”
Paul's Rtver. Si‘pulrly. many of the Pnnmphone Catholic mves to Québec
Ci(y and the surmmding runl oounuea of Berthier and Hnnr.magny were

prompted by the pty;sgn:e there of rehtives \ypor shom the North Shore .

Ypigrants could depend for 1n1:m help in settling down.’ ‘Language and.
zeligion may also have| br\eh sn Influential aspect in the emmmns fron
. (ha astem Lower Ilorlh §hore but it is mre likely that thne two cri-
. teria :ere a £un:t1nn of the :hn: causes previously mel\[laneﬂ- Stated
" otharetae; langulgh aud relxglon lielped to defise destinations rather
 thas the ‘motives. for estgration. !
\ On the other hfnd, the movement from St. Paul's Rive'r to the u‘es: ¥
;uﬁ; of Newfoundland constituted an’end to. the pattem of seasonal mi-
gration. that had begun 1 'the early 1880s when tuo Catholic fanilies

began to migrate anually to the Bay of Islands, vhere the fall and uinter

herring their smer on the Lower North

Shore. ' The eateblishueat of this pattern of seasonal migration :olncided H .
vith the Witeley decision to reside in St. John's during the winter. A\nd o
indeed, the two were probably closely linked since the initiators of the
west coast migrations were W.H.'Whiteley's two step-brothers. The dnnual
migrations to Nevfomdhnd were alvays Iimited largely to the Cuz)wlin
fanilies of St. Pud.'n River and they persisted only wtil lbnul 1925, when

0 e role of fanilial and kin ties in migration and permanent settlement
in other areas in the Gulf of St. Lawrence ia discussed in detall fn:
Rosenary E. Omer,-Scots Kinship, Migration, snd Early Settlement in :
Snuthﬁute‘m Newfoundland. - Unpublished M.A. lhells. “Memorial Bnivenityf ——

pactaeat of Geography, 1973 ", 3




1

the opentng of the Bovatet mill 1n Gorner Brook caticed it of 1he. seasonal,
nigrants to settle there pemnmﬂy. - :
Vithin the St. Paul's River Afchxp;mga; acSther, picbibly substdiary,” | )

form,of seasonal mij r‘:qm’x. begu;' at the turmn of the céntury. A‘lthnu;h

the distance covered {n‘the lattér practice never—‘nv:uged o —

or 20 miles, it too reflected & atcas of seasonal exploitation, of resour;:u
spectfic to’ the SE. Paul's hrchipelago. The families resiéed o che 1s-
Lands of the chipelago £ron the begiantag of Hay to the niddle or end of
Octaber; where they were closer to the fishing gxouuds, and vhere thej.

vere also £ree Erom the nland heat and the sscompayiog sagpe ofltes

and mosquitos. Io'October, the faaties, with all their. household goods,
vould return by boat to e wister, and sl th(iiwx\ perament® restdence,
opbroxinitely ten wiiés Anismd, - Once. cstablished fn-thedr new hooss, the,

men were closer to their hunting and trapping grouds, as vell ds'to the

all-important nupply of wood vhich a8 needed both for burning and fnr

lumbzx-, The p!esenca of commlnity lervic’eu, including church, school,

" .delegraph office and dtores, provided othier sdvantagés. which were wavail-

able on the islands because of the great dispersion of the ropulation. ' To
complete the cycle, the famﬂi.ea would return by cométique w the islands
in late Apni’ or early May, vhere:the men vould’begls to pmme for the

l:lmlng fishing season. 'Most of the families in St, Paul's River were in-

exception was the Chevalier family, vhose ancestors had once owned the
entire Archipélago, ..;d Shose only sctivity involved the explottation of

the salmon ﬂlhery at the site of-the winter settl«unt. Yoreover, unlike

the pmem of seasonal migra=

L3
volved in one of thetwo forns of seasonal sigration. The only motable b
the to vest co_nt %




" bireh in the Anguun and cmnuc

© daries such that by 1920, ‘both iddle By and Blenc-Sablon could behj.dm_t’.—

nthu q{hr Mu—

the vife - rentdhn of her nuunu. .mn.um
band's religion. This 4s seen more clu:ly “ia m Dodera period of lc:().g—

ment. (192%1970) vifen lhe nlllm of Clmlh: l:oﬂht.lm tc :be erch of

The Anglophone Catholies s S i W

7 3 s .

Baum the pattern‘s m one of lnmlutim Lnto m*nmma ndm—
 than the rmmgmg ailieu, and tovards’ Catholicisn rafher ‘than, Auuun»
1sn,_the English-speakiog Catholics emerged at m’ endof che un: mmzy E
of Buropesn settlement a5 the'lamgeat of he :ma lﬂmo-lmulltic
sroups on the” eastern Jover North Shore. Althosgh there’ had Been fem
Iaglophone Catholic settlers iaitially, by 1920 the latter mnmm
£3.52 of ‘the totsl popslatibn ia the stady ares, Thelf future growth and

~continued aumérical suprenacy vas further nuu';r.hmh. by the larget husber. . X

of um. ta the Anglnphmﬂ:hﬁlc comumty w-p.nmo the n,:ql of

ccoapanded by an espanston of m:den:u! goun~

‘Increase 13 population va

Moreover; unlike

fled as nucau, mgmh--puixng cnnnue, settlements. |
vere ptuent = u.bait

the tus, other tl'n
as minorities * in the three tul!.nm settlesents of St. Paul's R!m, 2

Bradore and ‘Lourdes. NI
» . 1




2 e y .
tions, within the St. Paul's  Archipelago ia su’il whdely practiced by, the
present-day population of that settlenment. The reaamn for this’ seasonal
‘zovément of populaticn heve Temaired : huicnlly unal;md since the emy

-19005 }l%hnugh :h=:= heve: been sdme changes . in the manner in which the

przaent population 1s involved Jn,chis actiyity. m example, beca‘%}‘

the of 1 1atd achool.

fanilies toddy usually move to the islands: only at the emd of Jﬁi{e,&mn'
:he schuol term.is over, and uwy return to the winter settlemnt in tlme
_for the start of classes in September. ’

Unlike their French~spesking Catholic counterparts whose declining
\

population was' reflected in a of their

the Anglicans U the thirty-year period uwnder

study as the main occupints of both Bradore and St. Paul's.River. Tils

wis' possible 1n Bradore foilowing the secondary migrations to Loisrdes of

08¢ of its Catholic populatlon, whilst the large ovt-aigratfon of Catho .
lies £rom St Paul's Riyér to-Corner Brook offset the equally large but
sote gxgpaned{ugmion of the St Paul's Aglican population, -The jro-
cess of centralization from the islands o’ the winter »ae:thmu;lt’ 1n st
Paul's River also .:.onttﬂmt}d to_the satntenance. of s strong nglicas
sajority in that ‘settlément; vince ‘ths’concestratitn of \the entire popillaticn
\1n one location - even 1€ for only part of the year - hei{gdlto refaforce,
theirident ity through the establishsent of both a Church and & school.
This fn turn sloved dov the process of integration into the Catholic
community by giving the Anglican partners in mixed marriages a stronger
Voice in the wheisglog of the children since (Anglican) comunity pressure

could now be brought to bear more readily than when the population e

;
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7, ‘In conclusion, meMofe, 1€ may be.'le-q that' in the ‘three decades
that tn'llwed the Ad £ tn-atg the St Paul's-Blanc-Sabl zegton
experluu:ed al majqr chn‘el. The most Hoteyorthy'of these vas the -
; cpergeace and cotisolidation of the tiiree uuu»—xm-m et
from the six _ethnic groups previously uu!.id on the -eas t North
shore.. Nifriage, and more, the ¢ hese narriages

together with the out-atgratioss froa. the study area, vere the matn fea-

g size of the Fr ‘Cathol lnd'

:uusﬁu: ed t5 the

(4
Angluphnn: Angllcln population md the reaulng increase in the size of

/ - da \ .\
ths Cdthalu y Hﬂt! ] I:hil hirty

pe;liud sav l‘n-orpniu}inn and lnbl:qunl stabil1zation of the lpﬁhb

v es that ated; the thru Indled, the

.spatial ugr!ylinﬂ of the communities lllmled each one to dlnlop 1!!

mmumzm uxt life-styles, '-‘nnd served tb rehfcrce thl sécial bmm—

\mu. In m- vhere. the lm!i(l r-hnlnd. s0 did

v

thesedeial boundaries. Tous, the lmnduy dgntxouof aof the Franco-
phone ‘families Ezo- Ilmc-snhlm to l.nurdu “the arrival of mlungul
Aglopbane vives.in Blanc-Sablon, as 97{ s the presence there of New-
fomdhnd_—.icnlryugd 7(1!- l\lr:h as Job's l"tllllled ln a »ﬂkﬂh‘lﬂf bcth
the spatial and social boundaries, vhich ultizately led to & rapid process

of .m_xc ton, amongst the Innnophm;!l of that, ler.ue_n_n:.‘ Sinilarly,

/rsves- Archipelago vas mpmme ‘for.a more flexible soctal Soindary

at -ettluan: and'for a [ruta: dqree Of intersarrisge thanwas
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In the m;y years betveen 1920. and’ 1970, the ‘most mm:g feature
of the ethnic organizatfon of the St. r-uv.-m.nc-s.bxan population has
been: lhe relatively stable nature of-its social ‘and sp.tlul ‘boundaries.
In rechut years, these ethic boundaried have been strengthened by such
ra:‘m’s'sn the dntroduction of a telephone service, which 15 Jperated 1
fron Lourdes, and the construction of ‘& T ghrough the atudy area.
These insovaticns bave allosed & Geeater degree, of communication and
tnteractdon bztvun the £4ve'settlenents, which has culninated fn a’
gmur uvueneas of ethnic xdmmes anongst the three gmpa “and which

hus sharpengd rnther ‘than dimi.nhheﬂ ethoic differences. Attempti to o

uhtain speclal grants from the Provinc! for

.'projects have actially promoted new among the thiee

As {n the first century of permanent g u(tlmnl language and Teligion

" 7. have continued as the major disgnosticbes
g o

satures by which the locaf popula-- sy

i
tion his identified itaelf both soctfliy and spatially. Similarly, marrisge
has rematned as one of the prinary/atalysts, réinforcing ethnic affilia-

*'tions and. snudm:y and leadiag to demographic shits anongat the thrze

P coumunities. All.hmlgh the ta;nl number of Mrtiages recurded bemen 1911

xnd 1970'4s much grutée tlun the :oul numer recorded in the entite

previonrcentury, the n:m of mdogmunlexngnwua maxri-gen hu not,

o alfered apérecﬂbly fron the earifer pericd to the Jatér (Tables 4.1 gt

4.2). The larger of t and 1 1 ous . .

&, .
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vnions has assured the survival of all three ethnic. comunities, at least .
up to ‘the p. '. t day, \Qem: r.he smallér yet consistent perceatage of

= . exogimous marriages has conmbnud, once again, to changing the ethnic
distribution on the eastern umr North Shore. Because of thu, and

. because the patterns of convers} and Mvggracion have ed to

. 7 fyour Catholicisn and English, rl-pzcuvr.ly, the Anglophone (:.Spuc
N,
: compunity has wnmueh to increase. By 197o it consticated 53.12'0f m

d * total :ion. coqund to 43.5% fifty y’un enuer. Iy~contns:, "
. P Q : i "mu by " o N B

- . and Lang : 18408 - 1970°

1920 . 1921 - 1970

, Qo (9.0 o R ER S
ol 9 (2.0 230 (69:57) - ! .
169 (8L.28)° 273 (82.51) | .
37 (17.87) 58 (17.5%) o ok
» 2 (109 : 0-(0.07)
Total Nusber of Mirrisges: 208 (100.0%) 7™ 3 o0.0n
. ‘Table 4.2 " ; d b

“ - Marriages and Religlon: 18408 - 1970 ? : H

1840s - 1920 . 1921 - 1970
* T
* Endogamous . Marriages: e ¥ ) b
Catholic o (W) 998 (59.80). ~
79, (38.07) 7 @330 C
170 (81.7%) 2)5 (83.17)
2 (15.47) (0SS (16.6%)
6 (2.9%) 17 (0.3%) .
“Total Nimber of Marriages: . 208 (100.0%) = . L 00.00) -
3. "lhrrhgu for which the and/or £E1)Latip of K
: one or both partners is unkaown or uncertatn.
. . s
- | RS




the pescentage of Anglophone Anglicans has continued to decrease from
31. 7% in 1920 to 26.9% fﬂle decades lnter. Only the Francophone Catholic
cosmuniity has remalned xelatively stable at.about 20% of the total St
Taul's-Blanc-Soblon. population, In addition;.a cumparisnn of figures 1.5

and 4.1 indicates thnl between 1?20 and 1970 boﬂl Blanc-Sablon and Middle

Bay retained their Anglophone tholic chamcter whilst Bxadore and Sc.

Pdil's luve( persiamd as ‘the two s:ronghold.n of Anglicanism iri the study

area. Lourdes, 1s mu the cnly settlenent vhere a strong Francophone

coum/\lnily 1s. found 1in the' 1970s' (Table 4.3).
¥ P

2 - Table 4.3 §

10 Per L 107 |

: 7 :

e i

Catholics . * Angly i

Blanc=Sablon 1.0% . 37.82 172 20,7 !

Lourdes . 98.4 27.8 3.3 35.4 |

Bradore s 0.0" 2.5 19.7 6.7 -1

Hiddle Bay 0:3 15.1 0.0 8.0 :

St: Paul's'River:. . 0.3 - 16.8 By
Totals . 100,02 100.02 100,02 100.0%

Agatnst this' general background of éthnic stability and persistence, |
certatn bastc changes, somie of which are the Tesult of external forces,
* have occurred 1a' the mdetn perfod of settlement, particulm'ly stace the

19n(ln< These social chﬂng&: can be diucusned under two major cntegnrics. I

The latter .component ‘will be. discussed in tsis

language aud religion.
- &

chapter. %
ps N R K %

Lthe data prcsenznd in Fig. 4.1 r}ﬂer only ts the: Tocal,, perggnent
hey e

xclude. school, ‘and clerical (both.:
cn:holx: and Angllcan) personnel since these are: regarded as mmuunc\
or teaporary residents of ‘the Lower North Shore.
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Decline of Religicus Forces : 8

the pmmm edueational systens, which had aivays e -m-:‘;xd?{

sively under the control'snd authority of private religious organisations,

98

The dintnishing role of religion s a chief criterion of ethic
1dentity on the Lover North Shore cnly dates back to about the m1d-1960s,
The Quiet Revolution D( Québec and [h growing Wlld tclml:ll movement,
as yeflected in the détente between :hg Church of - d and the Roman

 Catholic Church, were critical in this decline. Figure 4.2 attespts to

1y the role of religion from the ear- .

1iest period of in-migration on the eastern Lover North Shore to the

present day. This figure illustrates that the major recent changes in

. i
the role of religion on the Lower North Shore resulted largely from a
chatn of events ingafron the Quiet and the 2

movenent, both of which evolved totslly. independently of the Lover Shors ~

and its inhabitants.The flow diagram is clgsely related to the text

e

vhich follous and presents 4 visual synopsis of this chapter.
The Quiet Revolution of Québes started in 1960 and lasted about four
;un during vhich time several important changes were brought about ., :
that greatly ;'fhcm! economic, social, 1nd political life in the mw R X
vince. Breaking radically with s long tradition of autoctatic and u%— : ¥ ¥

different government that was largely controlled by a conservative |

chufch and centhiry concept of economics, the new government's b
guiding philosophy vas that the state should play a central role in
improving the welfare of its citizens (fagausen 1968:8). Apong the | . . o

government's many achievements during this period vere the advances ma i

in the realn of education,? The gost radical change was that of pla

under the_secular control of ‘the Department of Education, created 1964.

0a the Lover North Shore, the effects of refora vere mot really el il i

I
3 P [
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] 1957 vhen the Prav!.nf.hl Government passed a bill mhml solely to o |
{ eduutlon on the Shote. This peasure i.nncixu:ed the Co-u.im Scolaire
| de 1a Cote-ord du Golfe sam-hnm; — the first "wnified" school
*hoard in the province siace it vas responsible for all the schools, -both
|Catholic and stant, as well as Freach, English, and Indian, on the

Lower North Shore (Commission Scolafre de la Cite-Nord du Golfe Saint

Laurent 1974). Shortly after i tion, the Commission Scolaire
‘mtthted a number of :hlnxgl in all the schools under its jurisdiction,

the most lllp"(‘nnl of which were: (1) the unification of the Catholic

| ° .
and Anglican schools in St. Payl's River; (2) the creation of a special '

] i

3 programe to allow North Shore students to pursue their studies at:the / @

4 =" . : ;
secondary level in other areas in’'(uebec; and (3) the large-scale recruits N,

e Ty ment of teachers from outside the region of the Lover North Shore. .Vieved

ze;e:her these three reforms constituted a turning point as regards the

. .role nf religion, an attitudes to it, in the society of the bux" Shore. :

According to local tradition, the first school in St. Paul's River was ’
‘established around the turn of\the century. Although it was frequented
by both Catholiés and Anglicans, -&ol'{ creation and its continved

. > o
operation were the direct result of the efforts of the Anglican Church and

its ainisters in St. Paul's River. The cans received financial help

from bible societies further south who, in addition; sent persommel to

i
f
i

A
teach in many settlements and posts of the Shove. These teachers

% Por detatled accounts of. these educational reforns, see, for example,
Louis-Philippe Audet, Bilan de la réforme scolarie au bec: 1959~
‘1969 (Montréal: Presses de 1'Université de Montréal, 1969); Louis~
Phlllppe Audet, Histoire de 1'enseignement au Québec: 1608-1971, 2
vols. . (Montréal: Holt, Rinehart, et Winston, Ltée., 1971); Léon Dion,
Le bill 60 et la soci€té québécoise (Montréal: Les Edicions du Jour,
1963). For more general works on the Québec Quiet Revolution see
Pernand Harvey.and Peter Southan, Chronologie du Québeci 1940-1971
(Québec? Institu Supérieur des Scieces Humaines, Université Laval,
1’12). and La Presse; ed., Une certaine révolution zmguﬂh 22
luln, 60-'75 (Montréal: Le Presse, Ltée., 1975). ;

- v
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frequently travelled from plage to place; depending on. the Location of -
Anglican families at different tines.of the year. - Thé Catholics, on the

other hanid, ‘only recetved Provincial Government grants which Huard clatsis

vere largely nsuffictent:to-deal with the pioblens of the réglon: in

"paiticulas vith a small, uam.a‘pupulmun, of Jhm. a large proportion

was widely dispersed on islands for more. thian n.u the year (1897:487-488).
!n the. Sr.. Plu].'! uv!r Im:hipelngn, £t example. some of the Cat‘huli:
~population d!.d not” cun:entru:e lolely in the vlnteguet:lamm: as did the
Angucam, but remained yur—ro\md in Sulmn Bly. By contrast, thz hr;ar
Calhclic popllhﬂon of meie- and Blmc~Sablon vere never lnvulved Ad’
sel!oml mlgrﬂliml and they folmded theit’ ovn ncl\nolu ‘much earller thau

_the cmmucu tn'St. Pail's River, .y

The long-ter pmence of only. an Andllcm school in St. Paul's River ',
4d not, havever, ligniiy acceptance of That u)\aol by the Clthnllu popu— :
lation thate. Hout infornants vere clear @)ut :hz Catlmucl hud always v

Heiin opposed €0 sending thelr children to a. school vhete Anghcun doctrines.

were taught, vhereu the Ansltclnl fuvau'zed a one~ uclmul. pnllcy for a-settle-

ment: the size of St. Pml s Rivér." Horeovery lpathl and; more l:ulely,

aoniul segregation within the winter peulued and o

J(Fig. 4.3). For ‘example, even_tough catholic and’ dogltcan cmmm Ham

able to bix.at school, some Lnfomlntl insisted that they were: forbidden to

iiteract at sny gmr\m: Yo play with your own kisd ... pareats used
The mm{uu, vho vere not equippéd vith, fornal Church and school
ltmc:upeu and vho vere only givm pnzlu luppn!t by the prieat (who was
restdent in Lourdes), appe-x to"have been the more vo -1 lnugoniutu in

this'conflictive religious 'situition.




.‘ which remained open nlmguid! the Anglican school until 1968. The con=

g smum of the Catholic l-:hpol came’ about mafnly thmugk the stforts

. muy oppond the 1uus:

In the lm 1940-, the CAthnucs( m.ny obtathed thetr own schuql

of the pm-h priest of Lnurdeu after some of his congregation stopped
seriding, their ¢hildren to the Anguun sctiool.: :The erpatiog of ditvo-

ucnoo) nyum. divided along uugum 1in xmhu nccentunted m~ o

lnng—entlblilh!d social and Bpal’.!al egregntinn of Catholics and Angll-

cans .in Sl.'Pmll'l ler._ Aa can be seen in H,gura 4 3 le Catholic

sci:oo.l was comncted da the hidart of the ‘catholte nelghb}mrhoad of

the lettlment th\u! uqmding potepcxn :on:nct mum the | Caﬂmnc

and Anglicnn childrqn .

" their ovn dhtinct achoﬂl, some even threntened

-to have !helr d:ﬂdlan rumved from l:llonl lItogether, bdt the schnol

‘poard's decision was Lmvmbla and.all the parents’ finally ucl:eded.
Uniﬁudpn hn puved the way for mcruud cmmcta hetvun uu Cn:huuc

and Anglican :hudm. such ‘that when th field work for mu Study was, -

:o’nduc:ed 1¢ vaa ‘comon to see uligiaualy naxemgenebns*grnup. of Chil~

dren -v play, both during andgfter mm Hours. Tn addition, the new

achool systen has helped to break down- the | .n{u hlrrier/vhich had -

extsted betveen the fwo. religlous. commnities of St. Paul's luver, stnce - %

E
all childun 1n klndzrg‘rdr_n and ‘grades 1, 2, nnd 3 are nw fntced tn . !‘
g du hto'8 are’ i

atrdnd what used. to be the Angllcan school, vhile

: loclted in the fomer Catholic building.
“The Cmilllun ‘Scolaire's scheme l:o send, r_||£1dxen to lzcondn'y

schools nnnide the Lover Nuxth Shore, has grenly 1ncr=-ud contacts -
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afd Anglican An;lnph\:ne students are nn:r able to freqnnr‘ the Aule public " -
school’s {n such places as Lennoxville aad Sept-Tles. It is re‘m;n!.ud ‘
that it is L-poume to provide mn adequate; on-site, secondary education
for the older children, vho are widely scattered along the entire Shore.
Because 1t _Lmn n_‘ll travel costs as vell'as room and board, desianding
fros the parents only a cospulsory intaua coatebution, the new schene

. ‘has‘alloved & mch greater number of studeats o pursue thelr studles,

During the 1973-74 acadeatc, yeat,. there was a total of 265 North Shore

ntudmtu zeshteud n° lec.ondlry sghools :nruu;hauc the province (Commis-.

ninn Scolaire de la Cou-Nonl du Golh Snt.n;-l.lurent 197lv ).

This exodus of yonu peoph to, lnxu centres, more m :-ma vi:h the

-m-mu of rﬂ:ent uchl, economic and political dmuy—m in Qu.m, i[
has meant that many of these students have come into contact ith the

larger society and have ultimately changed theiv xell;iolu outlook. They

have lutnelled (he hqo—luh abandons®nt of ll:tl.va reu;io\ll practice, i ,

avi ead attitude of and s Fn-nl view that all,

Chrigt{an religions are basically one and the sace. Upon “Feturning to * R
the Lover North, Shore, thesd students have, in turmi, influenced 1ou1‘,‘

s to abandon their

attitudes to religton; sove have cogvinced thetr pai

Mastiquiked™ Teligtoie pnjnd;eel‘. and some have even fncited a total aban- -

. donsent of all forms of religlous practice, especially anong the younger
resideats of the sho:.e. During the lpar_lnd of u:xja-ork. the latter phepo-
nenon vas espectally evidet'in Lourdea asd in St, ‘Paul's River vhere
only a small number of people, usually restricted to older people and yfwnj ~

children, attended religlous services.

The recruitzent of teachers from cmniyle the Lower North smm hu
lkewise helped in u reasing contacts between cuhnuu and Anglicans and




in leading to a greater détente h;mu‘{ the two religious. commnities.
Although some nuns are atill employed by the' Commission Scolaire and even

though many schools are still confesglonal (e.g. the schools in Blanc- = ¢

-Sablon, Lourdes, hnd Middle Bay vhere the local populations are overvheim-

., tagly Catholic), the 'school ‘hoard has alfays bad a’non-discrintnatory

hirtag policy. Teachers from cihtral Québed, on:Ario; the Maritines; and
sone fron outside Caniada, have been given contracts fo-teach i those
settleneits vhere ghey were most needsd, regardless of, thelr o religlons
affiliations. Thus, it 1s now possible for a Catholic teacher.to work in
a predoninantly Anglican setclemeat, of for.a nom-Catholic to teach ina . °
recomized Catholtc sanlemﬁ% In this vay, the residents of i North
Shore. settleaeats have cae to,réalize that esbers of another religious *
cumunity are not -lw-ya bellicose and ate not neceuaxuy intent on con-,
verttag others to.thel o religlon. Because of thelr prestigious posi~
thon fa the local soelal order, and thetr usually more lberal outlook on
the ecumencal novement, most tedchers, have also helped to foster graving
d!unze between Catholics and Anglicans.

"Stnce the many reforms of the Vatican II Council (1962-1965) ‘have

been' implemented byﬁhﬁ Catholic priests working in the Apostolic Vicariat

of Labrador, there has been an increasing local détente between the offices
of the parish prlul: of Lourdes and the “Anglican mindster resident in St
Paul's River. amnucmy. these vere ‘the two most important and influen-
tial menbers of .1'1 three ethnic commmities on the eastern Lover North’

Shore. Consequently, their publiyexample of collaboration and their

- ‘increasingly amicable "official" relationship has encouraged their respecx

tive congregations to lessen religious prejudices. Thig mutual spirit of

cooperation was'urged thus by the Catholic Bishop of  the Lower North Slwr’e

A B




. Vous &tes des batisseurs de 1'.v=n.u 11 vous faudra
cosbattre pour le bien commun, ce qui n'est pas toujours
facile. Partout on &'wit. S5imous voulons aséliorer notre
situation sociale et Economdque 11 nous faut nous unir nous
aussi,"et collaborer dans un eﬁnrt commm, (Jovenesu et
Tresblay 1971:86).

The r.hlngu described above llplﬂsl Ih II'JH of the decrming
> uporunr.e of religion as-a sajor diagnostic feature of ethnic ldentzy

on the castern Laver Weeh Shore. . For example, many younger tnforants

l:ll.:d upllciﬂ.y th1\l they did not vi:v on (altnm blck;rvlmd as

a vital --pm of one's ideatity. Thny claimed that the incréasing simis
laruy ‘betwedh the Anglican and Catholic Churches, and: By inference,

be;vem Angldcans. and Catholics, sa vell as the greatly dininishisg nusber -

of | (Mﬂ vlw actively 1a religious a .
danl: j\lltlfy any ethnic ﬂffemth(lm on the basis of religious
lfﬂlhtion.

;

Re. 1y Exof

5

Within the hxnr tnuwrl of wofld m—nml trends,, the ipcrease. -

of uuumxy exogazous -nhlu in the modern period is both cause amd A
eoueqnenca of local nlmmu détente on tbe Lower North Shore. It was '
noted 1n ‘Chapter 3 that in the p(e-19za period, the occurrence of a reli- X
glously ixed marriage frequently resulted in several other marriages of
this type, both during the menun in which they first occurred and in
later memm-‘. Mixed nm—xuu tended, therefore, - to occur in 2 lin-
ited number nf fmﬂi.u, vhl:l\ fnnher mnt that rhey were accepted only
by mui.n lineages and kin nvupl, but did not meet with approval in the
Catholdc and u..nm l:_nltiu st large. As noted 1n Plgure 4.2, this
practice has per-gnd throughout the modern pttiﬂd of settlement. For

]




" fostering

‘ More 1y, the patterns of

example, of the:55 emgamnu narriages recorded n the bt perind of

settlenent, 24 have involved at. least -one partner who has cose from'a
family vhere mixed marriages had already been contricted either in the

previous and/or in the same generation, while an additional 12 mrﬂlges

have unlted partners, both of whose families had Alrudy expzdmﬁed at

1gast one such mdn'llge “In termg of the total number of individuals ~
tavolved in ll the aired uliuou- narriages recorded, 95.(86.47) have

been teaideut. 9f the ﬂeld area, of Whom' 48 -(50.52) have been at least

the second mimber of thed fantly ‘to narry exogemoisly. -It'must he notad

that in some f; ljmmly' aixed marriages are  reported tohave
led to'a gfeater split beficen: Catholics shd Anglicans, but generally,

parent

lal val has been by the

s prejudicial attitules amngat the offapéing of the new
union;
Klternatively, the large number oE religiously aixed narriages re-
co:ded%.n the 1961-1970 decade were probably facilitated by the groving
hartony betveen Catholics -and Anglicape”on the Lover North Shore. As

moted in Table 4.4, & total of 20 aixed marriages 'yas -contracted during

" this short period, 14.of *then after 1965. This jotal (20) represents vore

. . §
than half the dumber of exogamous rur:hgen recorded in the éntire first

ceﬂtnry of permanent settlement (1310-!928). as vel.l as half the nuzber of X

exoganous’ wonis regtstered during the previous’ 0 jears (19%1-190).

lting from the mixed

Gnlons of thie 1960s hag" altered.appreciably from the traditional patterns

" 1n vhich an exogamows marrisge ususlly led to the mediate comversion of

the non~Catholic spouse. Indeed, since 1961 a mul:h smaller p:rcutnge

(35.0%) of bath the Catholic and Ansl.il:m spouses iavolved in: mixed

b T b RS i




sarrisges has either felt the need or been forced to corivert, compared -

Mentanan, Lo ss 8-and 80.0Z" for the 1840-1920 and 1921-1960 periods, xul;ectlvely
5 (’rah < 4.4) 2" Tils eflects, prisartly the yomger people’s changog acci- /
tude to religion on the Lower orth Shore, a5 veil s e n—mm 2o i
. operandi of the pos;-n:lcn 1I Catholic clergy- The latter is no longer N 3
openly opposed to mixed marriages and is mnot as annt‘ on converting non-

Catholic spouses as hid been the practice formerly, when attempts to

prevent the realization of euch marrlige failed. In those instances where

Pattems of Cony by Sex, from 4

wo-r97. =
. 1840-1920 | 1961-1970 °*
2. @ 6 (ran) 2 (10.00)
10 (LY 2 @) 5. (5.0n .
22 (8D B (00T 7 (35.00
9 @m” 7 - o 13 (5.0
2 1 (3w - 00 (00D o -(o0w0D)

Totals:” 32 - (100.07) 35 Em.oz) 20 (100.07)

) a comersion has resulted, mst infoflants have argied that concem for

" the children had been their primary m;;v; for comverting. In their view,
1¢ 10 meh becter to ratae children fn @ "Jnified” bousehold wharethas. . %,
pateits are of the smefatth and them 1s, therefore, no possibility
that fapi1y arguments w1} be based on religlous priaciples. These infor-

mants further enphasized that they found ‘little -difference between their

forser and present religions. The latter view might explain the substan- -

t1al fncrease in the percentage of fenale conversions and the concomitant
. 1




e

decrease in male conversions from the pre-1920 to the post-1920 period, .

i

i

g . I

as well as the greater of ‘mdern-day can to Anglican~ 2o
-

isa than before 1920 (Tsbles 4.4; 4.5 and 3.7).

L The ].og_ll Catholic clergy is still very much d with the - 5 f
" piritual welfaré of the offspring of atxed marriages adyis ss mequis t
wvocal as ever in enforcing the rule that non-Catholic spouses must i

,formally swear to have the children raised in the C;thnlic faith.
. r:onuqmuy, the majority of the reltgiously aixed mrriages recorded ¥Ry
throughout ﬂu utlu mdem period of u::leunt, anludlng the last - " ] A
Y decade, bave contdsived t Favour the Gathbltc raher than the dnglicm !

conmunity (Table 4.5). A

Table' 4.5 - o : : X

L4 .
Pattems of to Cat and 1920-1970. .

> . i < €

Conversions to Catholicism . wi

: Husband: 7 ] i St
L W 21 50.92 a5
Children: 16 25.51 i o d

» TOmL: 42 76.4% - (l ’%#

Other Karriagea:'" ' TR o
Total number aE marriages: . 55 100.00 L

& lertllll 10 whdch nlithnr partner wnvarn bnl thl children An
raised in one or ‘the other religion.

+ Childless couples who retain their own religion. -




Endogamous Religious Marriages ¥

Despite the changing attitudes to religion, the’ tendency to marry. -
endoganously within one's own religious conmunity s ‘still strong. This
is 11lustrated in Table 4.2, and again in Table 4.6 which presents a -

finer breakdown of the patterns of marriage by sex and religious affili- *

‘atton.® For example, Iess than one third of the mfxed marriages expected
n the mdern period between Auglican yomen and the Catholic mle resi- =
“dents of the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon reglon were'actually contraited;
vhilst there vas -m_: even lover Wbserved percentage. of exogamous marriages
. between Anglican men and the Catholic female residents of the field area
(Table 4.6). . (. . . :
‘However, if the aforementioned patterns of marriage are exsmined in
a geographical and historical context, it is clear that the'modern-day
preponderance’ for reﬁgtnu. mdnemy 16 the result of the. traditional
spatial and socdal segregation of :Catholica and Anglicans on the Shore
and a continuation of the earlier patterns of marriage (Fig. 4.2). For -,
example, Table 4.7 indicates that from the pre-1920 to the post-1920
perdod, the percentage of spatially endogamous mnui;eu, 1.e. marrisges
in‘which both pl'r'tnerg‘ are £rdn the same settlement, rose from31.3% to
3.3, Moreover, hecause the iitttal pernanent settlers snd thelr {sni- i
diate desééndants favoured .spuill segregation along religious lines,
nost’ of the settleaents studied have continued to be: characterized by
largely homogeneous populatdions, and the majority of spatially endogamous -

marrisges have likewlse resulted in religious guogany. Consequently,

3 Por explanations on the ateps involved in producing Table 4.6 and on
the significance of the data thus presented, see pages 52-55.

‘®
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it is d4Fficult to determine in af lesst four out of every ten n-m;; s’
tecorded In the past fifty years whether -they reflect a preference for

local endogamy-or for religious endogamy. Most informints, particslarly

those of the younger generatioay’were clearly against any exphasts wosi
uuunu prejudice, and fhey usually expll.l.ngd their own choice of a
er in.terms at,mg(pmn proximity. rather thar religious

that this 16 n fact true on~the femainder of

1921 - 1970
Blanc-Sablon 5Lty 2

Lourdes 1 . »

Bradore e S

Middle Ba . : 4 1 5
St. Paul's River e ] 50

Total g ;= 65 (31.32) 130 - ( 39.3%)
TOTAL- NUMBER OF, MARRIAGES: 208 (100.0) 1L (100.0%)

The largest nusbers ol\religiously tixed marriages recorded in each
of the five settlenents were found in St. Paul's River and Bradore,

respectively, which, as shown earlier,are still the only tvo settlevents

in the field area that have religiousl ¢ (Table

4.8). The thns remaining settlements, here. pupuhtlcnl are for the

most part Catholic, are by much smaller growps

of nixed marrisges:
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Similarly, A‘tv‘l‘l'pl;iﬂnn of Tubvlgs 3‘.‘2 ln‘d 4.9 indicates ‘thlt the.
patterns of spatially exoganous marridges, L.e. those marrisses Luvolving
_p]r;ligrl fion different settlements, elthér vithtn or ‘outside the Si.
Paul's-Blanc-Sablon fegion, have not altered appreciably 1n the past
fifty yoars. Thus, Blinc-Sablon and Lourdes have both had pereistently
ltrﬂng d!‘! wigh such Nzﬂfomdlmd-hbndor utl:lmnu ag' West St‘y
mdeste. vhic is bnl:ally cuhouc, vhereas the Anglican population
of Bradore has had a lmﬂ.ﬂr tl,hl:lﬂnﬁhip of exchange with Lanse-au-~
Clair, a predoninantly Angunn‘lettlmmt, ‘ulao in the Newfoundland-

Labrador. -On the Temainder of the’Laver Nerm‘\‘slinte, 01d Fort Bay, for

example, still remains an important source area of spouses for.the Angli~

can’ pnpula:ian of St. Paul's River. 'Hovever, unlike the estler pemi
of seulemeut, vhen such patterns were actributed largely. to'the prefer~
ence for religious endogamy, the present-day population has argued that

these continuing patterns of marriage are the result, basically,of long-

established ties of kinship that have ultimstely affected visiting patterns

between the, populations of certain settledients, in effect linking sets

of in a r1 visiting

cyele of

and social exchange, and further, ;u;nmnuge. Moreover, because the
inittal and traditional social and muu links betweer settlements
uetemtrangly influenced by prejudices fawuxmg religlous-solidarity

marriages; the

and.a i for

modern visiting patterns have mnu.nued ‘to cuntrlbnt: positively to -

. spatially exogamous marriages which tend to, religious endogany

(Fig. 4.2). For instence, because many of the Blanc-Sablon families were

1inked through marrisge with the Catholic population of West St. Modeste,

&
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) : 116
vimmg beétveen tl\ene ‘two uttlemu was nl‘:ays much: pore frequent than
bétueen say, Heut. St.. Modeste and the pRiontnantly Anglicm pop\llatim
of Hradote a ¢ 7 s By R
muiqy and geographical :cnulibillty arealso. important cpteerta i
in determining’ spatially exogamous'‘marriages. ; Por example, Blanc-Szblon
‘andLourdes are ‘om0 settlémew.the fleld area that have had

any significant patterns of marital exchange with vest-coast Newfoundland; *:

_thig is probably ¥  to the: of the Blani wharf

101949 and to; the daily ferry service betveen Bl ne-Seblon-and St. Bagbe's,

vhich has been in operatio oiice that cise. . Sisilarly, encounters betveen

the Anglican populations of St. Paui's River ‘and 01d Fort'Bay. hive been

facilitated hy the annual 'summer moves out tn the {alands of “the St. Paul's

River Archxpexngo (vhere chey have ireqmuy inhabited mghnmmg 1slands, )

and in mose instances the same igland), and in recent yeafs,' by the comstruc-

tion of a road betveen the o utnmf ,u:c‘xvmnu. §
Finally, the presesce of foraal nstitutims in some settlesents has

Iikewise been a critical factor fn the establisheent of éemﬂn types of

spatfally exogamus marisges. ' hus mmges recorded — the Anglo- e

phone Anglican E.cnmlnity of St Paul"s River and Bradore and the largely
-

inglican populatich of larrington Hutbmlr Iilve reltedastnly froa the

pmlu\u of thé Grenfeu Mission in Harrington and the ulntavd work -of l.uc—-' i

celllve Angltcln ninisters l-lcrﬂg the. Slwu. In séme réported cases, for

example, the Anﬂll ministers nuuone;l on: ‘the Lower Shore Arunzed to

> me yam women &
el Mission and uhe:e José. of them subssquently married. Sinilarly, /

re in chnls of lthools mtil 1967, r.h: Cl:hélfn"

hecluse the dmrchas

8

to Harrisgton,’ where they vere mpluyed 1a-the Grea- .| -

YT e P Tt A




':ndngmy & iy %a,

‘and the ecunenical movement Between the Church of Eagland and the Roman

- s
have some: stndr.nt! educated outedde 'the - 'Lwer Natth Shore, after vhlr.h
the uzcer returned to teach in settlements chosen lnrgely by the, clergy
Thus aevetal of 'thé mrmse- cmunc:‘d ‘Tetween the Angliuns nf St. Paul's
‘River and’ lhnl.ug:vn B.atb:ur, and betveen the Francnphanu of Lourdeu and

Téte-3la-Baleine, vere lhe result of such unoeuvari.nss by the clergy,

i tnq not neuultﬂy a teqeuion of 'individual pxeietenc: ‘for religious

In concluulcm, it can be ue.n tl\nz the role of rellgtou on :h: enutem
Lower North Shore has lost: conatderable. mmﬂca in the past dmae.
This 48 "due. to a number' of events that stem mouly from the Quiet’ }uvalution_

Catholic Church. It 1s”réflected primardiy in the local acéeptance of .

_‘such phenomens as the creation of g non-confessional schopl. commission on

the Lover North Shore, as vell as. in the large muber of exogamous Barrisges
recorded ‘since 1961 and in the absence of conversims, resulting fron these
same marriages. Although the persisting high Tateof religlously endogamous,

would “geen to. this gmux & 0 'u has been . shovn

. thll: the u:ur lllll‘hgeu reﬂ:cl che nature of lhe hi!:aric social and

: spnzill m:enc:nm on ‘the Lowet North Store. Stwed otherwise, the pre-
-

sent miﬂge pa:ums onxy exh:lb:.t at dncz tovards religious. endognmy

1n contrast to. the 3 For. nnd

of mith undgus. - . 2 : .
hJ.lgian 13 ltu.l a very significant upect in the life "of many.
u-idmu. p-ru.culnly amngst the older in.hlbitunu oi the Shore More-

over, on the basis of the pl !trncth of religion the!e and 1n. thé pruvlnce

of Québec gemerally, it is Ikely that thts ttuation, vhile weakentag)




: um perstat. . Hwever. the. Eu:m;e mpnxzance ‘of raligton se n, chter cri-,
|

terion’of ethaie. Mmu:y on thz Lower' shnu ldes vil:h the ymmger genen—-
and : e 2788
it Wt ¢

lth th,e
pvents’ of the past decade have already ullwed

ne y lgninll the

‘tions ko are ‘_
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torical literature or 4n the oral tradition of the reglon fa there any

of the restdent population of the Loers Rorth Shote, 1t vas

rarely recopnized and uttldzed as the bista’for mfmmm. For o -

stance, it'vas demonstrated earlier ti 1numnuge between the .Fran-

cophone and Anglophone comunities was' frequent, and movhere in the his-

evidence that u.Ju vas such apyolitiun to these mixed marriages as oc-
' curred with the uuu.muxy emxmm- tarrigges. Since about the mid-
1960"s hovever,, language Tan teplaced religidn as the ethaic cmmm :

that elicits I.he mnt yrejudir,d attitudes |nd antagonisms, - Unlike . u )
religlon, which s played an tncreastngly hirnoolos Fole te o Housey
du_y«inumn systien’of the Laver orth Shore, language hap there-

fare becone the major pivot around vhich egative ethnic relatims are
natatataed. Anonget the sany factors that have contributedto this ’
roviag satagonton becyeen the North shou Pranéophones and An.;znpmu,
tacluding both the Anglophoné Asgltcase and. thetr Catholde comterparts,
\ctitiul 1 thg thcreasiag adze end {mportance of Loirdes h

one_of* the mo

over the past -Fifty yesis. Thére aré tvo distinct. but related facets in

the grovth of Lourdes, one of ‘which involves internal:demographic changes,
while the other enqm\m

“institutions.

creatibn of public apd private services and: 8




Demographic Growth of Lourdes i

Between 1920 ‘and 1970, the permanent resident population of Lourdes

more than quadrupled. It hu become the. largest settlement Jon the m":-
emn Lwei_}lo:rh Shore, surpassing St. Paul's River whose popula;;m
,unly doubled during the same period. v . R
Thi® substantial increase in population is the result pmmuy of
the process of ln:rhshore nigrations to Lourdes at the end of the 19th
century, the cn&atively low rate of emignt!un out of "meies puor
£o about 1925, and the maintenance of a large family size :hrnughnut
the entire period of n:ttlmnr.k (Tdble 5.1). It vas stated earlier
that although the: intra-Shore migrations to Lnu‘td‘n‘veu mumerdcally fn-

5 for the

siguificant fn they had g
future generations of Lourdes and for the long-tern increase in the

population of that settlement. Similarly, the much greater rate of out-

_ migration from St. Paul's River-in the early decades. of this century

. further meant_that vhile the latter's population was being depleted,
i . p

Lourdes was gaining newly-developed or developing family units, The

slightly higher birth rate of Lourdes has also helped :the latter to in-

“cresse at.a faster rate than St. Paul's River and, ultimately, to become

the larger settlement., Finally, the lj.nlhr’ratel of emigration out of
changiog pattern of pm-amm restdence that has frequently, stace
about ‘1965, favoured the grovth of Lourdes at the expense of the neigh-
bouring gettlements; and.the new trickle of intra-Shore migrations to
Lourdes vhlr.h began tn the Late 19606, also account for. the l,lrgar size

of that ntcluuc 1n the 1970 census. w

Loutdu and St. Pail's River dllrlng ‘the modern period of settlement; the .

5
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Institutional Growth of Lourdes

Although the increase in the population of Lourdes partly explains

the'rise of services and institutions in that settlement, the single most

significant impetus to, the present-day institutional growth of Lourdes
‘as the creation, in 1946, of the (Cathalic), Aﬁaacnuc Vicarfat of ‘Labra-
dor and 'the concontant choice of Lourdes as the new eptscopal seat.
Accmung to Cmril:e, the Vicariat was created by a special pnpul edict

. after more than a century of talks and negotiations between meu].

Québec' and Newfoundland bishops, on the one hand; and between the Vatican

and various nissionary orders, primarily the Oblaes ad Eudists, on the
other (Carriere 1958: 235-242). However, while it ds clear that the
major purpose behind the creation of the Vicariat was to improve semcu

of the Labrador-Ung Peninuu]a. 20~

to the small;
vhere 1n any of the written accomts, iacluling Carridre's, are the
reasons for che cholce of Lourdes as episcopal seat’ given explicitly.

It can only be assumed that the Roman Catholic Church hierarchy saw a
number of attributes that made Lourdes, by Compartacn’to othit sites,
the best location for the headquarters of the newly-founded Vicariat:
Indeed, Lourdes had been the traditional permanent répidence of the
c-nwuc' priest for almost a century, and thereby. the"local" head- .
quarters. of the Catholic Church.on the Lwer TNorth Shore. In nddir.iwn,
the existing physfical structures in Lultden, anludlng the pnubytery \
-nd church, were, again by cmp-rx.-un, better-suited than were the
tempotary or make-ghift chapels of the dther sectlenents and poste,
either along the Lover Shore or in the interior of the Labrador. Y!ntn-

. %ula. Finally, Lourdes did hmva large, totally Catholic, .and pem-

Rl




. . ‘ :
nent population that outnwbered the ‘permanent Catholic' populations nf
most-bther settlements.
¥ore iportaitly, the choice of Lourdes had stgiticant ispact
on. the grouth of that settlement and, umnm,, on changing traditionsl
‘¥Francophone-Anglophone relations. For exasple, through the new bishop's
efforts; Lourdes bbtained s hospital, which was opened in ‘wso; the,
wharf was constructed in Blanc-Sablon; and the road linking the settle- 13
ments of the. eastern lorth Shore was fipally begun. - Although the
northern mining town Af Schiefferville replaced Lodrdes as episcopal seat
- of :i\e Vicartat {n 1957, the Catholic Church vas 4111 influenitial fn
the lnsulh(lon of electricity and telephone services, the construction
of an atrjof%t Lourdes, and the establishmént of o regulax air service
betweén Lourdes hud Sept-Tles (Carritre 1958: 243-262; Jovemesu and” -
Tremblay i911). Because most of these services and institutions were
T sedlos cuntil 25 Dicilen, G dattas e Wosims: the first "moders”
settlement on the Lover North Shore. This has led to a spirit of cospeti-
tion amongst all the settlements, especially between Lourdes and its sore
) imediate neighbours, such as Blanc-Ssblon and Bradore, where castieie

resentméht of Lourdes now exists. Local entrepreneurship in Lourdes thas

further these 111-feeling: the const and contfoved

successful operation of such prigafe enterprises as a hotel.

“The strong Francophone 18atity of Lourdes and ‘the overvhelmingly

An;laplmn: identity of all 1 have o
altered the cmezl:lon and lntipltby {fnto.an element. of atl\nl: confxonu—

Hon. The Anglophones have become incressingly avare of their atnordty
. position'in a province where the majority is French-speaking; vhere the
1s run almost by Prench-speaking Qubéeots; and,

for the Anglophone Catholics, MB zh Catholic Church hierarchy is




4

124 .

also heavily French-Canadian. - Whereas, the institutional grovth of Lourdes
may therefore appear to an ouuidn as a logical and umnl pzognsnm
froa the settlement's traditional position as the n.:u headquarters of

the Catholic Church, to"llu Mg!ophw of the lﬂ-lh ore Khe growth and

upltl modernization of I.outdeu ll seen in terms nf (Cathiglic) Church -and’

) to the =i

F .
. reglon, at the expense of the Anglophome majority. . This vi

seen da’the petween the one and Catho-

Ucs, énd between the Anglophone Catholics and their clergy, follokiag
the construstton of the new church n Lourdes in 1965-66.

The elsborate structure and inflated cost of the new church served \

to highlight the inegualities Eﬂl(lnﬁ beme'n Lourdes and the other

Catholic settlements ll.on( the Shore; lnd in so doing, it increased the

antipathy of the Ang c.mue towards the rcophg
incrity of Loundes.” Por iristanc, several Anglophone Cathalte foformmte
) in settlements like lhu-sab.l.m and St. Paul's River complained bxtuxlx :
that the savings that had been reserved for isprovesents to the churches
12 thoss pettleiests were completely absorbed in the construction-of the
chirch 1n Lourdes.” Moreover, uco:d'u; to sose of the more critieal fo-
fornants,these funds vere lppltl;llly taken by the clergy without the
fisent of the local populations concerned, while others: arged that the '
noney would have been- befter spent xn settlements such ss Middle u-y and
* St. Paul's River, where the Catholice vere a1l avatting the conatruc-
.tion of permanent chapels or churches in 1974. Whether E-ctunl or
muud these claims and accusations sre an important indicator of the
uqz attitudes of many North Shore Anglophones toverds the caholc
Church ‘sad the Francophéne popolation in Quibec.
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The groving French-Canadien or Québscols (i.e. Francophone) national-. . . '

* 1em now evident in Lourdes, especially amongst ‘ts younger inhabitants,

has been with

on'the Lower North Shore. These nationalist feelings have arisen, in

part at' least, from the rapid grovth and regtonal pre-eninence of Lourdes,

although iiter-settlement rivalry and ‘envy'is comon in any rural environ- o

2
= s of the in Lourdes has resulted in the

P ment, even where the n 1s ethnically L The spatdat . :

supplanting’ of .commnity pride by ethnic chauvinien; it has. beed®inter-

preted as such by. the Angloj Thus, had the : :

& of the Lower North Shore been unifornally French-speaking and Catholic,

4 or'if the three ethafc communities there vere ot spatially segregated, i

e M e

it 1s likely that, the animosity between Lourdes and its neighbours would

probably still have existed, but it would not have been the basis for a.
\ i
confrontation. between ethnic roups:

The events of the Quiet n, in the

of the school system, both within the province as a whole and on-the

Lover North Shore specifically, have had far-reaching implications in ) i o

"" terss of language.: For example, many young Francophones have been able -
A to altend schosls ‘snd ‘commnity olleges (Cogeps) in Gaspé, Rinouskd, /
Québet City, and Sept-Iles, where thiey have been in direct contact with X

new political and ‘social ideologles, incluling Québec separatism. Having .

. por exanple, Farts has noted that much competition and valsy extots
between the £1sl outports on the northeastern coast of island-
ate. ch 1s both and ethateally

where
homogeneous (1972: - 45<46) . 40




* ‘were probably logical given the larger population of Lourdes as well a5

ing the polirical avireness of the entire population of the North

Shore, and in several instaaces, of and

A succession of lavs passed since the carly 1960n dealing vith
language and education has slso increased’ local fears and antsosities.

- For instance, the recent pulln'; of Bill 22 (1974) has now ade 1t almost
~

1impossible to close down any French schools in Qubec, but not so English
fdmlé; this is a threat to almost all the small, Fnllhh-lnn.;uga
schools on the Lower North 'shou. Even before :'hu.- havever, policies
seen to have favoured :h; Francophones of the sh-;_:t:- For example, al~-

though Lourdes s riot the largest dettlement on the entire Lower Shore,,

4t is the only place vhere students'may attead school as far as the
N

ninth grade. A few other sattlements do offer eighth grade educstion,

e majority do wot go beyond the seveath grade: Similarly, vhen
plans vere proposed to build a bilisgual (French/English) high school
that vould serve both Lourdes and Blanc-Sablon, the project e rejected
because several Prancophone parents feared that such a school would lead-
to a greater degree of -mm:-_um amongst their children who are al-

Teady totally surrounded by English-speaking neighbours acd greatly fo-

_£luenced'by English-language radio and television. The plan was finally

vetoed by the parish priest, as well as by the Minister of uwzim,v

who argued that bilingual schools have not usuallySucceeded and that, in

tine, they have become unilingual English inftitutes. Another plsu to
butld's gymasiua that could be easily Accessible to both the Blanc-

Sablonnais and the population of Léurdes vas similarly sbandoned in 1973,

In both Lourdes hl/l itted from these and has

Gbtained both a nev school and a gym. While the decisions themselves




’
the p\rum{ precarious position of the Fremch language on the Lower Bcnh
Shore and the concomitant need to prevent fufther anglicization, to the
Aaglophones of uh;x:-s.n_.m' they were seen as only lnodler. 1instance of
political tism to the 0 and a clear of the

s lmk; of official concern for the needs of the Anglophone population on
the Lhm’e. 3 S

The presence of a Québécots et i Lourdes, which has emerged as
Sidisann e St settlenent's institutional growth since 1946, has
alao had a stgnificait fafluence on the Francophone ‘populacion. mu
elite includes the pactal peteat, the professional staff of the hospieal,
and the school personnel, most nf :hm\hench-c.nudtmn who hnlu come
from metgopolitan Quibec. A few mesbers of the'tfaditional local elite -
have also been incorporsted into the mew social class, usually those who
have been assoctated vith the sodernization of Lourdes. Mesbers of the

elite have recognized the isherent problem of anglfcization in Lourdes,

and they have fostered a local pride in being Francophone, while advocat- -

1ng a "speak French only” attitude. The parish priest and some of the
school personnel have been mmml) vociferods .Qd successful in this
respect, such thatywhen inforsation was n!eded from the younger xuidenu
of Lourdes, most informants insisted that !hl interviews be conducud
solely in Prench. Although this new attitude has helped fo increase the
Guality of the French Ianguge 1o Lourdes, 1t has antagonized many AngTo-
phones (most of whon are’ Heither et;i.vely ot passively bilingual) who -

view :hi-‘ new insistence on speaking French as the u.n: step tovards

. thetr ovn francd ore the 's promotion”
of the French language and thetr support of a Québécots nationalisa has.
conyinced both the and that Québec 1s

|
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af"French" province where a thorough knowledge of that language is essen- :
tial.. For exadple, several English-spesking infornants described Quibec

as a "French lcnunzry" ;and in'a fev interviews, perticularly {n Blane-. ,
Sablon and. Bradote, some infornants fnsisted that .the Anglophones of the
'nmp'shm vould soon need to learn French. This ney pe::'cgpuon of

Québet as o "French country" is évidenced eyen more clearly by the recent "

_patterss of entgration from the St, Paul's-Blanc-Sablod region;

Laiguage and’ Entgration °
As shown in Table5.2,.87.1% of the Francophone Catholic emigrations
from the eastern Lower North Shore during the past fifty years have been

to other points within Québec, compared to-only 50.4% and 48.9% of the

Anglican lnd e Catholic

Conversely, thee ave been no recorded Francophone eatgrations to onurm, .

but as mny s Zﬁ 5% qf the Anglophone Catholic and 18. 61 of thg -Anglo-~
phone Anglican Woves have been to different destinatiors in that province,
prinarily Toronto), g¥fawa, and Sudbury. Similarly, the mmbers of Franco-
phone Catholic emigrations to both the Atlantic and the “Elﬁ‘ém ‘Prnvincél
have been consdderdbly inferior to the musbers of Anglophonel Catholic and
Anglicen soves to those ‘same reglons X /

Within Quibee, the ancophope and patterns: of

also differ |\|blun:h11y For Ansitaince; nore than half (51.92) of the
Francophone enigeatiots have “been to.the Kiddle and Upper North Shores,

including Natashqusn, Havre-St.-Pierre, Baie Comeau, Port Cartier, snd

20
All figures in the text refer to both single .(male and female) and
fanily moves within each etlinfc cumnicy rather than to the total -
nuzber of in the recent Where possible, des-

tination 1s taken as that first’ pemnmt stopptog point by, the,in- L
dividual or fnily. d
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* Catholtc (45.7%)and Anglophose Anglican (63.2%) moves have centred pri-

marily around the Montrsal regton (Table's.3). Southern Québec has also

“antly French-speaking popilation are as fmportant an attractson’to the

group to the larger vestern settlements. That there is only a limited

_especially' Sept-Tles; whereas a similar percentage of.the Anglophone

utucted lnothex third (33.3%) of the hncophnne emigrations Hichin the
‘province, bit wnltke thetr Anglophone counterparts, many of the Franco-

phones have opted for resettlesent fn the region of Québec City rather

than Montréal. S

These patterns of reveal a ltnng r tendency i
to rmln within- their’own "colmtry", ac 2 preference to rematn within - i
the genzul reglon of the Québéc North Shore. The homogeneously Francophone

character of the Middle North Shore and the Upper North Shore's pridomdn- ) e

enigrating Francophones as-they are a deterrent to many of the emigrat- ;
ing Anglophones. In addition, the small yet aignificant nusber of soclal =~ .

and marriage links that have been betueen the | " g

populations of the Lower and Middle North Shores (Table 4.9) has pro-

bably played’an important role in attracting séme meabers of the forner .

nusbér of Francophone moves outside Québec can be further faterpreted

in terns of their ‘confortable ymmn within the province and their know=
ledge that 1f they move .nywhm else in Canada, thq ¥A1L need to dban-
don French as a working un;nue altogether and, more amiftc.ncxy‘ they
Vi1l Hind theaselves 1n ainority position. chat i nnt.b;ns, favour-

able as that in Lourdes. On the other hand, the Anglophone eaigrations -

from Québec are probably uttrﬂmu.hle.w the growing fears and discomfort
of .the Anguphane Cl:hnllu and Angliun ‘comunities on the Lover North 5
. Shore. In this mpm., the large nusber of mlophme migxmm to




) " ‘ .

there 1n a totally h-speaking environment. (Joy 1972: .19, 135 et. al.).

Moreover, the 61 comntasion's choice of mearby Lennoxville as a cestre . T
of higher 1 for the Eaglish-speaking students of ghe Lover North
Shore has meale tha mmny of. the ‘latter have come to know Hontréal vell;
and ‘have ‘established social contacts there and in the adjsining Eastern
owahips. o ; )
The ‘social (mostly ethno-linguistic) EIplluU;om'pqsimd;lbu.ve do
not, of course, elininate the possibility of other_ factors ‘ntluenctng

‘the eatgrant'a deciaton to. leave the region. Tndeed, the hajor under-

* lylag motive of all these’  both . and

hu been to udliev! personal economic advunr.’h.\u:n: 1n the 1 impoverished

reglons of Qubec and Canada, preferrably in the larger metropolitmn | ..
c.;n;:e- or alternatively, in mining areas such as Schefferville and Sud-

imry,_ uh;n the mostly-unskilled labourers of the Lover North Shore u/ ce
£1nd auftible pernanent jobs that are,rare in thelr own native region.
Daneau, for example, has described the Lowér Korth Shore's present-day-"

econcmy thus: . o )

. " L'économie de la Cite-Nord du Golfe Saint-Laurent:
présente toutes les d'une région
ment fable. Une proportion relativement Elevéé de 1a-pop-
ulation oewvre dans 1'industrie de la péche, soit-53%; le
chonage déguisé est considérable et les possibilités d'emplot
hore ‘de 1a pache sont linitées; 11 y a peude capital par .
téte et les revenus per capita sont.faibles; les facilités
+ ‘de crédit et de uise en marché des produits de la péche' sont
limitées; le développehent technique daha la phue extur.tiva
de 1" de 1a péche est les i .
wl-micntlun et de lrmpm’t sont inadéquats. ' azme.n 1970:




factors vers alao listed, but these vere usually of a highly personal, and

idiosyncratic nature, such that ho general p-:um ‘emerges. It can ke
concluded, hovever, that the grovisg Quibicots sationslisn of the Franco-
phouu of Lmd” and"the concomitant growing fear and blt!e’men Df the
neighbouring Anglophones have ‘played 'dmﬁcml role in affecting
mlyltwn from the Lower North Shore. These ‘patterns of emigration lre’
a product of the present Francophone-Anglophone antipathy on the Shuu.
Fisally, 1t 1’ mpottant to'sention spectfically the role-of the
Catholtc Church 1n fostering the growth of a Frenth-Canadian nationalien
{0 Loucdes.  Soae exasples have olready been ‘cited where the partsh priéat
has acted 4o both his offictsl as vell ds privne capacities to prosote
the French language and to miniatze the ufln-nce and spread of English.
sz-u;u,, the Church, in 1ts traditional role of srdtan of French-
Canadtan culture; hds been instrumentsl in 'institutionslizing' patton
alisu on the Lover North Shore vhen, for example, 1t introduced the
practise of celebrating St. Jean-Beptiste Day in 1953 (Carrfire 1956:
247). The Church, together vith the Freach school of Lourdes and the
hospital, has fkewise been active in prosoting some of ,"“ zore outward
sysbols of Québcots uationaliss. 'Thus, Lourdes is the only settlesent

that fifes the "Fleur-de-Lys", the official flag, whereas all

'the other settlenints fly the "™Maple Leaf", the official Canadisn flag.

3 0n a larger scale, Joy (1972: 135-136) has: concluded that the {ncresa-
ing spatial segregation betusen Prench- and Engldsh-speaking Canadians

is also related to a growing antipathy betveen these two groups. in Canada
as a, ﬁnh. He has noted recent general trends of Anglophone emigra-

“ “tions from QuSbec and increasing Francophene immigrations from other

. In ﬂ\tn’dﬂl vm. the parents lnd fruud- of some of the hunnu, other

areas in Cansda #o that province. . i

e
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"More »the fleur-de-lys has ecome dated with the Franco-

phoiie population of the Lower North Shore and, more’specifically, with

the growth and modernization of Lourdes, while the red maple leaf has been:

TR

adopted. by most Anglophones as the symbol of their own ethnicity and *

political belief.

The tev ethnic con between the Catholica, o 5
the one hand, .and the Anglophone Catholics and Anglicans, on the other, R
- does not signal a uaiversal antipathy betveen these two groups, The con- ! S

tinuing high rate of betveen and

R 1s'only one concrete indication that amongst both linguistic comunities,

there are still some members who have ng 1l1-feelings, or very few, that

e
- - -

B » relate to language and linguistic affiliation (Table s.h).l‘ It'is true

* that becsuse the Francophone comunity is smaller in size, mixed mar-

i
rlages are bound to occur regularly. Hovever, with the advent of a bet- ) ;

ter system of transportation and communication, there has résulted a
higher- rate of contact between the Francophones of Lourdes and the Franco- N

" phones of the other settlements along the Lower (i.e. Téte-2-la-Baleine

and La Romaine), ¥iddle, and Upper North Shores. Consequently, the - . e

French-spesking ainordty of the St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon region has had

dore opportunity- to reduce the number of linguistically. mixed marriages.

: » 1f the two P were 80 to-
vards. the Francophone minority, it must be assumed that fewer of them .
v ' . e s
vould socialize with the residents of Lourdes than actuslly do 80, and

4 Jor explanations: on the steps involved in producing Table 5.4 and on
on’ the significance of the data thus presented, see pages 52-55.
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Table 5.4 -
N

Expected vs. Observed Patterns of Mirriage of Men & Women: 1921 - 1970°
(Using the Criterion of Language) ;

Categories Categories
of Ma ® P 0% | offerrfage N E - o0
mxmd 36 122z 2.0 mrm® .36 10.91 13,

FRXENG - 34 12.2 1L
ENC X ENG - 199 37.8  69.
ENGXFR - 17 3.8 5.

ENG X FR 24 10.9 8.
ENGX ENG 188 39.1 6B.
» . R X ENG 26 39.1 9

baba

TOTALS 286_,100.0Z  100.0% TOTALS 274 _100.0% 100.0%

(a) actual number of marriages recorded
(b) expected percentage of marriages
, () Observed percentage of marriages
(d) 1st designation alvays refers to husband.

' fever yet would consent tomarry them. Since the figures in Table 5.4 Te-

fute these possibilities, it 1s clear either that not all Francophones
and Auglophones share in the groving feeling of linguistic antsgonism, ~
or that sose do mot attribute any linguistic or ethnic overtones to the
favouritisa bestowed upon Lourdgs in the past quarter-ceatury. Againm,
although naty Francophones and Anglophéces may. ecognize snd’ swpost the
preseat ethnic confrontatioas, they do mt carry these prefudicss down:

to betveen individual

' 3 : o
‘The nev trickle of intra-Shore migrations:to Lourdes and the slight-

1y changing pattern of post 1 are pn:iuu!g‘:l;
of. ;h‘e-mw that st41l exigts between some Anglophones and Francoplignes.
These pheconena are also fndicative of the destid of scse Anglaphones to

nl;au in the growing power and itmtq of Lourdes. as just another l'et- x

R

B s s
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tleneat on the Lower North Shore, rather than as a solely Francophone
settlement. . Between 1968 and “1970 at lesst four Auglophone -faat}ies

(19 {ndividuals Yn 4l1) moved peranently to Lourdes where many of them

weré able to find jobs ‘thatwere outside the Fishing industry. With the |

exception of ot Anglicad family frow¢Bradore, the remaining families vere
Catholics from Midile Bay, Simitlarly, at least elght coupies who/ WeER Rare
“ried in the 1961 - 1970 ‘decade elected to reside.in Lourdes, fron where
“the women originated, rather than in the husbands' native sattl:‘mnts.,

Although the general pattern of post-marital residence still.favours

3 virilocaldty (Table 5:5) and althosgh settlements ke Blanc-Seblon and’

St. Paul's®iver have also gained new male residents through marriage

b ol

i (Table 5.6), no other settlement bas profited as much as Lourdes from a

nev input of population in'approxinately the past fifteen years. 'This

may be the start of a nev trend of centralization in Lourdes. There has
already been some rumour of resettling the populations of Bradore and

Middle Bay, and it is possible that the recent 'voluntary' moves to

Loutdes could the provinial to carry through plans o d

. «
a to clgse down all official services (e.g. schools, nursing stations, etc.)

in.these two settlements, foréing the populations to move to Lourdes.

eSSt

" Patterns of 1 w0 T it

Viriloca! 161

¢ Uxorlocal: . .

& Same Settlement: 128 ; 0
- - Other Types: . _ 7 : ‘ :

: 4 e Total , Lan ;
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Table 5.6

of Uxorlocal . 1921°- 1970 : : g

. Total losses of ~ Total gains of = Net gain
¥ . men/settlement ‘sen/settlement or loss

Blanc-Sablon
Lourdes

Bradore

Middle Bay

St. Paul's River
Others

Reswrw

rownbe
o

BommSa

N

Total nusber of  marrisges resulting in uxorlocality: 35

. ' In conclusion, it can'be seen that the role of language on the |

Lover North Shore has undergone comsidersble change in the modern perfod .

of settlement. Unlike those events that have led to the new role af

religlon, the large majority of which were induced from outside influences' f "

and interventions, the changing role of language on the Lover Shore is

the result of a combination of both internal and external phenonena.
This is show more clearly in Fig. 5.1, vhich illustrates scheastically
the evoluttonary role of lmguage as a mm—m of ethnicity in the N

St. Paul's-Blanc-Sablon- region, from the bqlnnin. of initial permanent ; 1

u’tzlmx to the present-day. 'The lower half of this flow disgram, -
“which simmarizes visually those Eveats that have occurred in, the past
quarter-century, demonstrates that the Qu‘uz Revolution and the creation
of the Apnuolu Vicardat of ubndor, together, vmn tlw chodce of 2
Lourdes as its £irst centre, both inttiated a chain of evente that, have”’ 4
greatly affected the entire populll!bn on the eastern Lover North Shore, J
Hovever, it vas through the spatial u.u.um of the Prancophone m- f f‘
o wlation 1n Lourdes - & purely iaternal and ‘traditional characteristic - i
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,reaumn‘ fion langusfe are lntricately Lisked to this concept of "in~

that these: external phenomens were able to n‘lr_ex* traditional inter-
ethnic graup relations umi, ultimately, to'create’the present antagonism
between Francophones-and Anglophones on the Lover North Shore.: “AC the
present time, it would appear that antipathy and conflict between these

two,‘groups 1a constantly rising, “and it is suggested that the Francophone’

- commurity's  uew auareneas of the French L;nguge and quebgcn!a natlonal- -

]
tom will ptoblhly help to agiravate this me.dy\nmmed relatonehip.

The high rate of % 1y mixed ahd the ng at-

traction of Lourdes to_someof-the neighbouring Anglophones could alter i

this course, but this seems unlikely given the wider soctal and pautiul
context of the province of Québec, as well as the gm:e} (degree of fa-

stitutionalization’ of the Francophone cause.. Indeed, bom\

he dininish-
ing importance of religion as a canfucc-pmeaktng criterton of\ethnicity
in the pn: ten or Fifteen yearo and the concomttant incresse in conElicts

stitutionalization'. . -

ey & e

of Religion and Language

Jackson.has defined the institutionalization of conflict as that
process whereby a cunfucc 1s programed for continuation and out of which
a set of regulations, positions, and roles energe "to’define and stabi-

lizea each party to operate in

relation-to its opponent with some degree.of order and predictability".
He adds- that this process regulates, but does not solve or resolve
social conflicts since the litter are ‘resolvable only thrnngh the elinina-

t4on of ‘one; of the parties. He writes:

th
]
4




{- : ) 40
Certainly, issues are résolvable, but a state of con<
+ £lict will remain as long as a pover differential between
two or more parties remains intact. And it is difficult
to conceive of groups’ involved in boundary-saintenance
activity without a resulting power differential. (Jackson
1971 169-170) —

More. 1wpurtmt1y, the mtuumnnnzman of conflict, E!pacially when
it appldes to ethnic groups, allows: for the persisteace and maintenance
of these groups through time. . ; . -

= the institutionalization of ethoic conflict, ‘though

contributing to cultural assimilation through the establhh— ;
ment of Iinés of comunication, contributes to the mainten-. |
ance of structural separation, the bpposite of .assimiliation,

- insofar as it serves to recognize conflicting parties and

provide & ‘eans’for their continued existence. Furthemore,

K if the 1ntenail:y of a conflict “increases, the degree of P

e ¥ , will f (Jackson 1971: 174) «

" Thus, during most of the ﬂ‘m century find a half of pernanent set-
& !
| tlenent on the esstern Lover North' Shore, the Catholic (incluling both

and Anglophone) and Anglican were each equipped

wth their own rujﬁy-obnerv.ue structures that not only defined the
uature: of the relationshtp betveen both groups and betveen tndividusl
sesbers of both groups, but also minmned o tense conflictive situi-’
tioh. - Vith the advent of the quiet Revolution and the ecimenical sove-
sents within both the Church of England and the Roman Catholic Church,

these were either abandoned by some members of the

IR Teliglous comunities, or else they were re-assessed and re-organized
, into a new framevork of.cooperation and entente that has meant less
. $idividul benslons betweén Catholics and Anglicans op the Laver North
Shore. P :
on the n:he: hand, the recent set of 1lnnlintlc conflicts is the
hy the

result of the of pew stx and
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n.n:aph;na po‘p_nh:‘ion, and the ;mnv/uu..bxiuy of sinilar structures in
‘the Anglophone’ Catholdc and }mguuy comunities. The increased parti:
cipation of the Catolic Church in provoting Freach sad the advent of

nev lns’tit\ltions that represent the Francophones in J'Lnurdel has meant
that the h::ervh-ve been able to recognize thenselves. as a power group
and have been recognized as such byv:hg Catholic and Anglican Anglophones .
The dncressing. antipathy between Anglophones and Francophonies is there-

fore related to the better of the

which has an effective and vocal leadership, while the two Anglophore

populations. are still to 8 and, in'the-
proceas, fiad an equally effective leadership to replace the former ¥e-
ligloys (Catholic and Anguun) leaders. Thus, the Anglophanes, as e

dividual- are the more mﬂltmt md vocal protagonista 1n the new con-

. flictive x!ill’.ionahip, whgtul the Francophones, as indixiduals as well
s a commnity, nnly rarely vocalize. their vizwynlnt since they are al- ‘ /
ready well-represented by appropriate m:umm and spokesmen. ) i |3

* The shit£eiig alltance Of the Anglophone Catholtc comnity is also R

, obviously related to its changing institutional orgenizations For ex . 4
sple, the traditional éntente between the Catholic tnglophones and
Pﬂncoph;nu ~iss possible because they shared in the same institutions

- and structures which pitted then against the Anglicans.. With the i A
ecumenical movenent ‘and the emergence of distinctly Francophone struc-
tures, the Anglophone Catholdc commumity has vitnessed the loss of many.
of its ovn institutions as well as a decresse in com‘nim_xnn. parti-

cularly at the structural level, with the Francophone Catholics. This

15 especially evident in settleents 1ike St. Paul's River, vhere the '
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taterests Of the Catholts population vere once better represented by ’
the parish priest and the Catholic school. Bowever, vith the loss of

these structures, orv their dtllnhh;d role in the comunity, tha'-.

Catholics of St. Paul's River have been forced to realign theaselves vith -
the Anglicans of that settleseat, with vhom they at least share a comon
goal: that of retaisiog their Buglish-spesking culiwre in the face 9}

a rising Francophone nationalism both locally and provincially. (See, . -
for eample, Joy 1972 135). Heace, for the Anglophone Catholics of

the ¢dstern Lover North Shore, the Francophone c.n.;;xc. have replaced

the Mglicans in thelr struggle T L MR T
Bind that socTpl position 1o conditioned by varylng sets o ‘events and
phecomana, and that pover 1s also a resource. Jackson writes that "the
ability to influence or to exercise power as a means of gaining control
over desirable ends ... is a crucial element in the playisg out of a
conflict sitution” (Jacksa 1571: 167): Thus, the Jerseymen and |

the Newfoundland merchants, includisg the Whiteley's of St. Paul's

River, who controlled the fishing {odustry of the Lover Yorth Shore

at different times Muﬁn‘l the 19th and :';rly 20th c;nkwilgwn

perceived by both the early Catholic and Asglican settlers of the Lover

North Shore as the most poverful and
‘

More , this largely dent merchant class was perceived

1 pesbers of the 1t

a5 a nostly Protestant grop while the majority of the libouring (Fish-

ing).and resident population vap Gatholic. The replacemnt’,of the Pro-

testant merchants by the Quibécols elite has -therefore shifted the pover_

base of the populstion of the Lover North Shorg. The local Francophome

holics are p y éd in this respect compared to the

. . 3 %

i
i
i
f
i
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Catholic and Anglican ‘ad were

in the ‘last century, Moreover, for the Aglophane’ Catholics. there
his been 3 réaldzation :n:c_q:m lower social position and their
paucity ‘of resources, incluling.power, 1snow a functim of thelf Eng-
1tsh 1a'n‘gu.ge rathet than thedr Gatholie wtecedents. Tideed /u‘chm

their own church stmculre. the Anulaphane cnhoucs hlve taken a bnck-

seat to-the Pram:ayhanu zlement.

in| and  wre tense eonﬂic: that refites to unguage. The m\lon of
Anglophone c.:hau“ .nA Angliunl in their struggle to renmln English- .

‘spesking, together with the dinidished imortance of reMgion and the

new of ficial entente betveen. the Vatdican and -the Church of - England, which'

s already filtered down fo the average layman fn both reldglous orga-
teations, c'ouu sean  that these tvo groups may eventullly/merge to fom
only one ldentiihble Anxhphm commuy that '1- little pu-cccupied

vith religious affiliations, past and present. .




of the contiiulng wiscegenation of the Kesident populatign sincs, th

Catholtc, and Anglophone Afjlican comumities of the eastorn Lover Jvorr.h»

¥ g CHAPTER VI

Ly

mmamcmammmﬁsms

plt © ' SIMMARY AD CONCLUSIONS . '

From a purely desographic perspective, it may be arged that because

of the Catholle,

Shote do not constitute réal ethnic groups. However, since th “j:.xu
co-)nuig- have retatned the most explicit ethnic traie(s) (Languge -
-qd/«: religion) that characterized the six ethnic §roups vho lnlth!lly
sBttled the Lover Forth. Shore, the mesbers of all three cu—muu‘un
ascribe thesselves exd can be defised by others nde:.u different and
aistisct.  This dhum;tﬁn 15 still made today between the "French” and

the "aglish”; the %.C."

and the "Protestants” - terss commonly used
by, the North Shore ishabitants edther to .describe themselves or others.

As h the yut, utﬂ: or no reference 1is ever madé to the |eneuc pntity

. of the lndivﬂu‘]. -i)erl of any ethnic cu-lllty. For mlph lldmu;h

some of the present Francophone fasiliés in Lourdés are of Eaglish
Protestant paternal asceatry, they'are constdered French-Cenadian by

- themselves as ue].l a8 by lhlx‘ neuhhn\lrl buﬂme d\:y

and Catholic, and _they behave in a manner Men:i.fhble vith ﬂul nf Ft-bh-
Canadians generally. snuuly, l.ho-e fanilies vith Prnr.h l}lﬂlﬂl in

Blanc-Sablin and Middle Bay are presently ascribed and self-ascribed as

French-speaking

since the 1si Gf their dian mle
’ ) - *
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with English-speaking women resulted iu their eventual integration into

the English-speaking Catholic omunity of the Lower North Shore. ' Tn

contrldia(im:tton to the ional themes of 2 asamucm,

and loss of et.hnic identity, 1t is importait to note that Lhe a:hnil:

communities of the Lover North Shore have experienced a process of

The p y af the Lover North Shote has lost

the original ethpo-political affiliations of the six ethnicgzopps who

~ X F
settled the aru; ﬂley are no longer purely French, Irish or English.

However, dllnllah dm}lr rettl,on qf the French or English lang\uge and the g

Catholic of AngHean religion, they have not: only maintained those ethnic
traits they have valued most, but also their ovn distinct 1dentities which
can_be defined ‘in teima of their origins and ancestry, efiier paternalior
ngtem;, or bilateral. . ’ ” : ’
The emergence; consolidation,.and perdistence of the three present
ethnic oomuniues, and their nputhl. ezquenion in the “settlement pu:em
uf the eastern Lover North Shore, pnint to the {mportance of Barth's (1969) -
mgepc of the social boundary-and its role'n defining and maintaining

ethoic groups. In this respect, language and religign oust be viewed oo

:hu most -ianinun: parameters .defining zheea so:hl bonndni:s throug,hout y

the history of pemnmt .e:tlmgnt on ﬂ\e Do\c; North Shom, ‘while marriage
has been the phuxp.l mechanisn regulating intergroup qmrgct and ‘
relations as well as maintaining ethnic gm‘up umm;, Marriage has -
uguh:ed the £lov of petlnnnel from one graup to' another, and has thus
been the px-umy néans by vhigh memcm has been achisved. _ It 18

Sther criteria, such as acumu{d

‘mnmc to nou, however, th

¢




economic phencm/ and characteristics, may be used by other ethaic groups %
to. define ‘thenselves, and that differing mechanisns, such-as etonontc

transactions and the exchange of goods, may also be.utilized as a

o reguluto: of these social ethnic bound: Indeed, the

that set an ethnic bomdary vary from group té.group and, signiﬂcunt!y,

1 arémever static,  For ‘example, 1t vas shown in' the present study that
 both lmguage S e e nltenmtely ‘Played differing roles in
; the Somdary-natntenance syueu on_ the Lower North 1Share. The patterns .
of marriage tn the frat. century of persanent settfenent reflected the then .

© n  bitieen ‘op and |

samuc- and‘the nepﬂvﬁ relatxmlhip betwéen Cazhalic- and Anglicans.
In other words, t;b social boundaries vere both flexible and inflexible in
nnure. depending on vhether language or religion, ietpecﬂvely, vas used @, -

as the defining criterion.  The more recent harmoiy betveen Anglophone

Catholics and Anglicans and the groving coaflictive relation betveen <

Francophones and Anglophones similarly support Barth's thesis that ethnic ™
*gFoupa are 14 congtant’ evolutiod, and that ‘ethnic social boundaries are
" highly adapeive by thetsrvery nl‘:ugte".‘ e J R
" 0 the Laver North Shore, the octal bomdaries betveen the e
‘comunities vere ala an dspoptant pre-condition for the development of ; ! 3
lpuhl bomdnﬂu Although the economte contttons | mv.mng on’the

southern Labrador coast throughout the 19r.h century were shown to have .

" affected the pattemms of in-s i | in that

ared, the residen; -eg:qn:m of the nrigs.n-l .ecuen 4nto ﬁva hirly ~

1s, largely t table’ to the dstic and s

“+ religious snces, and that the aix groups brought g ‘; i

with thes to the aréa, - Sinilarly; the reorganization and subsequent




147

stabilization of these: spatial-residential bomndaries, which eventually
,IMEd to an even greater degree of segregation between the three e!hni(;
comunities, resulted mostly fron marrisge and secondary; intra-Shore
tilgrations during the 1890-1920 perfod.. Hovever, vhile the spatial
bomdartes o the Lover North Shore evolved from pre-established social
conditions, the former have been paramownt in the retention of ethaic
diversity throughout permanent settlement by reinforcing and altering
the social bomndaries. For example; the aggregation of Anglophone
Anglicans 1n the winter settlement of St. Paul's River created a new
avareness vithin that community md 8 reinforcenent of thelr ethnc
identity whiich affected the lnter patterns of marriage and conversion.

Similarly, the of the dation in Lourdes’

dndtiated a series of events, including the establishnent of 'a French
.dmx. which vere ultizately. parazount in the survival of the French

Lenguage in that settlement. = It is the spatial ugn\g;:xon of the

peaking lation in that one and lntter s rapld
dmgtlphic and Lnltltutiml growth in the pall’.\ﬂity years thlt have
‘tuna(nmd the once amicable relatjonship between the North Shore
Francoptiones and Anglophones 1nto a pmmnmly conflictive situation,
&ndeed. without the existence of this spatial bowndary, it 1a likely that

few of the social events in the past 15 years would have been a3
R ca ; 4

10 changing the (social) boundary on the Lower

Shore. Although Barth has proposed that the social boundary be seen as

the critical focus of e in"the field of. it is also
essential to assess the role of its spatial or territorial counterpart.
The social and spatial boudaries are closely linked 1n areversible,

two-vay process. Social boundaries usually precede and de a basis

s,

i,
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for spatial boundaries, as in the case of the Lower North Shore) but they

nay sometines follow from the latter, as in-the case of Québec, where the

of a 1dentity and sm has m'lm; after the
establishaent of provincial borders. I«“’\F\ edther case, hovever, spatial
boundardes ultimately provide a. tangiblo expression of social boundartes. A t
uggested that' the segregation of Frerich- and English- .

Joy (972) b

. . speaking Canadians within Québec and in the remaining nine provinces, .

respectively, has served only to their 1 s
and political differences. On a smaller scale, the situation on the Lover

North Shore s identical: just as the Québécods have becons identified

with their province, the Prancophones. in the study area have become e
1dentified with Lourdes. Both territordes reflect a certain language and

a certain vay of 1ife; both relate to sets of social bowndaries. More
H

both the of Yourdes and. the Québécots in general T
have been greatly helped in'their retention of French by their residential

segregation, which has reduced the thireat of anglicization by the

majorities that surround them. : .
Spatial boundaries are also subject to ::h-ngu and fluctuation but,
. lke thefr social counterparts, the 'shifting nature of a spatial bowdary
does not necessarily signal 41(- disappearance or‘that of the ethnic
,comunity 1t serves to deatify.  Fof instance, continuing residentisl’ '
.uxrqq:_lgn vn the Lover North Shore, despite modification in the *actusl’
"pl‘ttm of settlement (e.g. the expanding territory of the Anglophome .
Catholded eprly dn-éhta =gi:urj},‘:e£ucn the determination of each ethnic . B :
; wmméy ;o-':&nl; 1ts ow distinct identity, andhence its' traditiénal
language and religion. -, The' changing character of the up'mq boundaries

of these groups is indicative of their evolition and of the geogtaphy of




inter-ethnic relatiohs on the Lover Shore. Ethndc group oladarity has
been receined i a large part theaugh the spatial segregation of Its

mmben .

' It 4s important to note that there may be sone instances where the
spatial boundardes betveen ethnic groups are not as explicit as. thoss
between Lourdes and the surrotnding Anglophone settlements. * Indeed,

 the spatial boundary between the Anglophone Catholics and Anglicans dn
the St. Paul's River Archipelago, and especially in the sumdr post of
Salnon Bay, vas shown'to be less evident,  Hovever, while thie nature of
this boundaty led to some intémmarriage and the later comversion of ‘some
Anglcing) orlal SOTREREIOE Ve GUNEALLY BOAC GEUtS, 4 L conmunity
level.  Similarly, while better economic and infrastructural conditions
1n-an urban set¥ing might be more conducive to réstdential desegregation;

* close examination of such a situation might well reveal that social
boundaries are retained by mich factors an trax;lport“..im systens, thereby’
reducing the need for readily identifiable spatial boundaries. . The
latter, therefore, are not Mce;alrﬂy essential in ethnic boundary"
maintenance, but where dpatial boundaries have evolved, they are vsually
« Ataiiaspect dn the veteation of sthnic groups end ideatities. It is”
equally hporr;mt’ to note that total residential ug:eguion,‘ ‘;hen it
exlsts, does not signify totsl social segregation, lack of_i.ntera:tilon, o
conplete fsolation; The intersarriage of Gatholics and Anglicans
izoughout the settleaeat histary of the Lover North Shore and the

high rate of 1y ldnd 8 that

neither the spatial nor the -o:hl boundaries on Lhe "Shore huva ever’ '

contact and " between the i pesbets of ‘the
\ : L
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‘three ethnic communities.

In summary, the abundant literature on ethnicity and ethnic groups

1o seen as falling ints two major categpries. — Traditional vorks have

tended to such as on, assinilation, and
losé of ethnic identity, whereas the more recent literature has been

concerned largely with the theme of ethnic group survival and persistence. *

Moreover, many of the modern g Barth' in lar, tiave
focused primarfly on those social forces that contribute to the persistence
of ethnicity,-while seriously ignoring or de-emphasizing the spatial aspects.
that also ;e.lnforce ethnic group survival., ~Conversely, the geographical
Literature Has dealt sostly vith ethmic spatisl boundaries, restdential
aegmgxdm. and nghuan, wmmuc adequate examination of the social

" forces that provide. the basts for’ the evolution of these spatial bomdarids <

and that justify the 4nued of ethnic al
The settlement history ml aochl geography of the uuen Lower North

Shcre frm the petind of hitill pernanent m-mlgtltim to Che 197Dn

that the ethnic t there have been
characterized most critically by their persistence and survival for over a -
century and a ha1E, and mot by accilturation and assiatlatim. Tiis study

has further the of exanini, fatly the soctal and

-p-cul forces that operate in the _regqnum of any ethnic group identity

and vhich a

s;aran_:ul ingredients in any research.on inter-ethnic group -

‘relations. 3 ; g : ;
-Buture vork on ethndclty s néeded to close the gap between:geography

‘mid the other soctal sctences, especially sathrapolosy and soctology, aad

. to. improve geographical undmr;ndm of cultural processes and of ‘ethni¢ .
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Given the and of establishing p y
that which constitutes an ethmtc group and an ethudc Sleutity; mnch
rescarch 1s best prosccuted at the micro-level. The long history of
fluctuating amicable dnd ininfcal relations betveen the three groups of.
the'Lover North Shore ul\;stz:utel the need to-refoeus etimic studies in an

. objective perspective which will not be unduly or. solely concerned with

1 or ual aspects of ma

purely Cunadhn' context, 4here is perhaps also a need to re-examine past
+ Prench-English relations elseshere in Canada,.including other areas in
QWfbec, i ordes to deteraine vhether, at the folk n:her ‘than at the

oiiichl. political level, these two ethnic groups were alnyl as hostile

1 to.one'another as tradition maintains. In a vider context, the foregoing

also highlights the need for a genersl reappraisal of the cancept of

by social

A e i v




EKFERENCES .
Ablon, J. 1964, . "Relocated Mneri.mn Indians in tha San Frnc&,ca Bay
Avea: Social Interaction and Indian Ideatity." _Human Vs

4 Organiration 23: 296-304. . : :
"A‘ndet._ Louis-Philippe 1969, !11.n de la réforme scolaire au Québec:

: /1959-1969. Montréali Presses de 1'Universitf de Nontral.

Audet, louis-Fhilippe 1971.° HEistoire de 1 au Québec:

€ 1608-1971. ' 2 vols. ' Montréal: Holt, Ritehart, et Winston,

Lge,’ LAY "
» v 1 §
: . - Ly
Audubon, Maria R. 1960, . Audubdh and Eis Journals: 2 vols.- New York:

Dover Publications.. . . . ,
Barth, Frederik - 1969a. " " In Bthnic Groups and

" B by Fredertk Barth. Boston: iittle, Brown and Company, 9-3.
Barth, Frederik 1969, - "Pathm Tdentity sud its Yaintenance." In Ethndc
: or_oug- and' Boimdartes. B, by Frederik Barth. oston; Little,
‘Brown and Company, 117;13&. .
Beaucage, Plerre 1970, "Organization économique et parents 3 La Tabatidre,"
Recherchés Soctographifques 11: 92-116. . - s
Bélanger, Renf. - 1971,  Les Msqwes dans 1'Estuatre du Satnt-laurent:
Montréal: Lés Presses-de 1'Université du Québec. -
Bernard, Willian S, efi 1972, Ismigretion and Ethndeity: Ten Years of
Lo  Cngtag Tooughts 1960-I970. Yew York:. Avericen Imigratiom
asd Citzenahtp Conference.
Bporidind, Elatos W 1966 "Ideology md ultiire Exemplified fa |
Southieatern Michigan," Amils, Association of mertos -
" Gaogrdphiers: 54 227-241.




o = : 3 153
\ A E L

Black, {.A. " 1960. “The Labradar Floater Codfishery." ' Annals,

v , tionof Aerfcan 50: 267-295. '
Breton, Rayond 1968, " 1 Complet of Ethnic
and the Peracual of " In Canada: ‘A
.- Soctological Profile. Comp: by W.E. Vi, Tovemto: Glask
1 Publiihing Company, 190-202,
;_"'!retan. Yvan . 1968;. La Cul ture matértelle des B Québec:

Centre d'Etudes Nordiques, Universaité Laval,
Breton, Yvan ~1968b. "St. Paul's River: Etude monographique." ' Québec:

de 1a Cite-Nord du Saint-l

Loval. (Uapublished.) )
Breton, Yvah 1968c. ' “Etude demographique.de la Bagse-Cite-Yord de
"1900-1968, " Québee: -Ethnographie .de la Gite-Nord du
" Satat-Laurent, Universitf Laval: * (Uopublished.) ~~
JBreton, Qg 197, orshologie soctale et nariage & Safnt Paul River."
' Bechercha; Soctographiquen 11: 117-149. L
Brookfdeld, Barold C. . 1962. . "Local Study, and Conparative Method: - An
Example fron Centzal ew Guissa.” Amals, Association of
Anerican Geographers 52" 242-254.. :
BrookE461d; Harold ¢, 1984, "Questicas oo the Buman Froatiers of
Gesgraphy." Bconomtc Geography 40: 283-303. R
Browne, Rev. PH. 1909, Where the Fishers Go: The Sto of Labrador.
" New'York: Cochrdne Publishing Company.
. Garviire, Gaston 1958, les Ghlats de M.1. duns le Vicordat

dil Lebrador, 1844-1956. Ottava:* Editions des Etudes thiates.




‘Clark, Andrew H. 1969, Acadia: The Geography of Early Nova Scotia ...

. Cybrinsky, RoasiA. 1970,  Patterns of Mother Tongue Retention Avon ;o .

© Daneau, Marcel 1970, "L'éconcmie de la Cite-Nord du golfe Saint-

e U
Chambers, B.T.D." 1912, The Fisheries of the Province of g-_.' bec. -,

Québec: of #ines and |

of the Province of Québec.
Ghatest, Paul 1970, "L pevplenent perumneit de'1a Basie-Chte-Nord:
du Snin:—h’urmt: 1820-1900."  Recherches SDC!DBI’A@!E 8 .
uesedo. e ] 7 . = .
Charest, Paul 1972, . Ecologie culturelle de la Cite-Nord du Golfe :
. Seint-larest. Znd. ed. Qubbec: Facultf des Sciences

¢ ~Sociales, Université Laval.

Lar , Andrew H. ° 1959. Three Centuries and the Island: An "

Historical Geography of Settlepents sad Agriclturedu——— — * 1 . %
* Prince Bivard Tsland, Canada. Toronto: Univérsity of 5 ! 27

Toroato Bress. . . i o 3 *
: b

‘ to 1760. Madison: ' University of Wisconsin Press.

‘Comdasion:Scolaire de 1a Cote-Nord du Golfe: St.-Laurent (BL1L.41)

1974,  “Education on the Lower North Shore Sept-TIles.

(Unpublished’ pamphilet.)

s

Several Selected Ethnic Groups in Western Canada. Departwent -
of Geography Paper No. 5.  State College: Department of i 4

State

P

Laweat." Rechercies'Sociographiques'11: 17-37. - 1

Dacroch, A, Gordon,and Wilfred G. &-tltvn, 1973, "Bthaic Differentiation:

a1 Aspects of a L Concept." - The X

Im’;m:‘imul Migration Review 1:»7&-‘35. 4




155

s

Dawson, .CiA. 1936, *‘Group Settlement: Ethnic Comunities in Western
Canada.  Toronto: Hacktllan Coapany of Canada. w4 i

Dégh, Linda 1968.  "Survival and Revival of European Folk C‘ll.lm*tes in

3 7 America.".. Bthologla Butoglu 2: 97-107. : e
Dion, Léon 1963, Le BI1 60 et la socifté québbeoise. Montréal: e
Editions HME.- ’
Doeppers, Daniel ¥, . 1967, "The Globeville Reighbourhood in Deaver.'
' he Geographieal Revisw 57: 506-522, ; : "y
Easterbrook, W.T. and Hugh G.J. Altken - 1965, Cabadian Economic History.

T Torouto: The MacMiIlan Company of Canada.
Bichoff, Juergen 1970, "Wisconsin's German-Americams: From Ethnic o A

Identity to Asstnilation." German-fnerican Studies 2:.44-54.

Eidheim, Harald .1969. “"When Ethnic Identity is'a Social Stigma."  In e b

\ Beinte Croups and Bondaries: Ed. by Predertk Barth. : i
& ¥ I
Little, Browm and Coupany, 39-57. . !

ElLtott, Jos Leomard - 1971, - "Mlaority Groupa: A Camadian Perapective.” | I

% "+ In Misority Canadime 2: Imitgrant Growps. Ed. by Jeam 3 i

Leonard Elmm. ., Scarborough, Oat.: Prentice-Hall of -Canada, . |

1-14,

Faris, James C. = 1972, ' Cat Harbour: A Fighing
Newfoundland Social and Economic Studies No. 3. - St. Johm's,

Institute of Sncill and ;Economic Research, Hemorial Univetuity

Gz

of Nevfoundland, - : - ) ol o
; v g
Ferland, AbbS J,-B.-A. ‘1917, - Le Labrador, notes et técits de voyage.

i "\ Mentréai: Librarie Beauchein. . A nt




Fleld, Edward 1849.' Voyage of a Visitation on the Coast of Labrador and -

 Rowd Labrador n 1849.  London: Soctety Propegation Gospel.

Fortin, Plerre 1853;. 1858;" 1862; 1866, “Annual Report of Pierre

. Fortin, Esquire, the i for the

' of the Fisheries in the Gulf of St, lawrence." .

Appendice du Onziéme Volune des Journaws de 1'Assenblée

Législative, Sesnlun 1852-53;

Aspentice d Setzitne Voluse des Journaux de 1'Assesblée
* Ugtolative, Season 1858;- L
Ammdice du Cinquidne Voluse des Journaux rle V'hssenbie
ggm.me, Sesston 1862;

Douuentu de 1a ﬂnﬂﬁm Sell’.nu ‘du: Eultlble’ Parlement de .

la P_tovlnm du Canada, Volume 3: Appendige.

Glazer, El(;:m and Daniel P, Moynthan. ~1963. Beyond the Melting Pot:

The Negroes, Puerto Ricans, Jews, Italians, and Irish of

New York City. Casbridge: The M.I.T. Press and Harvard .

Undversity Press.

Government of Canada ' 1873, . Census of Canada: 1870-187L. ‘. Ottava: |

qut Im.um. Privy ﬂu!mcll 1927.  In the Matter of the lmmhg Between'

I.B. Taylor. -

|1882.  Census of Canadai 1880-1881. ' Ottawa: |

" Maclean, Roger and Compizy.

the Dulinlon of Canada and the ‘Colony of Eevimmdhnﬂ in the

Labrador Pepinsula, 12 vols,. - London:  William Cloves lnd

Sens.




5 1
3 Enl.n.nd,‘ Gunnar-  1969. ”!mmic Dermxnantu in Edmic onmnu-." In
e ESIMc Groups and Bowndaries. B, by Froderik Baxes, Boston:

mme, Brown and Company, 58:73. . Doy

H.Irvey, Pamnd and Peter Southam. 1972, Chronﬂla de du beo: *

1960-1911. QISBEC: Inu!.tut supérieur del el:iem:en hminn,

g Ungversieé l.lvll.

e Hnard, 1508 vion. 10971972, Labrador et Anticonti: _ Montrfal:
s - Yo
* Beauchenin et H.ls, -réimpression, Montréal: Lemac. :

LRV Huberc. Paul - 1926, ' ‘les Iles de la Madelefne et ies " F
. \\ . ¥ L ity Inprinerie géasrale, do Rinouskd, ¥ T
4 vInnh, ;hrom A 1931 "The Rise ;and _rn'u of the Spanish Fishery in
5 " Nevfoudland," - Transactions of the Royal Soctety of Canada, |
e ‘ St 2S00 : . :‘ )
‘Imnts, Harold A, 1954. " The Cod Fisheriea: The Hstory of an -
Taternational Econbay. Revised ed. ‘Toronto: The University”
_; 7 of Toronto Press. 3 1 4f
UJackson, Johd D. * 1971, "Frénch-foglish Relations 1a'an )
; " Conmnity." ‘In_Minord up B :
by Jean Leonsrd ELldott. © 'scarbarsigh, -0nt. 5/ frentidi-al of
j - Canada, 160174, §al

Jnkh, John A; and Oyndﬂa J‘kle 1.973. Ethnic and Racial Minorities 1n

North Aberfca: A Sehnted m ¥ of the G
y Literature. Hondulln, 111.. le:ﬂ nf ‘Planning Ldbrarians.

g 1 .uku, John A ad James o u.umv 1969, ) "he_ uuny.ns /Jnmm
Stnlcmt- of thi Dutch Populeticn i mn-m. Michigan." *

| Aunas, of Averican Gec 59. 461460, .




. s G ¥ ‘ . b %

'Jovunuu, Axéeds and Lauren Teeablay' 1971 Missiomatte au T :!

{ ” Nouvedu-Qusbec: Lionel Schemr oui., ontréai: . o 5 . €

Rayonienent Inc. e §

Joy, Richard J.  1972. - Laiguages’ m'con’mu;'- The cuuzon m'my

“Noi. 61, : Toponto: MeClelland und Stevard Led: |

* Y Junek, gecar #1037, : Toolated A study of a Lnbndux" :
g Fishing Village, * New York: m/m.n otk Company.’ T

5emdy, John C. 1998, - “Cof¥aile’nd Boundartes: ‘Ethnic Boundary.

in a Labrador " Depa of ”
g 5

, Memorial of Newfou ,,5t. “John's, «

Nfld (Unpubllahed )

Kl!lvln. Hzlga 1969/70 "Cnlture and Ethndc Tdentity: On lbd!rniul’ion 1

- ¥aiffen, Fred 1936. " "Louiahm House Types.” Annals, Association of

4 A nd Ethaicity in Greenlahd." Folk. 11— +209-234, R 3 f
!
i

4+ smerican Geographers 26: 179-193, : Sed o ppee s AL T o
3 X
K mgif& Fred 1965, ' "Polk Housing: Key to Diffusion.” Amnals, . S

. Association’of Awerican Geographers 55: 549-577. . ' e

P Xola, ud\nd 1976, f:zmtcny and Ethaic Groups: Redearch:Needs.

The Iuleml’.lonll Migration im)iev 8: 59>67. i 3

s N 2
La Presse, od. < 1975. - Une certaine tranquille: 22 iin, Py

1960-1975.  Montrdal: hE!esn,Ltée. o . PR

" lavale, ‘Napoléon.. 1875; 1877, “Rapport gmnuel sur les pécheries .

unldiennel dans e Golfe Swint-Yaureht," ‘Documentd de 1a ’-»-

O\ " Appendtee; Pocunents de ggn_-trﬁu Session e Trai-t?_me )

\ Parlement du Canada. Volumé 5: Appendice g

1
|
. A 3 '
LR Seconde Sesnion di Trotstins Parlenéat du Cagida. * Volume 5: " ! !
i
i
§




Years af L'hlnging Thought : 1950-1970. Ed. by wunnm s.
o nemnd. New York: Aneriéan Imigrations and Cltiunuhlp

S ,Cunfermce. DR i

[ iy
<\maan Roger 1968, . Education in the Province of Québac:

§ & : Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Health, Education and

Welfare.. * B . L

Hl{nn!vn.‘Jvhn,J. 1974,  Irdsh Se:tlmﬁ‘t in Eastern Canada: 'A Study

.+ of Cultural Tranafet and Adaptation. . Toronts: Department
+ 7" of Geography Réseatéh Publication No. 12, University of

9anon'to‘ Pu}'. i .
o 2071 Jsout Three Peoples in Geg 1 Change; *
ST T 1s00-1970. New Yorks” Oxford Untvérsiey Prye‘ls. A
© ] Mkesell, M. 1967 " geogpaphis;Petspetctives 1 sy
psinala, Asoctation of fmerican 571 617634,

; . . . R
¥orris, H.S.. 1968. "Ethnic Groups:". " international Encyclopedia of
N 1N a0 o % ) ',

; ', the Soctal Sctencos 5: 167-182, T

4 Nmu, Raoul. '1"9“. “0n Ethndc Undt Classification." Current '
E ) 'Anthtumlmi. ‘283312,

o 3‘52.'

Levine, Trving M.’ 1972 Foreward to Imigrante and Ethicity: Ten -

R &Inun‘md, Richard.  1970; : “The Hisp Amér{

= .. of-an ‘American Culture Reglon," Amals, Association of

4% 1AL Thests
P :

o




i

e : : 160

. R

Park, Robert E.. 1950.  Race:and Culture. - New York:' ‘The Free Press.

Pillsbury, Richard  1970. ° ."The Urban Skreet Pactem as @ Cultute

toé

* of American Geographers 60: 428-446.,

Prowse, D.W.  1895-1972. A Biétory of Nevfowdland fr%nlusﬂ

. Colonial, and Forelgn Records. = London: MacMillan and Co.;
facsintle ed., Belleville, ft.: Mka Studio.:

Robertson, Sanuel . 1855, Miotes on the Coast:of Labrador." - Literiry
o 1 Soctety of Canada, T dons 4, I3 21-53,

Smith, .G, - 1957.° "Bthnic and Cultural Pluralisn in the British

Caribbean."  Tn Ethnic and Cultural Pluralisu'in the

* Intertropical Communities Report by the International

3 Tnstitute of Differing Civilizatims. Bruxelles, 439-447.
- 5 sl 4

_ Sopter, Davld B. 1973, " "Place and Location: Notes: on the Spatial

o Patterning of Cultire." I The Idea of Culturs in the Soctal
| Sclences. Ed. by uui- Schneider ind Charles M. Bonjean.
. New Yorks Cambridge Univeraity Press. e
Spira, Helford E. 1955, "The Acculturation of Jmerdean Ethndc duupu.

k) Amtiun And\ugl‘opu 51 12&0-1252.‘ i B
S\mrllx'llnd Bﬂ.c 1974. lumkl of Human and 'Social Geography:. Somé

o Anr.hrumlnguul PanEntlvu Oxford: Pargnm Pre

.Tl,Wlllm“ F dlritk F. 1961. Tht French Shore Prablen in llevfnundllnd-

An_Inperial Study.  Toromto: Tntvetsity of Toroato shass.

Thonpion, ‘Stith 1953, . "Advaiices*dn Folklore Studtes.” In dathiopology

Today:. "An Brcyclopedic Inventory. -* Bd. By. ‘Alfred L. Kroeber.
Chicago:. Thé University of Chicago Press, 582-596,

, 1682-1815." Anl\uln, 1 5%




Thornton, Patricia A, 1974,

"The Evolution of Initia)Permanent

Settlement on the Strait of Belle Isle,"  In Migration and

in

Century Nei and et

. title)s  Ed, by John 3, Hanstén.  St.. John"s, Hewfoundland: "

Inum:u:e {of Social and Economic Research, foxclu:aming i

pubncu!.on. )

Vallee, Frank G. - 1971.

\ . -Canadian Case."

van den Berghe, Plerre
\

1n Guatemala,
Veeold, Rudolphi J. 1969,
University of Winaesota." The mric.n Archivist 32: e

139245

‘Westde, Frank R. - 1964

.Hndem Socnlon{%?

Hall'of Canada, 151-159.

1968.

" Soeial Forc

"Regionalism and Ethaicity: The French~

In Minority Groups 2: Immigrant Groups.
Ed. by Jean Leonard Ellfott. Scarborough, Ont.: ' Prentice

Ethnic Hemhenhip and Cultural chunge'

63 514-521 .

"r}m Tomigrant: Studiel Cullection at the

" "Race and Ethaic Groups." In Handbook of

Ed.' by Robert E.L. Faris. . Chicago:

led McNally® lm‘l Co., 580-618. .

Vhiteley, Capt. George

i Nevfnup'dh"

Wiiteley, Willian Henry

Newfoundland

“n.d.

n.d, .

. (Prlvtt; Collection.)

Personal ‘Papers -nd nmm. st. John's,

(Private ‘Collection.)

Personall Papers and Diardes. . ' St. Johdi's,
















	001_Cover
	002_Inside Cover
	003_Blank Page
	004_Blank Page
	005_Notice
	006_Title Page
	007_Abstract
	008_Resume
	009_Preface
	010_Preface iii
	011_Preface iv
	012_Preface v
	013_Table of Contents
	014_Table of Contents vii
	015_List of Tables
	016_List of Tables ix
	017_List of Figures
	018_List of Figures xi
	019_Frontispiece
	020_Chapter I - Page 1
	021_Page 2
	022_Page 3
	023_Page 4
	024_Page 5
	025_Page 6
	026_Page 7
	027_Page 8
	028_Page 9
	029_Page 10
	030_Page 11
	031_Page 12
	032_Page 13
	033_Page 14
	034_Page 15
	035_Page 16
	036_Chapter II - Page 17
	037_Page 18
	038_Page 19
	039_Page 20
	040_Page 21
	041_Page 22
	042_Page 23
	043_Page 24
	044_Page 25
	045_Page 26
	046_Page 27
	047_Page 28
	048_Page 29
	049_Page 30
	050_Page 31
	051_Page 32
	052_Page 33
	053_Page 34
	054_Page 35
	055_Page 36
	056_Page 37
	057_Page 38
	058_Page 39
	059_Page 40
	060_Page 41
	061_Page 42
	062_Page 43
	063_Page 44
	064_Page 45
	065_Page 46
	066_Page 47
	067_Page 48
	068_Page 48a
	069_Page 49
	070_Chapter III - Page 50
	071_Page 51
	072_Page 52
	073_Page 53
	074_Page 54
	075_Page 55
	076_Page 56
	077_Page 57
	078_Page 58
	079_Page 59
	080_Page 60
	081_Page 61
	082_Page 62
	083_Page 63
	084_Page 64
	085_Page 65
	086_Page 66
	087_Page 67
	088_Page 68
	089_Page 69
	090_Page 70
	091_Page 71
	092_Page 72
	093_Page 73
	094_Page 74
	095_Page 75
	096_Page 76
	097_Page 77
	098_Page 78
	099_Page 79
	100_Page 80
	101_Page 81
	102_Page 82
	103_Page 83
	104_Page 84
	105_Page 85
	106_Page 86
	107_Page 87
	108_Page 88
	109_Page 89
	110_Page 90
	111_Page 91
	112_Page 92
	113_Page 93
	114_Chapter IV - Page 94
	115_Page 95
	116_Page 96
	117_Page 97
	118_Page 98
	119_Page 99
	120_Page 99a
	121_Page 99b
	122_Page 100
	123_Page 101
	124_Page 101a
	125_Page 102
	126_Page 103
	127_Page 104
	128_Page 105
	129_Page 106
	130_Page 107
	131_Page 108
	132_Page 109
	133_Page 110
	134_Page 111
	135_Page 112
	136_Page 113
	137_Page 114
	138_Page 115
	139_Page 116
	140_Page 117
	141_Page 118
	142_Chapter V - Page 119
	143_Page 120
	144_Page 121
	145_Page 122
	146_Page 123
	147_Page 124
	148_Page 125
	149_Page 126
	150_Page 127
	151_Page 128
	152_Page 129
	153_Page 130
	154_Page 131
	155_Page 132
	156_Page 133
	157_Page 134
	158_Page 135
	159_Page 136
	160_Page 137
	161_Page 138
	162_Page 138a
	163_Page 139
	164_Page 140
	165_Page 141
	166_Page 142
	167_Page 143
	168_Chapter VI - Page 144
	169_Page 145
	170_Page 146
	171_Page 147
	172_Page 148
	173_Page 149
	174_Page 150
	175_Page 151
	176_References
	177_Page 153
	178_Page 154
	179_Page 155
	180_Page 156
	181_Page 157
	182_Page 158
	183_Page 159
	184_Page 160
	185_Page 161
	186_Blank Page
	187_Blank Page
	188_Inside Back Cover
	189_Back Cover

