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outlook ; but with the many evidences of a revival of 
trade about them and knowing full well as business 
men the liability of all countries to periods of com
mercial depression, they act impatiently in seeking to 
drive the country into immediate annexation. But 
there is still another class of annexationists, the most 
zealous, though not the most numerous, whose feelings 
are certainly far less disinterested than those of either 
of the previous classes. These are the holders of real 
estate in the city. We have not a great deal of sym
pathy with these gentlemen in their desire for higher 
rents. As a mere Montreal real property movement, 
we look upon annexation as anything but a patriotic 
agitation." 

On one point only, The Transcript continued, were 
the Annexationists agreed, namely, to get rid of 
the British connection. To that end, they showed the 
greatest eagerness in " accentuating the evils of the 
country, and in assigning to the whole province a 
condition of wretchedness which is mainly existent in 
Montreal. To all such clamours, we need only reply 
that prosperity will return in time without the aban
donment of British allegiance." Besides, it was most 
unfair for the Annexationists to present only the dark 
side of the picture, and to hold the colonial regime 
responsible for the depression which was partly due, 
at least, to their own unlucky speculations. 

The reference of the manifesto to the dangerous 
position of Canada in case of war between England 
and the United States would bring a blush of shame 
to the cheek of thousands of honest-hearted Britons 
throughout the country. It was criminal to think 
that England would engage in an unjust war; but, 
should war occur, she would make every sacrifice for 
the defence of Canada. There must needs be a great 
change in the sentiments of Canadians of English stock, 
before they would allow their allegiance to be affected 
by such a miserable pretext. 

The belief that a " political revolution " was at hand 
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in Canada was, according to The Transcript, much more 
prevalent in the minds of Yankees and English Radicals 
who favoured such a revolution, than amongst the 
Canadian people. Although the virus of annexation 
was widely scattered throughout the province, it was 
not likely to produce serious effects. Already the 
public press of Quebec had condemned the manifesto 
as false in its premises and misleading in its conclusion 
—false, inasmuch as it misrepresented the economic 
situation of Canada and the attitude of the English 
public; and misleading, in that it professed to make 
the consent of England a condition precedent to sepa
ration, when, if the premises were true, annexation 
would be desirable even if England should object 
thereto. The country at large would doubtless ratify 
this judgment, notwithstanding the alluring promises 
of material prosperity and social rest held out by the 
Annexationists. 

However much the question might be openly can
vassed in Montreal, it had not yet been seriously con
sidered by the country at large. To have any chance 
of success, annexation must cease to be a local or a 
party question and become the great provincial issue. 
" At the present time we have no evidence of this 
national movement, nor do we think that it is at all 
likely that it will take place. Men will require much 
more evidence than they now possess, before they will 
agree to abandon their present allegiance. All we see 
at present is a small party in this city, a party respect
able, we acknowledge, in the character of its members, 
but certainly not in a position to dictate either to the 
province at large or to this community. The party 
has only had a few weeks' existence as a party, and 
presents nothing in its composition which can invite 
confidence." 1 

The Transcript was especially earnest in warning 
its fellow Conservatives against any alliance with the 
French republicans. The Conservative Party was not 

1 Quoted from The Globe, October 16, 1849. 
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" cut out " for republican institutions. " Every natural 
thought, every natural act, every impulse of the party 
gives, and has given, the lie to such a union. They 
may cheat themselves into the belief that annexation 
is practicable and desirable, or be led away by a sense 
of injury, but they can never be reconciled to republi
canism." It would involve a recasting of their social 
usages and habits, a total surrender " of the soul and 
body to the imperious tyranny of a democratic re
public " ; it would mean more than a change of Govern
ment, " it would bring about a social revolution." 

Besides, there could be little real sympathy between 
them and their French allies. The aim of Papineau 
was French domination, an idea fundamentally opposed 
to that of his Anglo-Saxon supporters, who " probably 
imagine that by making a bargain with the neighbour
ing Union their influence will be all in all, and that the 
influence of their French allies will count for nothing." 
One or the other party was being deceived, and that 
party was certainly not the French. " So far from 
their influence prevailing, the influence of Mr. Papineau 
and his friends is much more likely to turn the scale 
than that of the British ultra-Conservative Party." 
Under such circumstances, Conservatives should be 
especially careful how they involved themselves in a 
dangerous movement. British citizenship, The Tran
script concluded, was no valueless thing to be exchanged 
for a mess of pottage. If the Annexationists pursued 
their present blind policy, the people of the colony 
would go down in history as guilty of the basest in
gratitude towards the parent state, in using their newly 
acquired constitutional freedom " to sell themselves 
to the Yankees." 

The New Era, a recently established Tory paper, 
followed the lead of The Transcript in opposing annexa
tion, and supporting the principles of the League, 
protection and a union of the provinces. 

The Pilot was equally vigorous in its condemnation 
of the manifesto. So far did it carry its opposition, 
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that it refused to open its columns to the publication 
of the address. A protest by a small group of prominent 
Liberal Annexationists,1 against what they considered 
the unfair attitude of the paper, served only to call 
forth the crushing reply that, even if the address had 
been handed to The Pilot at the same time as to the 
other journals (which, however, was not the case), it 
would not have been inserted. The Pilot " would not 
lend its columns to the dismemberment of the empire." 
The Annexationists could get the Tory organs to do 
their publishing for them, for the ministerial press 
would refuse to do so. The Liberals of Montreal would 
not throw away the substance of good government 
they now enjoyed for the shadowy benefits of annexa
tion. That was the spirit in which they rejected the 
pressure placed upon them to sign an address which 
they had never read. The Annexationists, it believed, 
had adopted a mistaken policy in issuing a manifesto 
instead of establishing a paper to advocate their 
principles.2 

With the majority of people, annexation was, as 
yet, " more a matter of feeling than of reflection." 
The disaffected " and the disappointed wish for a 
change, and that is the change which appears easiest 
and most feasible." Although annexation was an open 
question in both parties, it was especially disconcerting 
to the great mass of loyal Reformers to find a few 
Liberal politicians uniting with the Tories in promoting 
the cause of annexation. The Pilot loudly called upon 
all Reformers to avoid such an entangling alliance 
and to range themselves loyally under the party flag. 

In a series of able editorials it attacked seriatim the 
arguments of the address. Canada, it declared, was 
now suffering " from mushroom organizations." The 
majority of the signers were members of the League 
which had recently proposed a different means of saving 

1 Messrs. Boyer, McKay, Holton, Workman, De Witt , Hart , 
Glass, Bruneau, Holmes, and Knapp. 

2 The Pilot, October u , 1849. 
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society. " Such extraordinary tergiversation in their 
past conduct bodes ill for their future consistency, as 
such extreme haste in adopting a new system betokens 
little study and labour in the concoction of it." They 
had simply accepted it without due consideration as 
the best means at hand for promoting the prosperity 
of Montreal. But before distracting the country by 
such an agitation, the Annexationists should offer the 
most convincing proof—first, that the Canadian public 
desired annexation; second, that the majority of the 
inhabitants of the other British North American colonies 
supported it; third, that England was prepared to grant 
i t ; and finally, that the United States was ready to 
incorporate Canada in the Union. But on all these 
points there was a signal lack of satisfactory evidence. 
Only in Montreal was annexation regarded as a really 
vital issue. All the Reform and most of the Conserva
tive papers, especially in Upper Canada, had pronounced 
against it. Neither was any evidence offered on the 
second proposition, to prove that public opinion in the 
Maritime Provinces was less unfavourable to annexa
tion than in Canada. In regard to the third proposi
tion, it was entirely unwarranted to assume that 
either the British Government, or the nation at large, 
desired to compel, or even to induce, the colonies to 
dissolve their allegiance, merely because Lord John 
Russell and other English statesmen favoured the 
policy of throwing off on the colonies the whole burden 
and responsibility of their own administration. The 
fourth and last proposition, which required to be es
tablished, was equally doubtful. For, even though 
Great Britain should agree to peaceful separation, 
annexation " could be effected only after long and 
difficult negotiations, even if it were possible to be 
effected at all with the Union as it is now composed." 

The Pilot did not hesitate to attack the blue-ruin 
cry which the Annexationists had unscrupulously made 
the chief issue of the day. It endeavoured to prove 
by a liberal use of statistics that the existing depression 
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was mainly confined to the Montreal district, and that 
business conditions throughout the province were 
already improving, as was evidenced by an increase 
in the public revenue and the canal tolls.1 The action 
of the Montreal Conservatives in raising the annexation 
cry at the very moment when the Government was 
about to enter upon negociations for reciprocity with 
the United States was, according to The Pilot, exceed
ingly unpatriotic. A continuance of the present agita
tion would inevitably weaken the hands of the British 
Government in dealing with a foreign power, and might 
even endanger the success of the negociations. The 
Pilot explicitly denied the contention of the Annexa
tionists that the expenses of the Government of Canada 
were higher than those of the neighbouring states, and 
that the danger of international complications would 
be less if they were American citizens instead of 
British subjects.2 

On the other hand, it concluded, Canadians would 
lose by annexation the healthy and liberal spirit of 
public criticism, which was characteristic of English 
public life as contrasted with that of the United 
States, a loss which could not well be estimated in 
terms of mammon. Throughout the whole controversy 
the tone of The Pilot, unlike that of several of its con
temporaries, was admirable. Although arraigning the 
conduct of the Tory Party in no uncertain terms, it 
did not permit its partisanship to run away with its 
judgment. It recognized the seriousness of the issue 
which was presented, and endeavoured to discuss the 
question in the calm and reasonable spirit which its 
importance demanded. 

The skill of the political cartoonist was likewise 
placed at the service of the British connection. Punch 
in Canada, the one distinctive comic paper of the pro
vince, used the gentle art of raillery with telling effec
tiveness against the Annexationists. It pictured the 
sorry state in which Papineau and his young Radical 

1 The Pilot, October i6, 1849. 2 Ibid., October 25, 1849. 
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compatriots would find themselves in case of a political 
union with the United States. Even more effective 
were the cartoons at the expense of the English Annexa
tionists at Montreal. Mr. Benjamin Holmes was made 
a special object of attack. He and his friends were 
represented as small boys who were caught in the act 
of trying to pawn their mother's pocket-handkerchief 
to Uncle Sam. It did not even hesitate to attack 
the convivial propensities of the member for Montreal. 
The commercial side of the annexation movement was 
hit off admirably by " a business flourometer " : 

" Flour, 335. per barrel—loyalty up. 
Flour, 26s. per barrel—cloudy. 
Flour, 22s. per barrel—down to annexation." 

It must be admitted that in the battle of the press 
the pro-British papers had considerably the better of 
the argument over their opponents. The latter were 
by no means sure of their own position, and were 
divided in their counsels between annexation and in
dependence. They were prone to appeal to racial 
prejudices and partisan antipathies ; they engaged in 
general denunciation of both the local and English 
Governments without seriously attempting to analyse 
the situation of affairs, or to ascertain to what extent 
the free-trade policy of England was really responsible 
for existing conditions in the colony. The pro-British 
papers, on the other hand, were much less partisan 
and intolerant in their views; with few exceptions, 
they endeavoured to argue the question out on its 
merits, trusting that the calm judgment of the public 
would sustain their reasoning. 

The French press again divided on strict party lines. 
L'Avenir hailed the manifesto as the most important 
doctrine since the Ninety-Two Resolutions. It ex
pressed the greatest satisfaction at finding the names 
of many leading French Canadians in the list of signa
tures : " C'est un appel fait a toutes les classes, et a 
toutes les parties, d'oublier les anciennes causes de 
division, pour se reunir dans le bout d'obtenir ce dont 
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le pays a le plus puissant besoin, la prosperity avec 
l'annexion." By remaining outside the movement, 
the French-Canadians would sacrifice the future of their 
race and of the colony, and subject themselves for all 
time to the tyranny of the Colonial Office, from which 
they had suffered so long. The movement, according 
to L'Avenir, was spontaneous in its origin, and had 
met with a ready response from the French merchants. 
The bearers of the address, it boasted, had found only 
three persons who really objected to annexation, 
although several had desired time for consideration 
before attaching their signatures. L'Avenir thought 
that a better way of verifying public sentiment might 
perhaps have been found ; but, since the manifesto 
was issued, all sympathizers should lend their hearty 
support to the movement.1 

La Minerve, on the contrary, looked upon the address 
as a sad page in the history of Canada. It accused 
the Conservative Party of taking up the question of 
annexation for the purpose of defeating the Govern
ment, rather than from any real desire for a political 
union with the United States.2 The attitude of several 
of the other French papers was likewise critical. L'Ami 
de la Religion declared that it was not at all surprised 
at the appearance of the manifesto, since events had 
been pointing towards annexation for some time. It 
did not regard the address as an occasion for either 
gratification or chagrin and shame. Looked at from 
the standpoint of French nationality, annexation was 
undesirable, but any opposition to annexation on this 
ground was greatly weakened by the bitter controver
sies of the French press and parties, which threatened 
to destroy all sense of racial solidarity. 

It was admitted, on the other hand, even by those 
who were opposed to separation, that annexation was 
inevitable in the not far distant future. L'Echo des 
Campagnes approached the subject from a very in-

1 L'Avenir, October 13, 1849. 
0 La Minerve, October 18, 1849. 
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teresting but practical standpoint. There were, it 
declared, three classes of annexationists : first, partisans 
calmes ; second, outres ; and third, partisans tiedes. In 
the third class were to be found the former Tories, 
who had been in despair since the day of their defeat. 
They had at first raised the cry for annexation in the 
hope of overthrowing the Government by causing a 
division in the Liberal ranks. They had played with 
fire, and got burned in consequence. To-day the de
mand for annexation was serious, but they could not 
well draw back ; they were led on unwillingly, and 
even in spite of themselves. Very little sympathy 
could be felt for those persons of wealth and ambition 
who had joined the movement with a view to exploiting 
it to their own advantage.1 

Although on general principles annexation would be 
advantageous, nevertheless, the benefits of union would, 
it contended, be more than offset by the restrictions 
which annexation would place upon the powers of the 
local legislature to deal freely with the greatest of 
local problems, the seignorial system of tenure. The 
judicial interpretation of Article i, Section 10 of the 
United States Constitution, in respect " to the impair
ment of the obligation of contracts," would effectually 
prevent the local government from abolishing the 
burdens of the feudal system.2 The validity of this 
argument was denied by L'Avenir, but without greatly 
weakening its effect upon the intelligent part of the 
French-Canadian public.3 

The sober demeanour of the great majority of the 
French Ministerialists showed the splendid discipline 
of the clergy and the party leaders. The rank and 
file of the party refused to commit themselves in any 
way to the annexation movement, until there had 
been an official expression of opinion from their spiritual 
and political guides. The Papineau party, it was 

1 L'Echo des Campagnes, October 18, 1849, 
2 Ibid., November 2, 1849. 
3 L'Avenir, November 15, 1849 
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admitted, had gained considerable strength by its 
union with the Annexationists, but it was still too 
weak to grapple alone with the Government. The 
real state of French opinion would, in the judgment 
of The Montreal Gazette, never be known until the 
Lafontaine Ministry was driven out of office.1 

The favourable reception of the manifesto encouraged 
the annexation leaders to proceed to the formation 
of a permanent organization somewhat after the type 
of the English Anti-Corn Law League. The organiza
tion of such an association was, in the opinion of 
L'Avenir, all that was required to make the Annexa
tionists " the strongest and most numerous political 
party in the country." The association, it was pro
posed, should enter upon an aggressive educational 
campaign, and flood the country with tracts and 
speakers. A call was accordingly sent out by about 
one hundred of the signers of the address, summoning 
a meeting to organize an association. The committee 
of arrangements requested several prominent politicians 
and merchants, including Papineau, Holmes, De Witt, 
De Bleury, Workman, and others to address the meet
ing, and otherwise assist in the work of organization. 

Papineau, however, much to his regret, was unable 
to be present; but in a letter to the Committee he 
expressed the strongest sympathy with the judicious 
efforts which were being made to obtain for all Cana
dians the right to govern themselves, instead of being 
governed by a distant authority. Under the colonial 
regime, he declared, the interests, desires, and neces
sities of Canada were being sacrificed. Distance alone, 
not to mention the essential differences in the social 
conditions and economic interests of the two countries, 
made good government from Westminster impossible. 

As far back as 1823, in consultation with English 
political leaders, he had advocated the independence 
of Canada, and they had all admitted that it would 
be to the mutual advantage of both countries to part 

1 The Gazette, October 18, 1849. 
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company. Voluntary separation, he urged, was much 
preferable to a warlike dissolution of the imperial tie, 
such as had been effected by the United States. British 
statesmen did not maintain that the connection should 
be perpetual, but only that it should be prolonged, for 
fear that if Canada were incorporated in the American 
Republic, the other North American colonies would 
soon follow suit. Such a splendid addition of wealthy 
states to the American Union would, it was feared, 
make the United States a dangerous economic com
petitor in the markets of the world. The government 
of the colony had, he declared, become most corrupt 
and expensive. The grant of responsible government 
could not rescue the country from depression, since 
England would not change her fiscal policy to please 
the colonies. Had he been in Montreal at the date 
of the issuance of the manifesto, he would have been 
one of the first to support its judicious, patriotic, and 
reasonable declaration of principles. 

On account of ill health, the Hon. S. De Bleury also 
found it impossible to be present at the meeting. In 
a letter to the committee expressing his regrets, he 
deplored the evils from which the country was suffering. 
The condition of affairs was, he declared, even worse 
than at the time of the Ninety-Two Articles. The only 
hope of relief was to be found in peaceful separation, 
to be followed by annexation to the United States. 
But Annexationists must first show to England by 
public demonstrations and petitions that the majority 
of the people of Canada desired a change of allegiance. 
" Courage, then, citizens of Quebec; to the work, and 
at once." 

Although the purpose of the meeting was merely to 
effect a permanent organization, the gathering took 
on the character of a public demonstration in force. 
According to the annexation papers, the hall was in
capable of holding the crowd who sought admission. 
The audience was largely composed of prominent busi
ness men of the city. Apparently only a few French-
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Canadians were present, and such of them as partici
pated in the proceedings belonged to the " Young 
Canada " party. John Redpath was chosen chairman, 
and Messrs. John Glass and G. P. E. Dorion acted as 
joint secretaries. In his opening remarks, Mr. Redpath 
declared that the commercial distress of the colony 
was due to the action of Great Britain in withdrawing 
protection from colonial products. Canada, he ad
mitted, could not properly question the right of England 
to change her fiscal policy, even though such change, 
as in the present instance, inflicted the severest suffering 
upon the colonies. But, under these circumstances, 
Canada must needs look to her own interests. It was 
incumbent upon them to take measures to stop the 
drain of thousands of skilled artisans to the United 
States. 

He enlarged at length upon the prosperity of the 
States as contrasted with the poverty of Canada : 
prices were 20 per cent, and property 50 per cent, 
higher across the line than in this province. To save 
the country from impending ruin, annexation was 
absolutely necessary. The League was, in his opinion, 
" going in a roundabout way to attain what they, as 
Annexationists, sought to secure by direct means " 
(cheers). Annexation was the only subject which had 
aroused real interest at the Kingston Convention. He 
was advocating annexation, not for any party purpose, 
but solely for the advantage of the country. Partisan
ship had been the curse of the province, and he hoped 
that the Canadian people would now bury all past 
dissensions and unite on the policy of annexation. 

In moving the first resolution in favour of the forma
tion of an annexation association, Mr. H. Taylor 
declared that he respected the motives of those who 
were strongly opposing the present movement, for he, 
too, honoured the Queen as much as any of them. 
Some of their opponents, however, were actuated by 
personal interests and considerations. He felt that he 
owed his first loyalty to the country in which he lived. 
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Union and organization were necessary to attain the 
object they had in view. In seconding the resolution, 
J. De Witt, M.P., instituted a comparison between 
the economic conditions of Canada and of the United 
States, most unfavourable to the former. The agri
cultural, railroad, and steamship interests, in fact, 
every interest in the country was suffering severely. 
The people of Canada should rise up, and make their 
country truly great. They should act like men, and 
not like children and dependents. Above all, they 
must place their country above party. 

The second resolution, which was proposed by 
B. Holmes, M.P., read : " That our state of colonial 
dependence can only be prolonged at the sacrifice of 
our most valuable interests; and that this meeting, 
considering the social, commercial, and political diffi
culties of Canada, and feeling the weight of the evils 
which oppress our society, believe that the only attain
able measure capable of improving permanently our 
condition consists in a peaceable separation from Great 
Britain, and the annexation of Canada to the United 
States of America." 

In moving the resolution, the local member denied 
that the Annexationists were unfriendly to the mother
land. The address, he stated, had limited itself to a 
simple statement of the facts of the case. The Annexa
tionists had an equal right with the pro-Britishers to 
express an opinion on the existing situation. The 
manifesto of the latter had been signed by hundreds 
" who are unknown in the city, and by a large number 
of officials, and by others who are advocates of restric
tion and protection, and by a few free traders." Every 
one admitted that separation would come in time, 
and why not now, when thousands were crossing the 
line on account of the free-trade policy of England. 
So far from criticizing the action of England in this 
regard, he would rather cut off his right hand than 
see the English people starve owing to the Corn Laws. 
The repeal of the Navigation Acts, though tardily 
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granted, would be of some advantage, but it could not 
alter the Canadian climate. Reciprocity was unfor
tunately not now obtainable, though it might have 
been a few years ago, before Canada had uttered 
threats of secession. The United States desired the 
whole of Canada, in order to round out their empire, 
and " they know that by withholding reciprocity they 
can force us into annexation." The Canadian farmers 
could not successfully compete with their American 
neighbours. They could afford " to admire England, 
but not to starve for her." The economic interests 
of England were incompatible with those of Canada. 
England would not return to a protective policy, nor 
would she encourage, but rather discourage, the growth 
of colonial manufactures. One of the important effects 
of annexation would be to bring American capital into 
the country, which would raise the rate of wages, and 
enable the manufacturers of Montreal to compete on 
an equal footing with the Lowell manufacturers. In 
order to attain their end, Annexationists must go to 
the polls, and elect a majority of members to the local 
legislature. England, he was convinced, would not 
refuse to accede to the demand of the Canadian 
Parliament for separation. 

A similar view was expressed by Mr. Molson in 
seconding the resolution. He desired to make annexa
tion the test question at the coming elections. For 
his part, he would not support any candidate for 
Parliament, Whig or Tory, who was not an annexa
tionist. He summed up his political principles in the 
statement that " this country and himself were first," 
and he would stick to that. Mr. Robert McKay de
clared that, although the Annexationists were now 
charged with treason, time would prove that they 
were right. As their opponents were endeavouring to 
deny them the right of expressing their feelings, they 
should start an active campaign for the extirpation of 
the ignorance, bigotry, and intolerance of their critics. 

The third resolution, which ran to the effect that, 
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" burying all past dissensions," they should bind them
selves to co-operate by all lawful means to promote 
the object of the association, and that to this end 
they should invite the Canadian people to form similar 
associations in the same fraternal spirit, was moved by 
Mr. John Rose, Q.C., one of the most influential lawyers 
of the city. He urged that they should not allow 
their zeal to be chilled by the strength of the opposition. 
The demand for separation had arisen in England, not 
in Canada. In proof of this statement, he cited the 
opinions of many English statesmen to the effect that 
Canada was not wanted. Lord Vincent had predicted 
that Canada would be a " running sore " to the mother
land ; Mr. Sherwin, one of the permanent Under-
Secretaries, had recently stated before a Committee 
of Parliament that he would not regard a colonial 
revolt as treason. Lord Ashburton had also told them 
plainly that they were free to join the States, if they 
so desired. When English statesmen said these things, 
why should Canadian Annexationists be charged with 
treason ? For his part, he regretted the necessity of 
a separation from the mother country, but they could 
still keep alive their old affection for her. It was a 
sublime, and not a base, ideal for England to adopt 
the policy of training up the colonies to take their 
places among the nations. He was convinced that 
he could best prove his loyalty by endeavouring to 
promote the interests of his adopted land, in accord
ance with the desires of the English Government and 
nation. 

The Hon. Robert Jones stated that he had signed 
the address only after long consideration, and that he 
was prepared to assume full responsibility for his 
action. Both the aims and methods of the Annexa
tionists were legitimate and proper. The principle of 
responsible government, in his judgment, could not be 
worked successfully in this country ; in fact, the people 
had been worse off since its introduction. The pro
gressive opinion of the day laid it down as a political 
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maxim, that the republican form of government could 
alone promote the prosperity of the human race. 

In an able legal argument, Mr. F. G. Johnston, Q.C., 
maintained that the members of the association were 
acting within the limits of their constitutional rights 
as British citizens. As the object of the association 
was peaceful, there could be no question of treason 
or disloyalty. The movement was not designed, as 
some of their opponents maliciously represented, to 
secure annexation at all hazards and by any means 
whatever. The movement was not specious or arti
ficial ; it arose out of the dire necessity of the time. 
Protection was now out of the question in England, 
and reciprocity with the United States was impossible, 
since the latter country could dictate to Canada what 
terms it desired, and those terms would undoubt
edly be annexation. Several of the French-Canadian 
speakers urged their compatriots to join with their 
English fellow citizens in the movement for annexation. 
Canada, Mr. Latte declared, could never become great 
as a colony ; she must first become independent before 
she could hope for national prosperity. 

The audience was enthusiastic in its support of the 
speakers, and all the resolutions were carried unani
mously. A committee was appointed, consisting of 
Messrs. McKay, Dorion, Torrance, Mulholland, and 
Ostell, to nominate a ticket of officers, to be submitted, 
and voted upon, at a future meeting of the association. 
A constitution, setting forth the object of the asso
ciation, and providing for the administration of its 
affairs, was drawn up by the committee in charge, 
and duly adopted. The association mapped out an 
ambitious programme. It proposed to offer a prize of 
from $300 to $500 for the best monograph on annexa
tion, to be distributed at the lowest possible price, to 
send public lecturers over the province, to organize 
branch associations in local centres, to lend financial 
assistance to annexation papers, to participate in 
elections by securing the return to Parliament of mem-
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bers who were favourable to independence or annexa
tion, and to hold a provincial congress, when sufficient 
branches should have been organized throughout the 
colony to assure a representative gathering. The 
association expressly repudiated any idea of resorting 
to party violence to promote its objects. 

At the adjourned meeting of the association for 
the election of officers, only about sixty persons were 
present.1 The nominating committee brought in its 
recommendations, and the following officers were duly 
elected : President, John Redpath ; Vice-Presidents, 
John D. Torrance, J. De Witt, L. H. Holton, W. 
Workman, D. E. Papineau, P. Drumgoole, and 
F. B. Anderson ; Councillors, H. Stephens, W. Molson, 
D. Kinnear, J. Rose, J. Papin, J. Bell, R. Laflamme, 
and J. Ostell; Treasurer, D. Torrance; Secretaries, 
R. McKay and A. A. Dorion. 

In pursuance of the policy of carrying on an active 
agitation, the secretaries subsequently sent circulars to 
all parts of the provinces, announcing the formation 
of the Montreal association, soliciting the assistance 
and co-operation of friends and sympathizers, urging 
the formation of branch associations, and enclosing 
copies of the manifesto.2 An office was established in 
St. Jacques Street, to serve as a permanent bureau of 
the association. Mr. Perry, of The Herald, was in
stalled as assistant secretary, at a salary of £150 a 
year, with instructions to keep in touch with the 
movement in all parts of the country. A very inter
esting pamphlet was prepared by the association for 
general circulation. It set forth in detail the com
parative advantages and disadvantages of the Canadian 
and American forms of government. Special attention 
was devoted to a statement of the cost of the executive, 
judicial, legislative, and military departments of the 
State of New York, as compared with the cost of 
administering the same departments in Canada.3 Need-

1 November 15, 1849. 2 Weir, Sixty Years in Canada. 
3 L'Avenir, November 30, 1849. 
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less to say, the comparison in almost every item was 
made to appear most unfavourable to Canada. 

The bold manner in which the Annexationists carried 
on their treasonable propaganda demanded the serious 
attention of the Canadian Government. As long as 
the agitation was confined to the Tory Party, the 
Ministry did not deem it advisable to interfere ; but 
when the movement began to spread among a section 
of the Reformers of Upper Canada, it was felt that 
the time had come for a definite declaration of policy 
on the part of the Government. Upon the Hon. Robert 
Baldwin devolved the unpleasant duty of dealing with 
the dangerous situation which had arisen in the ranks 
of the party. I t was a fortunate thing for the empire 
that there stood at the head of the Provincial Govern
ment at this moment a man of the character of Robert 
Baldwin. By reason of his ability, soundness of judg
ment, unquestioned probity, and long and valiant 
service in the struggle for constitutional freedom, he 
had gained a striking ascendency in the councils of 
his party and at the same time had won the respect 
of many of his opponents. His strong feelings of 
attachment to the British connection had been proved 
by his conduct during the revolt of 1837. Even a 
keen sense of political injustice, and a strong feeling 
of resentment against the partisan and arbitrary action 
of the Tory Governor, had not been able to drive him 
into the seditious plots of the more extreme Reformers. 
He had been throughout his career loyally attached 
to the British Crown, and a great admirer of British 
institutions. 

The approaching bye-election for the Third Riding 
of York afforded Baldwin an excellent opportunity of 
voicing his opinion on the question of annexation. In 
this case there was the greater reason for a decisive 
expression of party policy, since Mr. Peter Perry, the 
prospective Reform candidate, was known to be more 
or less sympathetic towards the views of the Annexa
tionists. During a visit to Montreal a short time 
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before, he had, according to report, openly avowed 
himself an annexationist. In the candidature of Mr. 
Perry, the annexation issue was unmistakably pre
sented to the party and to the electorate. Mr. Baldwin 
did not hesitate to throw down the gage of battle 
to the suspected Annexationists within the party. On 
the very eve of the publication of the Montreal mani
festo,1 he addressed an historic letter to Mr. Perry 
in which he declared, in no uncertain language, that the 
maintenance of the British connection was a funda
mental principle of the Reform Party. His letter 
read as follows: 

" MY DEAR SIR, 

" The expediency of applying to the mother 
country to give these colonies a separate national 
existence, or to permit them to annex themselves to 
the neighbouring Republic, has become a subject, not 
only openly discussed in some of the leading journals 
of the province, but appears to be entertained, to some 
extent at least, in quarters where we would naturally 
have looked for the existence of very different senti
ments. It becomes necessary, therefore, that no 
misapprehension should exist on the part of any 
one, friend or opponent, as to my opinions, either on 
the question itself, or on the effect which a difference 
respecting it must necessarily produce on the political 
relations between me and those of my friends (if any 
there be) who take a different view of the subject. 
And I take the liberty of addressing this letter to you, 
as well from the political connection which has so long 
subsisted between us, as from the circumstance of an 
election about to take place for the Riding in which 
you reside. At that election, whether you may become 
a candidate or not, . . . it is due to my friends that no 
room should be left to suppose me undetermined upon, 
or indifferent to, this question. It is but right that 
they should be made aware that I have not changed 

1 October 4, 1849. 
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my opinion in relation to it, but that I retain unaltered 
my attachment to the connection with the motherland, 
that I believe now, as I did when last I addressed my 
constituents from the hustings, that the continuance 
of that connection may be made productive of material 
good to both the colony and the parent state. 

" I t is equally due to my friends that they should, 
in like manner, be made aware that upon this ques
tion there remains, in my opinion, no room for com
promise. It is one of altogether too vital a character 
for that. All should know, therefore, that I can look 
upon those only who are for the continuance of that 
connection as political friends—those who are against 
it as political opponents. 

" The mother country has now for years been leaving 
to us powers of self-government, more ample than ever 
we have asked, and it does appear a most impious 
return to select such a time for asking for a separation. 
. . . I can, at all events, be no party to such proceed
ing, and must not suffer it to be supposed that I have 
a moment's doubt respecting it. Let the declaration 
which I have above made lead to what it may, as 
respects the relative political position of either myself 
or others, I feel that I am in the path of duty in making 
it. I abide the consequences." 

Scarcely had the manifesto made its appearance, 
before other members of the Government took steps 
to assist the Attorney-General in checking the spreading 
contagion of unrest. The Hon. Malcolm Cameron sent 
a letter to The Montreal Witness protesting against its 
attitude on the question of annexation, and charac
terizing the movement as the conspiracy of a set of 
disappointed men to dismember the empire.1 Thanks 
to his initiative, a formal protest was drawn up, a few 
days later, and signed by all the ministers of the Crown 
then in Montreal, and by all the French Liberal 

1 The Globe, October 13, 1849. 



The Manifesto and Counter Manifestos 145 

members of the city and vicinity. The protest ran 
as follows: 

" We, the undersigned members of the Provincial 
Legislature, residing in the city of Montreal and its 
vicinity, have read with astonishment and regret a 
certain address to the people of Canada, recently pub
lished by divers persons, with the avowed intention 
of exciting, in the midst of our population, a move
ment in favour of the separation of this province from 
Great Britain, and of its annexation to the United 
States of America. Sincerely attached to the insti
tutions which the mother country has acknowledged, 
and convinced that those institutions suffice, through 
a system of wise and judicious legislation, to secure 
prompt and efficient remedies for all the evils which 
the province can complain of, we consider ourselves 
urgently bound to protest publicly and solemnly against 
the opinions enunciated in that document. 

" We deem it our duty at the same time, and without 
awaiting the concurrence of the other members of the 
Legislature—upon the approval of whom, with few 
exceptions, we may, however, confidently rely—to 
appeal to the wisdom, the love of order, and the honour 
of the inhabitants of this country, and to call upon 
them to oppose, by every means in their power, an 
agitation tending to subvert a constitution which, after 
having been long and earnestly sought for, was received 
with feelings of deep gratitude towards the metropolitan 
Government; an agitation, moreover, which can result 
in nothing beyond the continuation of the scenes from 
which this city has already so severely suffered, the 
disturbance of social order, and a renewal of the 
troubles and disasters which we have had to deplore 
in time past." 

To the protest were appended the names of twenty 
members of the Legislative Council and Assembly,1 

1 Messrs. Leslie, Bourett, Morin, Viger, Cameron, Price, Drum-
mond, Dumas, Cartier, Davignon, Lacoste, Nelson, Jobin, Massue, 
Methot, Chabot, Lemieux, Cauchon, etc. 

10 
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including the following members of the Government: 
Messrs. Leslie, Price, Tache, Caron, Cameron, and 
Drummond. Of the signers, all but Price and Cameron 
hailed from Lower Canada, and almost all were of 
French extraction. The document was, in fact, a 
joint declaration of the Government and the French 
Liberal members, in repudiation of the annexation 
movement. Shortly after, two other French members 
signed a similar protest, as officers of militia.1 

In times of bitter racial and political feeling, when 
the loyalty of the French-Canadians is sometimes 
called in question, this fact should not be forgotten, 
that the first protest against the annexation manifesto 
was made by the French Reformers, not by the English-
speaking Conservatives. This circumstance is rendered 
all the more interesting by the fact that several of the 
signers, such as Morin, Carrier, and Nelson, had taken 
part in the revolt of 1837. After the grant of respon
sible government, these men rallied to the support of 
the English connection, and by their prompt action 
checked the spread of annexation sentiment among 
their compatriots. 

The decisive action of the French Reform members 
aroused the severest criticism of the Papineau organs, 
which accused them of supporting the British connec
tion from purely mercenary motives. Le Canadien 
Independent recited at length the salaries of the Execu
tive Officers of the Crown, and the special remuneration 
of certain other members of the Legislature who had 
signed the counter manifesto. Chabot, it declared, 
was the advocate of the Jesuits, and as such the 
humble servant of the Crown. L'Avenir denounced 
the perfidy of the former patriotic leaders of 1837, 
Messrs. Morin, Leslie, and Nelson, who for the sake 
of personal preferment had sacrificed their political 
principles, and had gone over to the enemy. Cartier 
was accused of having changed front, since, for some 
years past, he had been an avowed advocate of annexa-

1 Messrs. Duchesnay and Laurin. 
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tion, and had only recently pronounced himself as still 
in favour of it.1 However this may be, there can be 
little doubt but that at the time of signing the protest 
Carrier was a loyal supporter of the British connection. 
He had recovered his faith in the future of the colony, 
and he entertained a lively hope of its economic de
velopment when its resources should have been opened 
up by an improved system of communication.2 

The intense interest of the Government in the 
political situation in Upper Canada was clearly shown 
in a letter of the Hon. Francis Hincks to Mr. C. Crosby, 
a leading Reformer of Markham. The question of 
annexation was, in the judgment of the hon. minister, 
primarily a commercial question. Setting aside those 
subjects with which the local Parliament could satis
factorily deal, the single cause of discontent sprang, 
he declared, from the restriction on trade across the 
American border. Public opinion was agreed that 
" the inconsiderate cry for annexation would be at 
once stifled by the establishment of reciprocal free trade 
with the United States." 

There was, however, he continued, a general opinion 
that the American Government would not make fiscal 
concessions to Canada. One thing was certain, the 
annexation movement was not calculated to assist the 
local government in its efforts to obtain reciprocity. 
If the Annexationists would drop their ill-advised 
agitation, he held out the hope that the Imperial 
Government, which at last was fully alive to the seri
ousness of the Canadian situation, would be able to 
secure from the United States the free admission of 
Canadian products into the American market. 

The Montreal manifesto, he declared, was based upon 
a misconception of the state of English public opinion. 
"The generous sentiments expressed by the British 
statesmen to the effect that they had no desire to 
retain the colonies against the wish of their inhabi-

1 L'Avenir, October 18, 1849. 
2 De Celles, Life of Cartier, p. 45. 



148 The Manifesto and Counter Manifestos 

tants, have been construed into indifference as to the 
permanency of the connection, an indifference which 
is most assuredly not felt by any numerous party. 
Not only are the leading statesmen of the political 
parties . . . most favourable to the subsisting con
nection, but the warmest advocates of Colonial Reform, 
such as Hume, Molesworth, and Roebuck, would view 
annexation with deep regret." It would be especially 
mortifying to the Liberals in England, as well as in 
the colonies, if the recent concession of self-government 
should lead to the severance of the imperial tie, instead 
of the strengthening of the connection as had been 
anticipated. He appealed to the Reformers to rally 
to the support of the Government in the struggle which 
was apparently about to take place between the 
loyalists and the Annexationists in the Third Riding. 
Every member of the Ministry, he concluded, enter
tained the views of Baldwin, as set forth in the letter 
to Perry, and would carry them out if backed up by 
the party. But if their former supporters should fail 
them, the Government had a primary duty to their 
sovereign and country " to sustain any administration 
favourable to the British connection which could com
mand a larger share of public opinion than themselves."1 

The Government was using every effort, both of a 
personal and partisan character, to stop the spread of 
annexation views within the Reform Party. Baldwin 
officially read all the Annexationists out of the party. 
Cameron and his associates denounced the movement 
in unsparing terms, and Hincks declared in effect that 
the Ministry placed their allegiance to the Crown before 
their party, and were prepared, if necessary, to support 
a loyal Tory Government, rather than to retain office 
by the grace of annexationist Reformers. The minis
ters were undoubtedly alarmed at the growing strength 
of the Clear Grit Party, and at the tolerant, if not 
sympathetic, attitude towards annexation of some of 
the papers, and many of the supporters of that faction 

1 October 22, 1849. 
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of the party. But they did not lose courage, nor 
hesitate for a moment as to the proper policy to pursue 
under the circumstances. They boldly attempted to 
stifle the spirit of sedition at the outset. To this end 
they cleverly represented the annexation movement 
in the light of an act of treason to the party and to 
the Crown, and adroitly appealed to the fealty of their 
supporters, to the constitutional principles of the party, 
and to the old chivalric affection of the colonists for 
the motherland, in the hope of stemming the rising 
tide of republicanism which was threatening to carry 
away so many of their former supporters. The appeal 
was to a large extent successful. The timely inter
vention of the Ministry rallied the bulk of the party 
around the British standard, and enabled the Govern
ment to direct its full strength against the Annexation
ists in another quarter. 

Meantime, the loyalists of Montreal had taken steps 
to counteract the impression that the city had wholly 
gone over to the Annexationists. Thanks to the ener
getic initiative of Mr. John Young, a prominent 
Reformer President of the Free Trade League, and busi
ness partner of Benjamin Holmes, a counter declaration 
of loyalty was prepared and circulated throughout the 
city. Prominent members of the League l joined hands 
with leading Reformers to make the protest a success. 
The address ran as follows : 

" We, the undersigned inhabitants of the city of 
Montreal, owing and acknowledging allegiance to Her 
Majesty the Queen, having read a certain address to 
the people of Canada, in which separation from the 
British connection and a union with the United States 
of America are recommended as presenting the only 
practicable remedy for the evils which affect this pro
vince, do hereby solemnly and deliberately record our 
dissent from the precipitate and ill-advised conclusions 

1 Messrs. Mack, Montgomerie, Smith, Isaacson, officers of the 
League, signed the protest. 
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which the authors and signers of that address have 
arrived at. 

" We believe that there is nothing in the depressed 
condition of Canada which may not be promptly and 
effectually remedied by the adoption of a well-considered 
system of legislation, without having to resort to a 
measure revolting to our feelings, revolutionary in 
character, and tending to the dismemberment of the 
British Empire. These views we are anxious to main
tain by all constitutional means. Anxiously alive to 
the importance of promoting the material interests of 
this our native and adopted country, and of preserving 
unanimity and good-will amongst all classes of our 
fellow citizens, we cannot but express an earnest hope 
that means may be devised without delay to restore 
prosperity to this province, cement the ties which have 
so long existed with the mother country, and allay all 
agitation which may otherwise prove formidable." 

To this protest over a thousand names were sub
scribed, notwithstanding the fact that no regular 
canvass of the city was attempted. The counter decla
ration represented, according to The Transcript, but a 
feeble reflex of Montreal feeling upon the question, since 
in matters of this kind it was exceedingly difficult to 
put aside their personal opinions. In this case, a large 
number of gentlemen had refused to sign the declara
tion, because they were of the opinion that no protest 
was necessary, and that the good common sense of 
the public, without outside efforts, would put down 
the agitation of the Annexationists. A still larger 
number of citizens objected on political grounds, " from 
a fear lest the movement might weaken the Conserva
tive Party, and strengthen that of their opponents." 
On the other hand, the annexation press threw out 
the insinuation, which was subsequently repeated by 
Mr. Holmes in the Assembly, that every stipendiary 
and office-holder in the city was compelled to sign the 
protest on penalty of dismissal; and it was further 
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alleged that there were many false names upon the 
roll. 

The truth of the first of these accusations was 
challenged by The Pilot, which declared in rebuttal 
that much less pressure was exercised in securing sig
natures in the case of the counter, than in that of the 
original manifesto. However this may be, it must be 
admitted that the names of Government officials occu
pied an important place on the list, and that, in point 
of social and commercial standing in the community, 
the adherents of the counter declaration made a much 
less pretentious appearance than the formidable array 
of the original manifesto. The larger commercial in
terests of the city were undoubtedly in favour of 
annexation. Amongst the mass of the English popu
lation opinion was very evenly divided. On the other 
hand, the overwhelming majority of the French in
habitants were unresponsive and unsympathetic ; their 
passive attitude constituted the strongest barrier 
against the spread of annexation tenets. 

Encouraged by the many evidences of loyalty 
throughout the province, the Ministry proceeded to 
carry the war into the camp of the enemy. The Gov
ernment had already been challenged by a section of 
the Tory press to dismiss from the public service any 
or all of its supporters who had signed the annexation 
manifesto.1 Although the task was an exceedingly 
unpleasant one, and likely to react disadvantageously 
upon the Government, the Ministry did not hesitate 
to do its duty. No other course, in fact, was open 
to it. The question presented to the Government was 
not one of party expediency, but of public honour 
and of true allegiance. No matter how liberal the 
principles of the Government might be, it could not 
permit its officials to forswear their allegiance at will, 
without proclaiming thereby its own powerlessness and 
dissolution. The Government, from its very character 
as the ruling organ of the State, was not only entitled 

1 The Montreal Gazette, October 31, 1849. 
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to demand obedience from its citizens, but was 
compelled to assert and maintain its authority, 
even by arbitrary means, against its recalcitrant 
servants. 

A circular letter was accordingly addressed by 
Colonel Leslie, the Provincial Secretary, to the magis
trates, Queen's Counsels, militia officers, and other 
servants of the Crown, whose signatures were appended 
to the manifesto, " with a view of ascertaining whether 
their names had been attached to it with their consent," 
and, if so, demanding an explanation of their conduct.1 

To this communication an interesting variety of re
sponses was forthcoming. Some of the recipients dis
avowed their signatures ; a few of the Annexationists 
courteously acknowledged their offence, and in some 
cases attempted to justify their action ; but several, 
on the other hand, refused to afford the desired in
formation, and even denied the right of the Government 
to question them in regard to the matter.2 

With striking inconsistency, The Gazette, which had 
taunted the Ministry with weakness in dealing with 
the Annexationists, now faced about, and denounced 
the Government for its inquisitorial proceedings. The 
Queen, it declared, would lose through this persecution 
the services of many brave and loyal men whose places 
would be vacated in order to make way for traitors. 
The Bar, it ventured to assert, would resist this dan
gerous attack upon its independence. The recipients 
of the circular were advised to consult together, " to 
meet so unprincipled and despotic an invasion of public 
liberty and the right of free discussion." 

The Ministry was in no way deceived or intimidated 
by the bluffs and threats of the opposition, but calmly 
proceeded to deal with the offenders. At a meeting 

1 Despatch of Lord Elgin to Earl Grey, December 3, 1849. 
2 Prominent among the recalcitrants was Mr. Johnston, Q.C., 

who denied at first the power of the Executive to interrogate him, 
since he held no office of profit under the Crown, and was not a 
servant of the State. Later, he sought to justify his refusal to 
reply on the ground of his high regard for the privileges of the Bar. 
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of the Executive Council, on December i, it was 
resolved that those officials who had admitted being 
parties to the annexation address, and those who had 
failed to give a direct answer to the Government's 
inquiry, should be dismissed from the service, and 
that the guilty Queen's Counsels should be deprived 
of their gowns. The attitude of the Government was 
clearly set forth in a minute of the Executive Council, 
a copy of which was addressed by the Provincial 
Secretary to the dismissed officials.1 

" There can be no doubt in the opinion of the Com
mittee of Council that His Excellency must feel bound 
by a sense of duty, as well to his sovereign and the 
empire at large, as to the people of Canada themselves, 
not only to maintain the connection of the province 
with the parent state by the fullest exercise of all the 
prerogatives conferred upon him by Her Majesty, but 
to discourage by all the means constitutional within 
its control every attempt calculated to impair it. In 
the performance of this duty there can be no desire 
to question any one upon mere abstract speculations 
regarding different forms of government. It is for 
parties to satisfy themselves to what extent they may 
proceed with such speculations, without the risk of 
compromising themselves by a breach of the laws of 
the land. When, however, an individual arrives at 
the deliberate conclusion, that what he deems the 
evils under which his country labours require not 
merely a reformation of the Constitution, but its entire 
overthrow, and when such person entertains this 
opinion not as a mere speculative theory, possibly to 
be realized in some remote and undefined future, but 
actually takes measures directly intended to bring 
about such revolutionary change, it appears to your 
committee perfectly obvious that, apart from all con
siderations or inquiry as to consequences of a still 
more serious character, such party should not be 
permitted, to remain in the anomalous and invidious 

1 December 5,1849. 
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position of holding a commission during the pleasure 
of a sovereign power which he desires to subvert." 

The Government was no respecter of persons: Re
formers and Tories, magistrates, officers and civilians, 
men of high and low degree alike, felt its displeasure.1 

Conspicuous in the list of the dismissed Justices of 
the Peace were Jacob De Witt, Benjamin Holmes, and 
the Hon. Robert Jones ; John Molson was dropped 
from the Wardens of Trinity House, and Messrs. 
Johnston and Rose lost their status as Queen's Coun
sellors. The victims were found in all parts of the 
province, but the Montreal district and the Eastern 
Townships especially suffered from the expurgatory 
process. 

The decisive action of the Ministry aroused the 
vindictive ire of the Annexationists and their friends. 
The dismissed officials very cleverly endeavoured to 
gain the sympathy of the public by posing as the 
victims of an arbitrary Government, and by standing 
forth as the champions of liberty of speech. In reply 
to his notification of dismissal, Mr. Holmes endeavoured 
to assume the patriotic role of a John Hampden. He 
claimed that he had acted for the advantage of the 
province in promoting the manifesto, the representa
tions of which he believed to be true, and the object of 
which was not looked upon as seditious by the English 
Government. In conclusion, he expressed the deepest 
regret " to find that a full and free discussion of political 
questions, even though they might involve the ultimate 
severance of this colony from the parent state, was 
denied, and to be suppressed and punished by the 
Provincial Executive, while in England, even in the 
Imperial Parliament, the self-same questions were 
freely mooted." 

In an elaborate argument, Mr. Rose also endeavoured 
1 The Kingston Whig alleged that , while the Government was 

dismissing annexationist magistrates in Lower Canada, it was 
appointing Annexationists to the Government service in the Kingston 
district. The Examiner also charged that Mr. Wilson, of The 
Independent, was permitted to retain his commission in the militia. 
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to clear himself and his friends from the charge of 
treason. The objects of the association, he contended, 
were perfectly peaceful and constitutional. The An
nexationists did not aim at a revolution, nor did they 
intend to resort to illegal practices to attain their 
ends; they merely asserted the constitutional right 
of every British subject to seek to bring about by 
public discussion a change in the political organization 
of the country, by and with the consent of the English 
Government and people. The annexation journals, 
as was to be expected, raised a hue and cry against the 
" tyrannical conduct " of the Ministry, the result of 
which, they prophesied, would yet prove disastrous to 
the British connection. The action of the Government, 
declared L'Echo des Campagnes, would not suppress 
the annexation movement, but only serve to give a 
more personal character to the struggle, and separate 
more widely the partisans and the opponents of English 
supremacy in the province. 

The Tory and Clear Grit journals were divided upon 
the question. Some of the Tory papers, such as The 
Quebec Mercury and The Toronto Colonist, condemned 
the dismissal of worthy officials who had proved their 
loyalty to the Crown during the revolt of 1837. A 
few of the Clear Grit organs joined in the clamour 
against the policy of the Government. The dismissals, 
according to The Examiner, were a violation of con
stitutional principles, and a bad piece of political 
tactics; such a policy would not make converts of 
the Annexationists, nor convince the public of the 
impropriety of a political union with their neighbours ; 
neither the loyalty nor the honesty of the servants of 
the Crown would be promoted by a policy of coercion.1 

The chief result of this mistaken policy would be, 
The Mirror added, to arouse a general sense of injustice, 
and to harden the hearts of the Annexationists. 

On the other hand, the leading Reform papers 
heartily approved of the conduct of the Ministry, 

1 The Examiner, November 14, 1849. 
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though a few of the more timid journals questioned 
the wisdom of the policy of the Government, on grounds 
of political expediency. The Pilot severely arraigned 
the contention of Mr. Rose that annexation could be 
peaceably obtained with the free consent of England. 
However peaceful, it concluded, the professions of the 
Annexationists might be, they could only attain their 
object by force—in other words, by treason. Even 
among the Clear Grit sections of the party but little 
sympathy was felt for the ex-officials. The feelings 
of the Upper Canada Reformers were voiced at a 
public meeting at Pickering of the Radical wing of the 
party, at which a resolution was adopted expressing 
approval of the dismissal of avowed republican office
holders.1 

This lack of sympathy was doubtless due in part to 
the fact that the great majority of the dismissed 
officials were Tories in politics. At the same time it 
is but fair to add that neither the Ministry in making 
the dismissals, nor their adherents in supporting the 
same, were primarily influenced by vindictive motives, 
or by mere partisan considerations. It was not a case 
of the application of the spoils system under the most 
favourable circumstances. Even The Globe, which 
could scarcely be accused of undue consideration for 
Tory officials, expressed the hope that many of the 
offenders would recant their errors, and be restored 
to their former posts on showing works meet for 
repentance. 

The vigorous action of the Ministry had a salutary 
influence upon both the civil and military services. 
The great body of the servants of the Crown were 
undoubtedly warmly attached to the British connec
tion. A few were admittedly wavering in their 
allegiance ; but, however sentimentally inclined they 
might be towards annexation, the majority of them 
were not prepared to play the part of martyrs. The 
Government made it more profitable for them to be 

1 The Examiner, April io, 1850. 
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loyal, than to profess sentiments of disloyalty, and 
they were not beyond the reach of worldly wisdom. 
Henceforth, the Executive had very little occasion to 
exercise its disciplinary authority over its officials on 
account of their seditious conduct. 

The tactics of the leaders of the Conservative Party 
were strikingly different from those of the Ministry. 
Although the great majority of the most influential 
members of the party, as MacNab, Macdonald,1 Sher
wood, Allan, Moffatt, Gugy, and Badgley, were 
personally opposed to annexation, but few of them 
ventured to take any active part in opposing the 
movement. For the time being, they surrendered 
their position as political leaders, and became passive 
spectators of the struggle between the Government 
and the Annexationists. They did not even endeavour 
to suppress, like the Liberal Ministers, the annexation 
propaganda within the party ranks. Their party was 
thoroughly disorganized; in the Montreal district 
some of the most prominent members had gone over 
to the Annexationists, and many others in different 
parts of the province were wavering in their political 
allegiance. Under these circumstances, the Conserva
tive leaders thought it best to await developments, 
and to adopt the safe, if not highly honourable, role 
of political opportunists, in the hope of reaping some 
advantage from the internecine struggle of their 
opponents. 

The course of political events had strained the 
loyalty of the Orangemen. They had been in the 
forefront of the battle against the Rebellion Losses 
Bill. No section of the Tory Party had been so 

1 (Sir) John A. Macdonald refused to sign the manifesto, although 
urged to do so. Many years after, he told his biographer, Mr. Pope, 
that he had " advocated the formation of the British American 
League as a much more sensible procedure," and that, under the 
influence of the League, the annexation sentiment had disappeared 
(Pope, Life of Sir John A. Macdonald, vol. ii. p. 71). He had evi
dently forgotten that the League Convention was held in Kingston 
more than two months before the manifesto appeared. 



158 The Manifesto and Counter Manifestos 

vigorous in its denunciation of Lord Elgin and the 
policy of the English Government as they ; at times 
the language of some of their leaders was defiant of 
the authority of the Government, if not almost seditious 
in character. But unlike many of their fellow partisans 
they did not allow the bitterness of defeat to under
mine their loyalty to the Crown. When all around 
them wavered, they rallied staunchly to the British 
flag. At the critical moment of the struggle, the 
Grand Master of the Order issued an appeal to the 
brethren to remember the immemorial loyalty of 
the Order, and their bounden obligation to maintain 
the connection between the colonies and Great Britain.1 

" Therefore, my brethren . . . our course is clear and 
appointed. No matter what may be the clamours of 
the ignorant, or the projects of the wrong-minded, 
and still less the craft of the vicious, this outburst of 
democratic turbulence must be resisted, and all revo
lutionary projects, whether made under professions of 
loyalty or otherwise, we are bound by our solemn 
obligations to oppose." 

The decisive conduct of the Grand Master offset to 
a large extent the inaction of the Tory leaders. When 
the latter failed to lead, the rank and file of the Orange
men were able to look to their own officers for direction 
in the crisis. The response to the appeal of the Grand 
Master was quick and decisive. The London Orange
men presented an address bearing over 900 signatures, 
deploring the payment of rebels, but stoutly affirming 
their unswerving devotion to the Crown.2 The loyal 
attitude of the Orangemen did much to check the 
spread of annexation sentiment among the Tories of 
Upper Canada. 

The Governor-General had been anxiously watching 
the dangerous course of events in Montreal. Although 
fearful of the outcome, he did not for a moment relax 
his efforts to maintain inviolable the connection 

1 October 19, 1849. 
2 London Times (C.W.), November 23, 1849, 
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between the colony and the mother country. " To 
render annexation by violence impossible, and by any 
other means as impossible as may be," was, he de
clared, " the polar star " of his policy. In a striking 
despatch to the Colonial Secretary soon after the 
appearance of the manifesto, he took particular pains 
to point out the serious responsibility of the English 
Government for the future of Canada. 

" Very much, as respects the results of this annexa
tion movement, depends upon what you do at home. 
I cannot say what the effect may be, if the British 
Government and press are lukewarm on the subject. 
The Annexationists will take heart, but, in a tenfold 
greater degree, the friends of the connection will be 
discouraged. If it be admitted that separation must 
take place sooner or later, the argument in favour of a 
present move seems to me almost irresistible. I am 
prepared to contend that with responsible government, 
fairly worked out with free trade, there is no reason 
why the colonial relation should not be indefinitely 
maintained. But look at my present difficulty, which 
may be increased beyond calculation, if indiscreet 
expressions be made use of during the present crisis. 
The English Government thought it necessary, in order 
to give moral support to its representative in Ireland, 
to assert in the most solemn manner that the Crown 
never would consent to the severance of the union. . . . 
But, when I protest against Canadian projects for 
dismembering the empire, I am always told the most 
eminent statesmen in England have over and over 
again told us that whenever we chose we might 
separate. Why then blame us for discussing the 
subject ? " l 

A part of the alarming success of the manifesto was 
undoubtedly due to the chagrin of the people of 
Montreal at the proposed removal of the capital, which 
touched their civic pride, and, at the same time, 
threatened still further to affect the social and political 

1 November 16, 1849 ; Letters and Journals of Lord Elgin, p . 112. 
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prestige, and the commercial importance of the city. 
The circumstances of the time favoured at first the 
policy of the Annexationists. Their vigorous propa
ganda took the loyalists by surprise, and for a time 
appeared to sweep everything out of the way. But the 
latter soon rallied, and presented a strong united front 
to their opponents. Instead of winning an easy 
victory, as they had anticipated, the Annexationists 
found it necessary to undertake what promised to be a 
long and strenuous campaign to overcome the senti
mental scruples of the great body of loyalists. The 
prospects were by no means as encouraging after the 
Government came out so decisively against them. 
Moreover, the reports which came in from the distant 
parts of the province, especially Upper Canada, clearly 
showed that both the public and the press were gener
ally unfavourable to annexation. 

Almost at the outset of the struggle the Annexa
tionists found themselves fighting against heavy odds. 
Scarcely a month had elapsed since the issuance of the 
manifesto before some of the signers of that document 
realized their mistake, and began to withdraw quietly 
from the association. An excellent harvest in Upper 
Canada gave a fillip to the trade of the province. 
Business conditions were, according to The Transcript, 
better than they had been for some time past; the 
receipts from customs and canal dues were almost 
50 per cent, above those of the previous year. The 
worst of the crisis was apparently over, and the com
mercial community again took heart. With the slow 
but steady improvement in trade, evidences of a 
waning interest in annexation became manifest. The 
meetings of the local association were but thinly 
attended, in spite of the efforts of the officers to main
tain an active organization. The business instincts of 
the public again asserted themselves, and this time to 
the disadvantage of the Annexationists. 

The situation was admirably described by the 
Montreal correspondent of The London Times. " I 
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am more confident every day that the late move 
(annexation) is a bubble which will have burst before 
next summer, to be blown up again and again at 
recurring periods of distress. Nine-tenths at least of 
the Annexationists are so reluctantly. They believe 
that incorporation with the United States will act in 
a magical manner on the value of property and labour 
in Canada, and on commerce ; that it will, in short, 
restore their own dilapidated fortunes. Show them a 
revival of prosperity without it, and annexation will 
be laid on the shelf until the next rainy day. 

" The remaining tenth is composed of a few Montreal 
merchants who have long been Yankees in heart, and 
have a natural inclination for democratic institutions, 
and manufacturers who want admission to the Ameri
can market. Among the former are some of the richest 
men in Canada, who have been making enormous 
profits in their several lines of business, and who, 
disgusted at the falling off of their receipts, throw the 
blame on the British connection, and erroneously 
believe that annexation would restore them their 
beloved gains. 

" I believe the prospects of Canada were never as 
good as they are at this moment. During the autumn, 
the exports to the United States have been double what 
they ever were before in the most prosperous year 
during an equal period, consisting principally of flour, 
grain, peas for the manufacture of Yankee coffee (this 
is now a large business), horses, and a large quantity 
of timber. Next spring, the St. Lawrence will bristle 
with masts from all parts of the globe. The revenue 
derived from the canals will not only pay the interest 
of the debt incurred for their construction, but will 
yield a considerable surplus." 1 

1 The Times, December 20, 1849. 

I I 
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AT this critical juncture, leadership in the Annexa
tion Party was sadly lacking. The leaders of 
the movement were anxious to avoid even the 
appearance of treasonable hostility to the 

Crown. Many of the members of the party belonged'' to 
that new school who think an appeal to arms at 
any time, not only undesirable, but positively wrong." 
There was the greater reason for caution in this case, 
since, in the opinion of some of the inner councillors, 
" the game " of the Government was to drive the 
advocates of independence and annexation " into some 
overt act of treason or sedition, if not into open re
bellion, so that they may bring into action the whole 
apparatus of civil law and military power." If, said 
the Montreal correspondent of The New York Post, 
" the men who have put themselves at the head of the 
annexation or independence movement have a fault, 
it is that of over-circumspection ; they have been, and 
will be, cautious to keep their agitation within con
stitutional limits, or, as it has been facetiously termed, 
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' on the shady side of the law ' ; they will not expose 
themselves to the bright flashes of General Rowand's 
cannon, nor to the brighter flashes of Judge Draper's 
charges to juries. Nor will the journalists of the 
party commit themselves ; they are conducted by men 
who know quite well what they are doing, and how far 
they can go with propriety ; they do not work on their 
fellow countrymen by appealing to their passions, in 
the revolutionary slang of the term, but by appealing 
to their interests, by placing facts before them, and 
leaving them to draw their own conclusions." ' 

But the purely polemical character of the policy of 
the association seriously detracted from the effective
ness of its campaign. After the issue of the manifesto, 
the Montreal Association had nothing to present in the 
way of a definite scheme of separation ; they could 
only repeat with parrot-like persistence the cry for 
annexation. The very haste and zeal with which they 
had pressed for pledges to the manifesto produced a 
reaction. Worst of all, the funds of the association 
were running low. In half-coaxing, half-despairing 
tones, The Courier pleaded for the sinews of war with 
which to carry on the campaign of education throughout 
the province. They must follow, it contended, the 
example of the English Free Trade Union, by sub
scribing funds, and despatching speakers all over the 
colony. But the response to this appeal was not very 
encouraging. " I t would appear," said The British 
American, " that the Annexation Party is in a sickly 
condition, and if some good Samaritan does not put 
up the cash, it will die a natural death before six 
months." 2 

In the hope of reviving public interest in the ques
tion, and with a view to rebutting the arguments of 
their critics, the executive of the association resolved 
to issue a second address to the people of Canada. 
The language of the address, like that of the original 

1 New York Post, February 16, 1850. 
2 Quoted from The Globe, December 6, 1849. 
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manifesto, was calm and dignified, an appeal to the 
intelligent self-interest of the public, rather than to 
the political passion or prejudice of the people. The 
address, which was signed by John Redpath and the 
joint secretaries of the association, ran as follows : 

ADDRESS OF THE MONTREAL ANNEXATION 

ASSOCIATION TO THE P E O P L E OF CANADA 

FELLOW COLONISTS, 
When those whom we have the honour to 

represent undertook to recommend to you, in the 
address to the people of Canada, published in October 
last, the consideration of the peaceable separation of 
this province from Great Britain, and its annexation 
to the United States, they were fully aware of the 
responsibility which they assumed, and were, therefore, 
anxious to adopt only such measures as would be 
perfectly safe for those whose co-operation they sought 
to enlist. They were ready to suffer whatever odium 
might for a time be cast on the movers in such a pro
ject ; but they were resolved to do nothing which 
would cause civil commotion, or personal calamity. 
Prepared to maintain the right of every people to 
choose that government which they believe most cal
culated to promote their own happiness and prosperity, 
they would not assent to any proposition which, 
followed out, might bring those who thought with 
them into armed conflict with those who differed from 
them. Conscious of obeying no other motives than 
those springing from patriotism, disinterested and 
sincere, it was yet not without some hesitation that 
they committed themselves to a course which, although 
just and lawful, might divide them from many of their 
fellow subjects, and from associations long endeared 
to them. 

The vast interest at stake—the welfare of themselves, 
their fellow countrymen, and their posterity—urged 
them to proceed ; and the favourable reception ac-
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corded to the expression of their opinion has shown 
that they did not make a false estimate of the circum
stances by which they were surrounded, nor of the 
good sense, justice, and liberality of the people of 
Great Britain. If we refer for a moment to the con
demnation passed on the address by certain public 
writers of this province (who, we are convinced, do not 
express the sentiments of the great body of the people), 
we do so in no spirit of triumph. But it is of import
ance for the advancement of the change we seek, to 
keep steadily before the public of Canada the fact, 
that this condemnation has not been confirmed by 
those in whose behalf it was professedly pronounced. 
Men in this colony who arrogated the right of speaking 
for the Government and people of Great Britain de
clared that we asked an impossibility, something to 
which Great Britain would never consent, which she 
would put down at all costs ; even at that of bloodshed. 
They even urged the infliction of punishment—such 
as arbitrary power is able to visit-—on the guiltless 
expression of opinion, without waiting to learn if those 
in whose behalf they would persecute were really 
offended. . . . 

We now stand in a totally different position from 
that which was occupied by the signers of the original 
address. The most influential organs of public opinion 
in the mother country, as well as the understood organs 
of its government, have spoken with as much dis
tinctness as was possible, in reply to an unofficial 
demand. We now know with certainty that for which 
we had before only well-founded belief, that the people 
of Great Britain acknowledge the right of the inhabi
tants of this province to choose for themselves, and 
to establish the government which they deem best 
adapted to secure prosperity, and comfort the greater 
number. We here place a few of these declarations 
on record not as our title to rights which we did not 
possess before, but as valuable acknowledgments of 
their existence. 
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(From " The London Times," October 31) 

" There was a time when so singular a document 
as this would have exposed its authors to the penalties 
of high treason, and the colony in which it was broached 
to the calamities of civil war ; when every Englishman 
would have boiled with indignation at the presumption 
which complained of English dominion, and at the 
temerity which proposed to carry the presumption of 
language into action. But those days have passed 
away. We have been taught wisdom by experience ; 
and the most valuable, as well as the most costly, 
of our lessons has been taught by the barren issue 
of a precipitate conflict with a province, from which 
remonstrances proceeded to rebellion, and crowned 
rebellion with independence. . . . 

" We should not go to war for the sterile honour of 
retaining a reluctant colony in galling subjection ; we 
should not purchase an unwilling obedience by an 
outlay of treasure or of blood. If, indeed, with 
colonial dependence or independence there were in-
dissolubly bound up metropolitan prosperity or decay ; 
if it were tolerably clear that the preservation of our 
colonial empire would ensure the preservation of 
metropolitan greatness, and that the latter would wane 
with the extinction of the former—then such sugges
tions as the Montreal address contains would find no 
place in the discussions, no sympathy in the feelings, 
of the people of England. They would one and all 
identify their own interests and prosperity with that 
which their forefathers were content to regard for and 
by itself, viz. the supremacy of English power. But 
the difference between them and their forefathers is 
that they will count and ponder on that more vulgar 
balance of profit and loss which was forgotten by 
the generation which hailed the commencement, and 
lamented the conclusion, of the great American War. 
Is the retention of Canada profitable ? will its loss be 
hurtful to England ? is the questions which Englishmen 
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of the present day will put to themselves, as the con
verse of this question is that which Canadians are 
already discussing on their side. . . . Meanwhile, ere 
this question be solved, let us congratulate ourselves 
on the reflection that the document which we have 
quoted proves that the political training which England 
gives to her colonists is one which need neither make 
them ashamed of her, nor her of them ; and that the 
future which awaits men thus trained can never be 
obscure or dishonourable." 

(From " The London Times," November 2) 

" We retract nothing that we have said on the tone, 
the temper, and the gravity of the document. By 
whomsoever it wasproposed, by whomsoeverconcocted, 
it reflects great credit on the skill, tact, and adroitness 
of its authors." 

(From " The London Weekly Despatch ") 
" This movement is a fine and cheering example, 

which is wonderfully well timed for the world's in
struction. Here is no bluster, and bravado ; no vitu
perations are uttered for past wrongs. No appeal is 
made to the god of battles. A violent separation is 
not proposed ; nor even one which shall be involuntary 
on the part of Great Britain. We are treated like 
rational beings by those who act like rational beings 
themselves. The actual tangible loss of the present 
connection is put in evidence, and, side by side with 
it, the actual tangible gain of the proposed measure. 
Canada exhibits her day book and ledger, and asks 
Lord John Russell to add up the column, and see the 
account for himself. Revolutions, separation, inde
pendence, annexation are words that conjure up the 
ideas of armed multitudes, troops in hot pursuit, 
desperate patriots dying for the Queen, and dying for 
the people, courts-martial and shootings, courts civil, 
and hangings, sea-fights and land-fights, with a bitter
ness engendered by the result, whatever it be, that 
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alienates men's hearts for many a generation. . . . 
All these associations, inevitable in European out
breaks, are superseded by these straightforward Cana
dians. They show how the whole is settled by logic and 
arithmetic. The Duke of Wellington is not the least 
needed. A common accountant, or his clerk, is all 
the extraneous aid the Cabinet requires. Revolution 
is tamed and civilized. The Peace Congress may be 
congratulated." 

(From " The Dundee Advertiser ") 
" In all likelihood Canada will cease to be a British 

possession, and that in a very short time. There has 
been a tendency to this separation for a considerable 
time back, and we do not think that the loss of Canada 
as a colony is to be regretted. On the contrary, we 
are convinced that both the colonists and the British 
will be benefited. The operation of free trade will 
relieve colonists from the obligation of protective 
duties, and they will have no interest in continuing 
to submit to the British rule, except in so far as they 
require British protection against their enemies. If 
Canada be annexed to the United States, she requires 
such protection no longer. She will be as independent 
of England as America is, and England will be as 
independent of her as she is of America. Canadian 
produce will find its way to our markets as readily 
as ever, and our manufactures to the Canadian 
markets. . . . 

" We shall simply be saved the trouble and expense 
of her government, and these have been of no trifling 
nature. We believe our colonies have cost this country 
an amount of money which it is impossible to estimate, 
in wars, in protective duties, and in expenses of 
government. We shall not regret to see more of them 
follow the example of Canada and be at the trouble 
and expense of maintaining themselves. There is no 
doubt but that the majority of the Canadian population 
have a right to judge for themselves, and to choose 
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what government they please. It is said that they 
are under obligations to us, and that they are, there
fore, not free so to choose. We say the sooner we cease 
from conferring obligations the better for us ; hitherto 
we have paid dearly enough for maintaining our con
nection with this colony. We shall now maintain all 
that is worth preserving—our commercial intercourse— 
without being taxed for it." 

(From " The Illustrated News ") 
" All these arguments are good as regards Canada ; 

and could the statesmen of this country believe that 
they were the sentiments of a large majority of the 
Canadian people, there can be little doubt but that 
they would agree to annexation, which, in such a 
case, would sooner or later be accomplished in spite 
of them. . . . 

" Sooner or later the independence of Canada is sure 
to be accomplished—as surely as the infants born 
yesterday will grow into men—unless, indeed, we shall 
decree all our colonies to be integral parts of the 
kingdom of Great Britain, and allow them to send 
members to Parliament by the same right, and for 
the same reason, that we accord the franchise to 
London or to Manchester, to Middlesex or to Lancashire. 
It is possible that by such a course of proceeding, we 
might preserve some of our larger colonies for a time ; 
but even with such a participation in British power, 
we doubt whether we could retain Canada for two 
generations, or the great continent of Australia for 
three. Their independence is a question of time ; and 
it will be well for us at home if we have sufficient wisdom 
to know when the time has come, and sufficient virtue 
to reconcile ourselves peaceably to that which is in
evitable. To be deprived of Canada by force, and the 
connivance of the United States, would be humiliation 
indeed ; but to yield it up of our own free will would 
be but a sacrifice. We question, indeed, whether it 
would not be a gain. 
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" We seize the opportunity to observe that the 
magnanimous promptitude of the greater portion of 
the British public to admit our rights, and to appreciate 
the feelings, and respect the motives which actuated 
the framers of the original address, calls for the grateful 
acknowledgments of the people of Canada." 

The response of the people of the United States to 
the address has not been less satisfactory than that 
from Great Britain. Not only has the press generally 
declared in favour of receiving Canada into the Union 
if she seek that admission in a legitimate and peaceable 
manner; but one of the states lying immediately on 
our own border, in the proceedings of its legislature, has 
pointedly alluded to the fact that the admission of 
Canada was contemplated by the original Articles of 
Confederation, and has by the following resolutions 
declared its desire to see that union effected. 

Proceedings of the Vermont Legislature, 1849 
" No. 29. Resolutions relating to the annexation of 

Canada to the United States. 
" Whereas by the original articles of Confederation 

adopted by the States of this Union, it was provided 
that Canada, acceding to this Confederation, and 
joining in the measures of these United States, shall 
be admitted into and entitled to all the advantages of 
this Union. 

" And whereas recent occurrences in the said province 
of Canada indicate a strong and growing desire on the 
part of the people thereof to avail themselves of the 
advantages of the foregoing offer, and to apply for 
admission among the sovereign States of this Union. 

" Therefore, resolved by the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, that, believing the ad
mission of Canada into this Union to be a measure 
intimately connected with the permanent pros
perity and glory of both countries, the Govern
ment of the State of Vermont is earnestly desirous 
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to see such reunion effected, without a violation, 
on the part of the United States, of the amicable 
relations existing with the British Government, or 
of the law of nations. 

" Resolved.—The peaceable annexation of 
Canada to the United States, with the consent of 
the British Government and of the people of 
Canada, and upon just and honourable terms, is 
an object in the highest degree desirable to the 
people of the United States. It would open a 
wide and fertile field to the enterprise and the 
industry of the American people ; it would extend 
the boundaries and increase the power of our 
country ; it would enlist a brave, industrious, and 
intelligent people under the flag of our nation ; it 
would spread wide the liberal principles of repub
lican government, and promote the preponderance 
of free institutions in this Union. We there
fore trust that our national Government, in the 
spirit of peace and of courtesy to both the British 
Government and the people of Canada, will adopt 
all proper and honourable means to secure the 
annexation of Canada to the United States." 

We were always persuaded that the people of Great 
Britain would consent to allow the separation which 
we desired, without which consent we would consider 
it neither practicable nor desirable, provided that 
separation were demanded by the majority of the 
people of Canada, but we know that many of our 
fellow colonists thought otherwise, and were therefore 
waiting for the judgment of the people of Great Britain, 
before committing themselves to our movement. We 
can now confidently call on such persons to dismiss all 
considerations of that nature, and to apply themselves 
only to the comparison of our present position with 
that which we must expect to occupy as a sovereign 
state of the North American Union. If the change be 
beneficial, nothing prevents its accomplishment, You 
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HAVE ONLY TO WILL IT. Motives for the change 
were set forth in considerable detail in the original 
address to the people of Canada. Nothing has since 
occurred to make that statement less true. After all 
the vain at tempts to show that a few expressions were 
exaggerated, or to disprove some isolated assertions, 
that representation of our condition remains unshaken. 
The belief in the more rapid progress of the United 
States than of Canada does not, indeed, depend upon 
the evidences of any body of men who may address 
you to-day. The contrast is mat ter of daily, and, to 
us, of mortifying observation. I t has been related 
and deplored by every British traveller who has com
pared the two borders. All well-informed men, even 
in England, have repeatedly heard it and read of it. 
I t is past all honest doubt or denial. We here adduce 
the evidence of some witnesses—of men uninfluenced 
by prejudice, except what is in favour of British rule. 

(From "The London Daily News") 

" To all who are acquainted with Canada, or have 
read the publications respecting it which have appeared 
for a series of years back, this (the manifesto) is quite 
intelligible. The contrast between the United States 
side of the boundary line and the Canadian side has 
been the subject of frequent remark. A cool and 
dispassionate man of business, who visited Canada 
about a month ago, expresses himself on this subject in 
a letter that now lies before us, as follows : 

" I had often read of the contrast presented between 
the American and Canadian shores (of the St. Law
rence), but I could not have comprehended it in all 
its fulness unless I had witnessed it with my own eyes. 
On the one side all is life, activity, and prosperity ; on 
the other it is like the stillness of death. Montreal is 
a very fine city, more like an European town than 
anything I have yet seen on the American cont inent ; 
but there the universal complaint is tha t their trade 
is gone. The mercantile classes seemed to me to be 



The Movement in Lower Canada 173 

unanimous in favour of annexation ; and one cannot 
wonder at it, when you find a mere nominal line 
separating them from the prosperity of their neigh
bours." 

(From Lord Durham's Report) 

" Under such circumstances there is little stimulus 
to industry or enterprise, and their effect is aggravated 
by the striking contrast presented by such of the 
United States as border upon this province, where all 
is activity and progress. . . . I allude to the striking 
contrast which is presented by the American and 
British sides of the frontier line, in respect to every 
sign of productive industry, increasing wealth, and 
progressive civilization. By describing one side and 
reversing the picture, the other would also be described. 
On the American side all is activity and bustle. . . . 
On the British side of the line, with the exception of a 
few favoured spots where some approach to American 
prosperity is apparent, all seems waste and desolate. . . . 
Throughout the course of these pages, I have con
stantly had occasion to refer to this contrast. I have 
not hesitated to do so, though no man's just pride in 
his country and firm attachment to its institutions 
can be more deeply shocked by the mortifying ad
mission of inferiority. . . . The contrast which I have 
described is the theme of every traveller who visits 
these countries, and who observes on one side of the 
line the abundance, and, on the other, the scarcity of 
every sign of material prosperity which thriving 
agriculture and flourishing cities indicate, and of that 
civilization which schools and churches testify even to 
the outward senses." 

(From Dr. Dixon's Tour in America) 
" I found the country full of complaints and dis

satisfaction from one end to the other. The people 
everywhere, and of all shades of politics, spoke the 
same language. Their fortunes were wrecked, their 
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commerce destroyed ; their agriculture, the sinews of 
the colony, enfeebled, ruined. . . . 

" On the enactment of Lord Stanley's Bill respecting 
the admission of Canada flour into this country, a vast 
outlay in building mills took place, which mills had 
just begun to work profitably ; but the new policy 
effectually crushed this trade. I myself saw one of 
these mills, belonging to one of our friends—a new 
building of great size, and which must have cost many 
thousand pounds in its erection—standing still. This 
I understood was generally the case. . . . In the 
present state of things, cast off by the mother country, 
and left to their own resources, with the United States 
just by their side, possessing vast political power and 
influence ; a growing credit and monetary resources ; 
a prodigious mercantile and commercial navy ; an 
active, industrious, and virtuous people; a Government 
capable in all respects, and equally disposed to foster, 
protect, and strengthen all its possessions ;—we say 
with all these things staring them in the face, the policy 
of this country has made it the plain palpable interest 
of the Canadians to seek for annexation. This is as 
clear as any problem in Euclid." 

(From a letter of the great apostle of Temperance, 
Father Chiniquy, addressed to the Melanges Re-
ligieux of October 19, 1849, on his return from the 
United States) 

" I do not exaggerate when I say that there are not 
less than 200,000 Canadians in the United States, and 
unless efficacious means are taken to stop their frightful 
emigration, before ten years 200,000 more of our 
compatriots will have carried to the American Union 
their arms, their intelligence, and their hearts. I t is 
no part of my present plan to examine the causes of 
this deplorable emigration ; but it must be always true 
that when a people en masse quits its country, it is 
because that unfortunate country is struck with some 
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hideous plague—is devoured with some cancer. God 
has placed in the heart of man love for his country, 
and when man turns his back upon his country, and, 
with the eye moistened by tears, bids it an eternal 
adieu, it is because something essential has been want
ing to him in that country. I t is because he has 
wanted bread, room, or just liberty. I leave others 
to say which of the three has been deficient in Canada. 
All that I can assure you of is that in the United States 
these three essential elements of the life of nations are 
found in abundance." 

Nor is the decline in prosperity caused by the 
reversal of the protective policy of the mother country, 
by any means less evident than when the former 
address was issued. We need go into no proofs of this 
allegation ; they have been recently proclaimed by 
those who are opposed to the course we desire to 
adopt. 

Under these circumstances, encouraged by Great 
Britain and the United States to act with freedom in 
the exercise of an enlightened judgment, do you see 
any other probable means of escape from a position of 
acknowledged inferiority, than that which has been set 
before you by the advocates of annexation ? Those 
who have protested against the Address to the People 
of Canada have declared their belief that the evils of 
which we complain, and which they recognize, might 
be removed by judicious legislation. They are now 
told that Great Britain can do nothing to restore our 
past advantages. 

Thus says the London Times on this subj ec t : 
" I t must be admitted that the latter have griev

ances, though not all equally oppressive nor all of 
the same origin. They have been planted and thriven 
under protective laws. Those laws are now abrogated ; 
and abrogated—as the people of Canada have the good 
sense to see—without a chance of re-enactment. So 
far, they suffer, in common with all our colonies, the 



176 The Movement in Lower Canada 

effects of a bad and obsolete colonial system. The 
change, however, is made. The colonists know that 
what has been done will not be undone, and that the 
grain crops of Western Canada must compete in the 
markets of England with the grain crops of the United 
States, of Poland, and of the whole world. They are 
suffering from the revulsion." 

In this particular, as in every other, the views of 
those who addressed you in favour of annexation have 
been fully confirmed. 

Is there any brighter hope from any other quarter ? 
Our opponents maintain that present causes of com
plaint would be removed by the attainment of re
ciprocal free trade with the United States. It is 
perhaps too soon to affirm as a positive fact that this 
advantage cannot be obtained. But it is quite clear 
that those who lately vaunted most loudly the benefits 
to accrue from it now despair of securing it. They 
have already begun to depreciate it as something of 
very inferior utility. 

For the social and political disadvantages under 
which we labour, no adequate remedy other than that 
which we advocate has ever been proposed. The most 
able British writers—those best acquainted with the 
colony—acknowledge, and at the same time deplore, 
them as inseparable from the colonial condition, and 
inevitable while that condition continues. 

Our country is of no account in the congress of 
nations; as individuals we are practically excluded 
from the honours of the empire, while men who have 
no permanent interest in our welfare acquire riches 
and obtain honours on our soil. We have no common 
objects of national pride and solicitude ; but as citizens 
of the United States, we should attain a nationality 
worthy of our highest aspirations. 

These sentiments have been so well expressed in a 
late work, The Colonies of England, by J. A. Roebuck, 
Esq., M.P., that we here transcribe his language : 

" The career that lies between two men, one of whom 
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has been born and lives upon the southern shore of 
the St. Lawrence, and the other on the north of that 
river, is a striking example of the observation here 
made. The one is a citizen of the United States, the 
other a subject of England, a Canadian colonist. The 
one has a country which he can call his own ; a great 
country, already distinguished in arms, in arts, and in 
some degree in literature. In his country's honour 
and fame the American has a share, and he enters upon 
his career of life with lofty aspirations, hoping to 
achieve fame for himself in some of the many paths to 
renown which his country affords. She has a senate, 
an army, a navy, a bar, many powerful and wealthy 
churches; her men of science, her physicians, philo
sophers, are all a national brotherhood, giving and 
receiving distinction. How galling to the poor colonist 
is the contrast to this which his inglorious career 
affords ! He has no country—the place where he was 
born, and where he has to linger out his life unknown 
to fame, has no history, no past glory, no present 
rertown. What there is of note is England's. 

" Canada is not a nation ; she is a colony—a tiny 
sphere, a satellite of a mighty star in whose brightness 
she is lost. Canada has no navy, no literature, no 
brotherhood of science. If, then, a Canadian looks for 
honour in any of these various fields, he must seek it 
as an Englishman ; he must forget and desert his 
country before he can be known to fame." 

If all these substantial arguments in favour of 
annexation remain unchanged, or have been streng
thened by lapse of time, you will certainly not be 
deterred from pursuing the course indicated as de
sirable, by the arbitrary commands of those who assume 
to be your masters. Those who addressed you were 
known to be beyond suspicion of seeking personal 
emolument from the public funds. They employed no 
force but that of reason ; they repudiated every means 
but that, most lawful—the assent of every constituted 
authority in the state. They desire to fortify, and, 

12 
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where necessary, to create a public opinion in favour 
of their views, which should be manifested, not on paper 
merely, but in that authoritative way which the Con
stitution has contemplated, in giving to the people the 
right of electing their legislators. They, therefore, did 
not endeavour to obtain all the names which might have 
been procured to the document they put forth. They 
were satisfied, when they had enrolled sufficient 
adherents without solicitation, to show that they were 
not a few deluded men, acting without warrant of 
widespread public thought. How have they been 
replied to ? Their opponents have sent agents through 
the most populous countries immediately adjoining the 
city unexpectedly favoured by the removal of the seat 
of Government. As well there, as in this city, they 
have employed against us every influence derived from 
official patronage, and yet how trifling has been their 
success ! 

In the absence of argument, persecution has been 
resorted to by an Executive, affecting to owe its 
existence to the popular will, against such as dared 
assert the right, not of British subjects merely, but 
of intellectual beings—the right of thought and free 
discussion. 

Fellow Colonists, will you submit to have your free 
political action suppressed by such means ? Are your 
servants to dictate to you the subjects which may 
engage your attention, and prohibit all others under 
pain of their interference and censure ? We trust not. 
We feel assured that you will feel more inclined to 
support those who have been opposed by means which 
we will not characterize otherwise than as oppressive. 
We now call on such of you as are favourable to our 
views to exert yourselves, in order that the great object 
before us may be speedily attained. All agree in be
lieving that annexation is inevitable—a mere question 
of time. It is our conviction that there can be no 
settled policy—no established public credit—no cessa
tion of public strife—no prosperity—until we reach 
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the state to which we are destined. Let us then unite 
to secure it as early as possible. 

JOHN REDPATH, President. 
R. MCKAY \ C . . 
A. A. DORION / S e c r e t a r i e s -

MONTREAL, 
December 15, 1849. 

The Annexation Association of Montreal begs to 
thank such portions of the Press as have lent their 
assistance, for the able aid they have offered. The 
association, while it recognizes no exposition of its 
views except those which shall be signed by its officers, 
feels a deep debt of gratitude to those who have 
generously stood up for truth and the people, against 
the obloquy which has been cast on both. 

This time the address fell flat. Although greeted 
with the warmest commendation by the annexation 
press,1 it failed to arouse even a moiety of the interest 
of the original manifesto. The mind of the public 
was already partially diverted in other directions, and 
the address itself was not sufficiently striking to recall 
the wandering attention of the populace. It was a 
well-considered statement of the faith of the Annexa
tionists, but it contained little new. Its chief interest 
lay in the laboured attempt to defend, or rather justify, 
the policy of annexation under cover of the declarations 
of English statesmen and the opinions of the English 
press. The charge of treason levelled against them by 
the loyalists disquieted their peace of mind, even though 
it did not stir up their consciences to repentance. So 
extensive were the quotations from the public press, 
especially from the organs of the Manchester School, 
that the address was open to the criticism of being a 
mere collection of newspaper clippings. The argument 
failed to convince the public, for it bore upon its face 
the evidence of special pleading. The leaders of the 

1 L'Avenir, December 21, 1849. 
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annexation party had somewhat mistaken the temper 
of the people; they had interpreted the discontent of 
the public as an evidence of annexation sentiment. 
The movement, according to The Gazette, was premature 
in its conception and impolitic in its activities, and 
" those who initiated it had weakened their own cause 
by separating from a powerful party who were ad
vocating changes which must be made before their own 
scheme of annexation can succeed." 1 

The struggle between the loyalist and annexationist 
press was becoming increasingly bitter. Charges and 
counter charges were bandied back and forth. On the 
one hand, Lord Elgin was accused of attempting to 
bribe the Catholic bishops to oppose annexation ; • on 
the other, the charge was made that the annexation 
cause and press were receiving aid from the United 
States. In respect to the latter charge, The Herald 
protested : " We do not believe, nor have we any 
reason to believe, that one single farthing has been 
subscribed in the city of New York with a view to 
aiding the annexation movement." ' In both cases, 
the accusation was indignantly denied, but in neither 
case was the denial accepted in good faith by the 
accusing party.' 

The appearance of the manifesto awakened an in
terest in Quebec little less keen than that in Montreal. 
All the papers, both English and French, devoted 
considerable attention to the subject, and all with one 
exception united in condemning the address in more 
or less decisive language. For once the English Tory 
papers found themselves in accord with the French 
Reform press. The Chronicle declared that the time 
was not yet ripe for annexation, and that the manifesto 
had been launched without due regard to the means 
by which the object in view could be accomplished. 

1 The Gazette, December 31, 1849. 
3 L'Avenir, November 4, 1849. 
3 The Herald, December 29, 1849. 
* The Gazette alleged that the funds in question had been raised 

for the support of the revolt in Ireland, December 31, 1849. 
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The peaceful pretensions of the Annexationists were 
worthless, since the records of history amply proved 
that separation had never been attained by mere 
moral suasion. The Mercury contended that, in 
addition to the strong moral ties which bound the 
Canadian people to the heart of the motherland, there 
were many material interests which England could not 
sacrifice without seriously impairing her power and 
prestige as an Imperial State. She would not consent 
to the amicable dismemberment of the empire, and to 
the loss of the fortifications and public works of the 
colonies upon which she had poured out so much 
money. The British Empire was not subject to the 
grant of any Government; it was held in trust for 
future generations. 

The attitude of the French Liberal papers was 
equally hostile to a political union. Le Canadien 
ridiculed the false, glowing prospects held out by the 
Annexationists, who professed, in effect, to be able to 
change the climate of the country, and to bring Canada 
within the corn and cotton belt, by the simple process 
of eliminating the boundary line. It warned its fellow 
countrymen of the sinister designs of the Annexationists 
against their race. If they (the French-Canadians) 
understood the real object of the Annexationists, they 
would receive the emissaries of the new political creed 
" a coups de fourche." La Gazette de Quebec declared 
" that there was nothing in the actual state of depres
sion in Canada which could not find a prompt and 
efficacious remedy by the adoption of well-considered 
legislation, without having recourse to a measure which 
outraged the feelings of the Canadian people, was 
revolutionary in character, and tended to dismember 
the British Empire." 

In an able series of articles Le Journal de Quebec 
undertook to controvert the whole argument of the 
Annexationists.1 It pointed out the striking incon
sistency in the tone of the manifesto, and the leading 

1 Le Journal de Quebec, October i8 , 20, 23, and 27, 1849. 
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articles of The Courier; for, whereas the former was 
loud in its professions of the most cordial friendship 
for all the inhabitants of the province, the latter was 
breathing out threatenings against the French, and 
advocating annexation as the best means of crushing 
French ascendency. Peace and goodwill, it ironically 
remarked, were the hypocritical watchwords of all 
revolutionaries. The commercial condition of the 
province was, it contended, by no means as bad as 
the manifesto represented. The existing economic de
pression was felt as severely in Europe as in Canada, 
and was, at worst, merely temporary, for there were 
already signs of returning prosperity. Owing to over-
speculation, the distress in Montreal was particularly 
acute, but the conditions in that city were not repre
sentative of the province at large. In clamouring for 
annexation, the Montreal merchants were failing in 
courage and patriotism, and were pusillanimously 
seeking to throw off on England the blame for their 
own weakness and folly. 

Notwithstanding the opposition of the press, the 
Annexationists of Quebec were by no means daunted 
or discouraged, but proceeded to organize an associa
tion on similar lines to that in Montreal. A circular 
was distributed throughout the city calling for a 
meeting of all the friends of annexation at the Hotel 
St. George.1 From thirty to fifty persons assembled, 
not all of whom, however, were Annexationists. Mr. 
M. H. Dubard,2 the chairman of the meeting, and 
Mr. M. Bonner, of La Gazette de Quebec, played the 
most prominent part in getting the organization under 
way. An annexation address was prepared, and sub
sequently circulated throughout the city. About five 
hundred signatures in all were obtained. 

The canvassers appear to have been careless or over-

1 October 17, 1849. 
2 Le Journal de Quibec described him as an irresponsible stranger, 

whose views had always been opposed to the interests of his com
patriots 
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zealous in their work, for many persons at once came 
forward to protest that their names had been placed 
upon the list without their knowledge or authorization. 
The majority of the signatures, according to L'Ami 
de la Religion, were collected in the backward quarters 
of the city by the most deceitful means. According 
to report, quite a number of ignorant French-Canadians 
were induced to sign the address by the alluring repre
sentation that their debts to the Government would 
be cancelled in case of annexation. However, the 
names of many excellent citizens were found upon 
the list, although but few, if any, were persons of 
outstanding influence and character in the community. 

The Annexationists were so much encouraged by the 
success of this canvass, and by the receipt of a letter 
from Papineau, urging an immediate separation from 
Great Britain, that they determined to make a demon
stration in force. An attempt was made to secure the 
Parliament building for a public meeting, but the mayor 
refused to allow the building to be used for that 
purpose. This little contretemps proved an excellent 
advertisement for the meeting. The rally at St. 
George's Hall, in point of attendance and public in
terest, was a great success ; but owing to the presence 
of a considerable number of loyalists, who persistently 
interrupted the proceedings, the meeting was turned 
into a veritable Donnybrook Fair. Both nationalities 
were represented on the programme; Dr. Brady pre
sided, and M. Aubin acted as pro tern, secretary ; 
Messrs. Alleyn and Soulard were the chief French 
orators, while Mr. Gordon, of the British American 
League, spoke on behalf of the English community. 

A series of resolutions were adopted, declaring: 
(i) That the general discussion of the subject of inde
pendence and annexation was worthy of the atten
tion of the citizens of Quebec. (2) That in view of 
the commercial, political, and social difficulties of the 
province, the importance and increasing needs of the 
country, and the small interest which England had 
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taken in the welfare of the colonies, this meeting 
expressed its firm conviction that a peaceable separa
tion from the motherland with a view to annexation 
to the United States was indispensable to the tran
quillity and prosperity of Canada. (3) That English 
statesmen would willingly accord independence, if 
desired by the majority of the Canadian people. It 
was further resolved to form a local association to 
promote the object in view, and to secure the return 
to Parliament of members favourable to the cause of 
annexation. A committee of fifty-one persons, repre
senting the English, French, and Irish sections of the 
population, was appointed to draw up a constitution 
for the association. 

When the first resolution was proposed, according 
to Le Journal de Quebec, it was rejected by a large 
majority, though the chairman declared it carried. 
The loyalists attempted to capture the meeting; but, 
owing to the non-appearance of their speakers, they 
were forced to content themselves with loudly cheering 
for the Queen. The meeting broke up in great con
fusion. In order to avenge themselves on their 
opponents, the Rouges attacked the house of Mr. 
Couchon, the local Reform member. At a large mass 
meeting in the suburbs of St. Roch's, the following 
Sunday, the struggle between the supporters of Papineau 
and Lafontaine again broke out. A resolution in 
favour of annexation was carried with difficulty.1 

In the meantime the loyalists of the city had been 
equally active. The officers of the militia signed an 
address condemning the manifesto, asserting their 
loyalty to the Crown, and their readiness " to stand 
forward in defence of the glorious Constitution under 
which they had the happiness to serve." In order to 
counteract the annexationist address, and to attest 
the strength of pro-British sentiment in the city, a 
counter protest was prepared, and thrown open to 

1 According to The Montreal Courier, three thousand persons were 
present, and the resolutions were carried unanimously. 
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the public for signature. The response was eminently 
satisfactory ; without even the formality of a canvass, 
upwards of 1,000 names were secured ; in the French 
ward of St. Roch alone, over 300 names were appended 
to the document. 

The success which had attended the annexation 
movement aroused the righteous indignation of Bishop 
Mountain, who feared that the interest of the Anglican 
Church might be imperilled by a union with a non-
episcopal country. Although but seldom participating 
in politics, he felt constrained by a sense of duty to 
draw up a pastoral letter to the clergy and laity of the 
diocese, entitled : Thoughts on Annexation in Connec
tion with the Duty and Interests of Members of the 
Church of England, and as affecting some Particular 
Religious Questions. The address revealed the bishop 
in the dual role of the ecclesiastic and the politician, 
the High Churchman and the man of worldly wisdom ; 
it afforded a splendid exposition of the principles of a 
High Church Tory who, amid all his sacerdotalism, 
was not forgetful of the material advantages which 
flowed from ecclesiastical preferment, and refused to 
surrender them without a struggle. 

At the outset, the bishop called upon all Churchmen 
to bear in mind the scriptural injunction : " My son, 
fear thou the Lord and the king, and meddle not with 
them that are given to change." He indignantly 
repudiated the charge that the clergy were loyal solely 
because they feared that they might lose their emolu
ments by annexation. But, notwithstanding this re
pudiation, he proceeded to demonstrate in his own 
person that the Church was not indifferent to merely 
worldly considerations. The material position of the 
Church in Canada was, in his opinion, greatly superior 
to that of the Episcopalian Church in the United States. 
Annexation would involve the most injurious conse
quences to the Church, in the loss of its ecclesiastical 
authority and the prestige of the English connection 
and establishment; it would occasion the sacrifice of 
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the endowments of the Church, in particular the with
drawal or cancellation of the clergy reserves for the 
maintenance of the clergy. The Church would be 
forced to fall back upon the system of voluntary support 
in effect in other religious organizations. From a 
religious point of view, also, annexation would be most 
objectionable in introducing the curse of slavery into 
Canada. 

" True," he concluded, " there is the same Episcopal 
communion in the United States, but it is not the 
national Church of England with the peculiar char
acteristics and appendages of that establishment which 
have gone far to mould the national mind and manners, 
and to stamp upon Englishmen an impress which is 
received even by unwilling hands as a striking mark 
in every part of the world. Pause, then, before you 
throw up your title and distinction as Englishmen. 
English Churchmen, hold your hand, and think twice, 
before you sign away your interest in the land of your 
fathers and its institutions, before you pledge that 
hand to those who would begin the dismemberment of 
the empire." Even if the industries of the country 
were depressed for the time, and even though there 
were difficulties in their colonial relations affecting 
their private interests, nevertheless they might " find 
it a precipitate and ill-advised, as it certainly was an 
unjustifiable, step to rush into this experiment of 
annexation." Changes, depression, and political tur
moil were not confined to Canada, but were also 
common to the American States. Under these circum
stances, it was better, both from a religious and 
political standpoint, for Churchmen to remain con
tent with their present status, rather than to seek 
annexation. 

Shortly after these events, there occurred a splendid 
opportunity of testing the strength of annexation 
sentiment in the city. The appointment of Mr. 
Chabot as Commissioner of Public Works created a 
vacancy in the city's representation. Urged on by 
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L'Avenir, the Annexationists determined to oppose the 
re-election of the hon. minister, provided a suitable 
candidate could be secured. Fortunately for the 
party, a popular and influential citizen, Joseph Legare, 
who had contested the Riding in the Papineau interest 
at the late general election, was ready to enter the 
lists again. At a meeting of the Annexationists at 
which about 200 persons were present, the situation 
was thoroughly canvassed, and it was resolved to 
support Mr. Legare, on condition that he would openly 
declare himself an Annexationist.1 

In response to this demand, Legare came out in 
favour of annexation in his election address. The 
prospect of an annexation victory appeared very 
promising. At the late general election Mr. Legare 
had received a majority of the French-Canadian votes, 
and there was every reason to believe that, on this 
occasion, he would poll the full strength of the Papineau 
Party and of the English Annexationists, and in addition 
would receive the support of a considerable number of 
Tory irreconcilables who would vote for any candidate 
in opposition to the Government. If he could capture 
one-third of the English voters, his election was deemed 
to be assured.2 

At the nomination proceedings, the friends of Legare 
were in a decisive majority, and Mr. Chabot was forced 
to withdraw and leave the meeting to his rival. The 
struggle became daily more intense. The annexation 
campaign was very adroitly conducted by Messrs. Aubin, 
Frechette,3 and Lee, the local leaders of the party. 
A special appeal was made to the working-men and 
the discontented Irish, to rally to the support of a 
true democratic candidate. The Annexationists, how
ever, were placed at a decided disadvantage by the 
lack of a local organ, as L'Independent Canadien had 

1 December 23, 1849. 
2 L'Avenir, January 4, 1850. 
3 Messrs. Aubin and Frechette were former residents in the United 

States. 
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been forced to suspend publication not long before. 
The Montreal annexationist papers, especially Le 
Moniteur Canadien and L'Avenir, did their best to 
supply this deficiency by devoting special attention to 
the affairs of the district. The latter journal appealed 
to the material interests of the citizens of Quebec by 
adroitly suggesting the possible removal of the capital 
to Upper Canada. With annexation, however, Quebec 
would be made the permanent seat of government of 
a newly formed state; and, moreover, would inevit
ably become a great ship-building centre, and entrepot 
of trade for the western states of the Union.1 

The Montreal Association likewise realized the 
cardinal importance of the election. If the seat could 
be won, the whole province would be convinced of the 
strength of the movement, and it was believed would 
soon follow in the wake of Quebec. It was accordingly 
resolved to lend financial assistance to the Quebec 
Annexationists, upon receiving assurance of the reason
able probability of Mr. Legare's election. The assur
ances were evidently satisfactory, for, soon after, 
several hundred pounds were sent to Quebec for 
judicious distribution in the annexation interest.2 

The Reform press and Party were putting up an 
equally aggressive fight on behalf of the new Com
missioner. They adroitly sought to give the campaign 
a semi-religious character by representing the annexa
tion movement as an insidious attack upon the Catholic 
faith. At the same time, they appealed to the Tory 
loyalists not to carry their hostility to the Government 
to the extreme of voting for an Annexationist; but, on 
this one occasion, to prove their loyalty to the Crown 
by supporting the ministerial candidate. For the 
moment, the position of the Tory Party in Quebec was 
one of superior power and great responsibility. The 
electoral contest had resolved itself into a struggle 
between the Government and the Papineau Party, 

1 L'Avenir, December 28, 1849. 
3 The Montreal Gazette, January 30, 1850. 
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now reinforced by the English Annexationists, with 
both of the contending parties urgently appealing for 
the support of the independent electorate. 

The Tories did not feel strong enough, or deem it 
expedient, to put up a candidate of their own ; but they 
held the balance of power, or at least appeared to do 
so. They could crush or give a fillip to the annexation 
movement. They had a splendid opportunity of 
vindicating the reputation of the party for loyalty, 
which had been so much aspersed by the recent pro
ceedings of their political friends in Montreal. But 
they missed the opportunity. Some of the ultra-
Tories resolved to defeat the Government at all costs. 
The local leaders of the party, such as Munn and 
Gilmour, ostensibly opposed any participation in the 
annexation campaign, but they failed to take any 
action to check the seditious efforts of many of their 
fellow partisans. Of the Tory papers, The Chronicle 
and The Gazette adopted a neutral attitude in the 
contest, but The Mercury threw its influence on the 
side of the annexation candidate. 

The election proved a much greater victory for the 
Government than even the most ardent Reformers had 
expected ; for Mr. Chabot was returned by a majority 
of about 800, almost double that of the general election 
in 1848. Every ward in the city, and every poll but 
one, gave a plurality to the Commissioner of Public 
Works. The French-Canadian section of the city 
polled an almost unanimous vote in favour of the 
Government candidate. On the other hand, Mr. Legare 
ran slightly ahead of his opponent among the English-
speaking population. 

A scrutiny of the ballots brought out the fact that a 
considerable number of Tories followed The Mercury's 
advice to vote against the Commissioner of Public 
Works. Thanks to the efforts of John Maguire, the 
Irish Reformers were kept in line, though the majority 
of the Irish voters were captured by the appeals of 
the Annexationists to their anti-English feelings. The 
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handful of Scotch electors, true to their Liberal tradi
tions, voted as usual for the Reform candidate ; but 
the majority of the English voters, who constituted a 
much larger element of the electorate, cast their ballots 
on the other side. To the French-Canadians was due 
the honour of vindicating the loyalty of the Canadian 
people. " The partisans of law and order," declared 
L'Ami de la Religion, " have had to struggle against 
the Annexationists, against those who possessing 
nothing have nothing to lose, and against the intrigues 
of certain Tories," who, in their hatred of the French, 
were willing to join forces with the enemies of the 
Queen. The result of the contest, it concluded, marked 
the triumph of the principles of a constitutional mon
archy over the principles of republican institutions. 

The splendid victory of Mr. Chabot tempted two of 
the local Tory journals to forget their previous benevo
lent neutrality, and to claim a share in the triumph. 
But they were not prepared to recognize the result as a 
vindication of the Government. The election, accord
ing to The Gazette, " could not be considered as an 
approbation of the Ministry, but rather as a demon
stration of public opinion against annexation." Al
though not displeased at the defeat of the Annexa
tionists, The Chronicle regretted that Legare had not 
been brought out as a straight opposition candidate, in 
which case, it believed, the chances of his election 
would have been much better. On the other hand, 
L'Avenir, though disappointed, was by no means 
dejected over the result. The defeat was due, in its 
opinion, to the dominating influence of the priests over 
the French population, and the liberal use of money by 
the supporters of the Government. It pointed with 
pride to the poll of 1,200 votes for Mr. Legare as con
clusive evidence of the vitality of the annexation 
cause.1 

The validity of these various explanations was 
naturally attacked by the ministerial journals. They 

1 L'Avenir, February 12, 1850. 



The Movement in Lower Canada 191 

denied in toto that the return of Mr. Chabot was due 
either to corrupt or ecclesiastical influences, and ridi
culed the contention that Legare would have polled 
a larger number of French-Canadian votes as a Tory 
candidate. The election was, according to Le Journal 
de QuSbec, a triumph for the Government and the anti-
Annexationists alike. As the question of annexation 
was made the dominant issue in the election, it claimed 
that it was but just to add to the loyalist vote the 
names of all those electors, who by the non-exercise of 
their right of franchise had declared in effect in favour 
of the maintenance of the existing British regime.1 

The result of the election was a severe disappoint
ment to the Montreal Annexationists, some of whom 
were inclined to indulge in captious criticism of the 
mode in which the election had been conducted.8 

Mr. Legare, The Courier declared, was not a candidate 
of the party, and the association should never have 
recognized him as such. In case of a future vacancy 
in any constituency, it should be the duty of the 
Executive of the association to select or ratify a 
candidate, and then support him by all honourable 
means. The Gazette drew from the defeat the lesson 
of the necessity of unifying the forces of the opposition. 
It appealed to the British Annexationists to drop the 
question of annexation for the time being, and to join 
with their Conservative brethren and the progressive 
French party in overthrowing their common foe—the 
Reform Government. But the appeal was fruitless. 
The Annexationists determined to continue the struggle 
more aggressively, if possible, throughout the province. 

In the Three Rivers District, the attempt of the 

1 Le Journal de Qudbec, January 31, 1850. 
3 The Montreal correspondent of The New York Post wrote: " Our 

party managed the affair very badly ; they should have been satis
fied to know that Legare was an annexationist in principle, but 
they should not have put him forward ostensibly on that ground ; 
had they not done so all the British party would have voted for 
him as against the Government."—The New York Post, February 
15. l 8 5 ° 
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Annexationists to obtain a favourable hearing resulted 
in failure. A meeting at St. Francois, Yamaska, 
which was regularly called by the local magistrate, at 
the instance of the Annexationists, unanimously adopted 
a resolution, " that this parish deems it its duty to 
declare publicly its determination to aid in maintaining 
the connection with Great Britain." Le Journal des 
Trois Rivieres, the chief ministerial organ of the district, 
declared: " A t first we did not think it necessary to 
oppose the movement, but now that the question has 
become a live one, it appears to us urgent, even in
dispensable, that there should be demonstrations and 
assemblies in all parts of the country against annexa
tion." The French-Canadians, especially, should seize 
the occasion to disprove the reflections so often cast 
upon their loyalty by their opponents, and to show 
their appreciation of the rights which the Crown had 
granted them, and their fidelity to the flag which 
guaranteed those rights, and protected them. 

In no part of the province outside of Montreal did 
the annexation movement meet with such favour as in 
the Eastern Townships, especially among the English 
population. As a small and isolated minority in the 
midst of a large French population, they were keenly 
sensitive of the danger of the political ascendency of 
an alien race, whose social and religious life was essen
tially different from their own. The sense of social 
isolation had produced a feeling of ultra-loyalty to the 
British Crown and British institutions. The passage 
of the Rebellion Losses Bill was looked upon as a 
personal humiliation and a base betrayal, since it dealt 
a severe blow to their superior prestige, and placed a 
premium upon the disloyalty of their political op
ponents. The action of the English Government was 
especially resented by the local Tories as an unjust 
return for their lifelong devotion to the Crown. 

But the commercial factor, as we have seen, was 
even more powerful than the political grievance in 
developing the desire for annexation. The situation 
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of the district along the American border necessarily 
produced a social intimacy and a close commercial 
connection with the neighbouring states. The fruit-
fulness of the soil and the energy of the people had won 
for the district an enviable reputation for comfort and 
prosperity. But the withdrawal of the English pre
ference, and the closing of the American market, dealt 
a crushing blow to the local farmers. Through no fault 
of their own they were reduced from comparative 
affluence to poverty. They were the victims of 
artificial circumstances over which they had no con
trol. Their hearts were filled with resentment and 
despair. 

Thanks to these favourable conditions, the annexa
tion movement spread like wildfire throughout the 
whole district. The County of Sherbrooke took the 
lead. A requisition was drawn up, and signed by over 
one thousand of the inhabitants, of all three national
ities,1 endorsing the Montreal manifesto, and calling 
upon Mr. A. T. Gait, the local representative, for a 
public expression of his views. Much to the disap
pointment of the loyalists, who had counted upon his 
fidelity to the Crown,2 Mr. Gait threw aside his former 
professions of loyalty, and came out boldly for an
nexation. 

In a long and somewhat laboured letter, Mr. Gait 
set forth in the darkest colours the unfortunate political 
and economic conditions of the province, for which he 
held the colonial regime primarily responsible. The 
colonial status was admitted by English statesmen to 
be " one of tutelage merely," from which they would 
gladly release the people of Canada, when the latter so 
desired. " It will be a far nobler cause for pride in 
Great Britain to have educated such a vast nation in 
the proper enjoyment of freedom, than to possess for 

1 The list was said to contain the names of about seventy American 
citizens. 

2 The Quebec Gazette had prophesied that Mr. Gait would give 
his constituents some " good English advice." 

13 
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ever the nominal control of the whole continent as 
discontented and suffering colonies." Canada, he 
argued, had reached a position where it " was essential 
for its advancement that it should be independent." 

" To make Canada great, there must be opened to 
her inhabitants those elements of emulation and pride 
which will call forth all their energies ; the dissensions 
of her citizens must be terminated by abolishing dis
tinctions of race ; they must be made to feel that they 
form part of one great country, and that its destinies 
are entrusted to their guidance. Were it possible for 
Canada to become an integral part of the British 
Empire, still, its position is such as to blend its interests 
more naturally with the United States and to make 
the former connection less desirable. But knowing as 
we do the Constitution of Great Britain, and the 
varied interests which govern its legislation, it is not 
a question of choice whether we shall be incorporated 
with Great Britain, or with the United States, but, 
shall we remain a dependency of the former, or become 
an integral part of the latter country ? 

" The permanent interests of Canada, its present 
state, and its future prospects all point to the adoption 
of annexation ; and unless it be the case, contrary to 
my belief, that we now possess all the means of develop
ment as a people that are essential for prosperity, we 
may expect to see the country languish, and latent 
discontent ever on the eve of breaking out, until our 
independence be acknowledged. A union with the 
United States will give Canada a place among nations ; 
the accumulated wisdom of their legislators will be
come our own ; we shall share in the triumph of their 
unparalleled progress ; we shall reap the fruits of that 
political skill which has thus far shielded their institu
tions from harm ; our interests will be watched over, 
and our industry protected and encouraged, by their 
wise commercial policy; and, although no longer 
dependent on Great Britain, we shall feel that we have 
served her well in ensuring that harmony between the 
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two countries which is now constantly in peril from 
conflicting interests." 

In reply to the arguments of the British connection-
ists to the effect that annexation would increase the 
burden of taxation of the province, and despoil it of 
its public works and public lands, he contended that 
annexation would reduce the cost of living, and relieve 
the colony of its public debt and the expense of ad
ministering its public lands, and entitle it to a share of 
the public works and increasing revenue of the United 
States. In conclusion, he pointed out that " the safety 
of the country " demanded " that the legislature should 
direct the movement." No local agitation or sectional 
demand could exert any influence on the English 
Government. 

In virtue of his superior ability, personal integrity, 
and business connection, as managing director of the 
British American Land Association, which owned 
extensive holdings throughout the district, Mr. Gait 
was probably the most influential man in the Eastern 
Townships. His open avowal of annexation convic
tions carried great weight with the general public, and 
especially with the tenants of the company and the 
commercial class ; moreover, the sound and substantial 
arguments he advanced in favour of annexation were 
calculated to appeal with telling force to the business 
instincts of the people. 

The accession of Mr. Gait encouraged the Montreal 
association to press forward its campaign among 
the agriculturists of the district. Public meetings 
were called wherever a small band of sympathizers 
could be gathered together. Speakers were sent out 
from headquarters to canvass the community, address 
public gatherings, and organize local associations. To 
the Hon. Robert Jones and Mr. Charles Laberge was 
committed the mission of spreading the doctrines of 
annexation among their fellow countrymen. The 
agents were wisely chosen. The Hon. Robert Jones 
was a popular member of the Legislative Council, who 
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enjoyed more than a local reputation on the hustings, 
while his colleague was an active worker in the Papineau 
Party, and a successful public speaker. The task of 
Mr. Laberge proved the more difficult undertaking, for 
the French habitants were much less favourably in
clined towards the new ideas than their more pro
gressive English neighbours. 

The campaign started off auspiciously. As the result 
of a series of successful meetings, local associations 
were formed at Durham, St. George d'Henryville,1 St. 
Athanase,2 Bedford,' and Clarenceville.4 At all these 
various gatherings resolutions of the same general order 
were adopted : (i) approving of the Montreal mani
festo ; (2) pledging the support of the meeting to such 
candidates only as were avowed Annexationists ; (3) 
charging the deplorable condition of the province to 
its colonial status, and alleging, in effect, that it would 
be more advantageous to England to have a prosperous 
ally than a ruined colony ; (4) declaring that legal 
means should be adopted to obtain the consent of the 
English Government to a peaceful separation and an
nexation to the United States ; and (5) affiliating the 
local branch with the Montreal association. The com
mercial condition of the province received special 
consideration at the Clarenceville meeting. Additional 
resolutions were there adopted declaring : (1) That 
their sentiments of respect and filial affection towards 
Great Britain remained unchanged," but that the 
reversal of the commercial policy of the empire forced 
them " to seek to ameliorate their social, political, and 
commercial condition by a peaceful separation from the 
motherland, and by annexation to the United States " ; 
(2) That by annexation Canadian products would gain 
free entry into the American market, which would 

1 L'Avenir, November 27, 1849. 
2 December 5, 1849. 
3 The meetings at Bedford and Clarenceville were held in response 

to local requisitions. At the latter place the call was signed by over 
two hundred persons (L'Avenir, December 28, 1849). 

* December 22, 1849. 
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more than compensate for the loss of the English pre
ference ; and (3) That the existing condition of colonial 
dependence upon English manufactures was injurious 
to the progress of mechanical arts in the province. 

At all these meetings the chief interest in the pro
ceedings was manifested by members of the English 
community. They were chiefly instrumental in the 
organization of the local associations, and, in the 
majority of cases, all the officers and members of 
the committees were of the English race ; even in 
the branches in which the French were represented 
on the directorate, they played but a subordinate part 
in the conduct of affairs. The two races refused to 
amalgamate ; even the common commercial interests 
of the two nationalities were not sufficiently strong to 
overcome the inherited suspicion of the French popu
lation on the one hand, and the feeling of superiority 
of the English on the other. 

But not all the annexation meetings met with the 
same measure of success. In some instances the 
attempt to form local associations turned out to be 
complete failures,1 owing either to the small attendance, 
or to the unfriendly attitude of the audience. But, as 
a general rule, the loyalists of the Eastern Townships 
offered but little opposition to the annexation propa
ganda. Save for a few loyal addresses from the 
officers of several French-Canadian battalions, and a 
declaration of loyalty from the Tories of Melbourne, 
the Annexationists had matters their own way. For 
a time it appeared as though they had swept the 
district. 

The Annexationists of the County of Stanstead soon 
followed the example of their friends in Sherbrooke and 
drew up a requisition calling upon Mr. McConnell to 
declare his views in regard to annexation. The plan 
again worked successfully, both in securing the signa
tures of a large number of the leading residents of the 
Riding, and in eliciting a favourable response from the 

1 At Hinchinbrook, Belle Riviere, and Stanstead. 
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local member. In an open reply to the requisition, 
McConnell declared: l 

" I have given it my utmost attention, and, after 
due consideration, do not hesitate to avow—deeply 
feeling the responsibility which I hereby incur—that I 
desire (to quote the words of the Montreal Address) a 
friendly and peaceful separation from the British con
nection, and a union upon equitable terms with the 
North American confederation of sovereign states. 

" The first and principal reason arises from the 
present state of the country and our destitution of any 
adequate means to effect these changes and improve
ments which the interests of the country imperatively 
demand." 

He severely criticized the policies of both political 
parties in Canada, and particularly condemned the 
change of fiscal policy in the motherland. Since Eng
land had revolutionized her colonial policy, it was 
useless to look to her for help. " Our interests and 
theirs are totally incompatible." 

" While the political bonds which cement us to 
England are dissolving by the mere action of circum
stances, those ties which are eventually to link us to 
the great confederation of our neighbours, are becoming 
more and more apparent." Throughout half the year 
the ports of the St. Lawrence were closed, and the 
inhabitants of the province were dependent upon the 
favour of the United States for the importation of 
American and other foreign goods. In case of the 
importation of European articles, the Canadian mer
chant and consumer found himself subjected to the 
payment of double duties, those imposed by the 
American tariff, and those collected under the Canadian 
Customs Act. At the same time, a high tariff was set 
up by the United States against Canadian products, 
while American goods were admitted into the English 
market upon equal terms with colonial products. 

1 January i , 1850. Copy of letter, Montreal Gazette, January 14, 
1850. 
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Under these discriminatory conditions, it was impossible 
for the Canadian merchant and producer to compete 
with his favoured American neighbours. The remedy, 
he concluded, was not to be found, either in a return to 
the policy of an imperial preference, or in the adoption 
of a reciprocity agreement with the United States, as 
was proposed in certain quarters, but in annexation. 
It was no longer considered disloyal to advocate a 
separation from Great Britain, and he was prepared 
to debate the question upon the floor of the House.1 

With the advent of the New Year, the annexation 
campaign was pushed forward with renewed vigour. A 
grand rally was held at St. Athanase in Rouville County, 
at which about a thousand persons were present. 
A deputation from the Montreal Association went down 
to take part in the proceedings.2 Additional interest 
was lent to the gathering by the presence of Dr. 
Davignon, the local member, and a body of personal 
friends and supporters. The action of the Doctor in 
signing the protest of the members of the Legislature 
against annexation had already called forth a vote of 
censure from some of his constituents,3 and it was 
anticipated that on this occasion another attempt 
would be made to condemn his pro-British stand. The 
mayor occupied the chair. Messrs. Jones and Laberge 
were the principal speakers. The latter declared that 
the meeting had been convoked for two different 
purposes : first, to consider if annexation were advan-

1 In a series of articles in reply to the letters of Gait and McConnell, 
" An Englishman " set forth the following objections to annexation : 
(i) That peaceful separation was impossible ; (2) That England 
would not agree to dismember the empire ; (3) That separation 
would entail a long civil war ; (4) That annexation would only 
aggravate racial difficulties ; (5) That the withdrawal of the British 
troops would throw the cost of defence and maintaining civil order 
upon the local revenue ; (6) That annexation would be expensive 
to all classes of the community ; (7) That England would grant 
elective institutions for the asking; (8) That Canadians should 
create subordinate machinery of government and learn to run it 
before venturing to alter the constitution. 

2 Including Messrs. Jones, Laberge, Penny and Papin. 
3 Resolution of meeting a t St. George d'Henryville, 
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tageous, and if so, how to obtain i t ; and second, to give 
Dr. Davignon an opportunity to explain his position. 

By way of introduction, he described at some length 
the nature and workings of the United States Con
stitution, and then appealed to the audience to deter
mine whether it would not be better for the Canadian 
people to elect their own Governor, rather than to have 
one selected for them by a distant sovereign who was 
ignorant of the needs of the country. He severely 
criticized the high salary of the Governor-General as 
compared with that of the Governors of the American 
States, and in conclusion emphasized the social, 
political, and commercial advantages which would 
result from annexation. An opportunity was given 
Dr. Davignon to speak, of which he gladly availed 
himself. The annexation movement, he pointed out 
for the benefit of his compatriots, had originated with 
the Tory Party, and had taken on a distinctly anti-
French character. He denied the right of the Mayor 
to convoke such an assembly merely on the ground that 
the County was said to favour annexation. Not only 
was the County not in favour of it, but even in those 
parishes where meetings had been held a majority of 
the inhabitants were opposed to it. Moreover, he con
tended that the persons in whom the people had most 
confidence were in no way connected with the move
ment.1 

At this point, the audience became so unruly that 
Dr. Davignon was forced to sit down, and he and his 
friends withdrew from the meeting.2 After this purg
ing of the assembly, the Annexationists proceeded to 
pass a series of resolutions, censuring the local member, 

1 Mr. Laberge alleged that Dr. Davignon stated in his speech tha t 
MacNab was the leader of the annexation party, and that W. Molson 
had declared that the object of the association was to crush the 
French-Canadians. 

2 L'Avenir reported that two-thirds of the audience remained. 
La Minerve alleged that the anti-Annexationists formed the more 
respectable part of the audience, and tha t the majority of the 
Annexationists were Tories. Both of these statements, however, 
were denied by L'Avenir. 
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attributing the depression of trade to their colonial 
status and the free-trade policy of England, and 
declaring that a peaceful separation was necessary to 
promote the mutual good and prosperity of Canada 
and the parent state. The people of Canada, according 
to the third resolution, could rely upon England's sense 
of justice to grant them independence. The destiny 
of the colony, when once independent, was to become 
an integral part of the United States. Annexation 
would assure to them all the advantages without the 
expense of independence; it would furnish a market 
for their products, develop a national industry, set up 
a new and democratic form of government, enable them 
to take a leading part among the nations of the world, 
open up to Canadian ambition a worthy field of oppor
tunity, now unfortunately closed, guarantee the main
tenance of an established social order—" the first 
consideration to the prosperity of a people "—promote 
a simple, prompt, and less costly system of administra
tion, and, as a consequence, introduce immigration and 
capital into the country to develop its vast resources.1 

From the standpoint of the Annexationists, the meeting 
was a great success. Dr. Davignon, according to the 
Montreal correspondent of The New York Post, was in 
a hopeless minority at the assembly, and stood no 
chance whatever of being returned to Parliament at 
the next election." 

At the same time the loyalist friends of the local 
member, made up of a few English gentlemen and a 
considerable number of the local seigneurs, organized 
an independent meeting under the chairmanship of 
Major Campbell,5 at which resolutions were adopted, 
refusing to join in the annexation movement, the only 
result of which would necessarily be " t o introduce 
fresh miseries " into the country. 

The following day, several magistrates and militia 
1 L'Avenir, January 25, 1850. 
3 The New York Post, February 1, 1850. 
3 The Major was not a resident of the parish. 
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officers, all but two of whom were of English descent, 
addressed an open letter to the Provincial Secretary in 
which they asserted that they possessed a constitu
tional right to discuss the actual state of the country, 
and to take measures to improve its present sorry 
condition by peaceful means. They not only expressed 
approval of the Montreal manifesto, but boasted of the 
part they had taken in supporting that address. As a 
mark of their appreciation of the labours and sacrifices 
of the fathers of the movement, they tendered the 
resignation of their respective offices. They were un
willing, they declared, to retain their positions, when 
so many of their fellow Annexationists had been 
peremptorily dismissed from the public service as 
unworthy to hold any office of honour or profit under 
the Crown.1 

The movement rapidly spread to the neighbouring 
counties. A visit of the Hon. R. Jones to the County 
of Missisquoi led to the organization of a branch 
association at St. Armond, all the officers of which were 
of the Anglo-Saxon race.2 In addition to the usual 
resolutions, approving of the manifesto, and deploring 
the political and commercial ills of the country, a 
resolution was adopted condemning in strong terms the 
prescription of freedom of speech in the dismissal of 
many officials against whom no charge was laid save 
in respect to their political opinions in favour of an
nexation. The striking similarity of the resolutions 
of the various annexation meetings afforded good 
ground for the allegation that they were previously 
prepared by the Montreal association, and accepted in 
due course by the various audiences, without pretence 
of careful consideration.3 The whole campaign in the 
Eastern Townships was, it was claimed, not spontaneous 
in origin or character, but was directed from head
quarters in Montreal. 

1 The Mirror, February I, 1850. 
2 L'Avenir, February 15, 1850. 
3 The Pilot, January 26, 1850, 
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In the County of Huntingdon, a requisition was 
drawn up, and signed by about a hundred persons, 
mainly of French extraction, calling for a meeting at 
St. Edouard, to discuss the question of annexation.: An 
invitation was extended to Papineau, Holmes, De Witt, 
and other leading Annexationists of Montreal, as also 
to Dr. Savageau, the local Liberal member, to be 
present, and take part in the proceedings. Notwith
standing the active opposition of several of the local 
French clergy, who solemnly warned their congrega
tions from the pulpit against having anything to do 
with the annexation movement, a large audience of 
about five hundred persons responded to the call. 
Letters were read from Messrs. Papineau, Papin, and 
others expressing their regret at being unable to attend. 

In his communication, Papineau declared that at 
first the Government was of the opinion that the 
manifesto was a passing ebullition of a small minority 
of the citizens of Montreal, and that the movement 
could be easily snuffed out by the use of the preroga
tive ; but the Ministry had since had occasion to 
modify that opinion. The manifesto was not a mere 
temporary outburst of feeling, but an expression of the 
sober second thought of the general public. The 
movement was no longer confined to Montreal and some 
of the Eastern Counties, but was rapidly winning its 
way throughout the whole province. Not only had 
a majority of the Montreal papers come out in favour 
of annexation, but the circulation of these papers had 
greatly increased at the expense of the ministerial 
press. He was especially pleased at the demand for 
annexation from his British fellow citizens, since their 
influence would have more weight with the English 
Government than the petitions and protests of an equal 
number of French-Canadians. The overwhelming 
strength of the Ministry in the Legislature was no 
criterion of their strength at the polls, and he was con
vinced that at the next election a majority of the 

1 January 28, 1850. 
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electorate in both Upper and Lower Canada would 
declare for annexation. The recent addresses of their 
French compatriots in the United States afforded them 
the most convincing proof of the commercial advan
tages of annexation. Their fellow countrymen had 
prospered under the free institutions of the great 
republic, and why should they not share in the same 
advantages, when they were invited so to do by their 
own brethren ? The earnest appeals and representa
tions of their compatriots could not fail to carry con
viction to any honest heart. 

Now was the time, he concluded, to press forward 
the demand for separation, since the greater part of 
the English press sympathized with the aspirations of 
the colonies for independence. The reply of Mr. Papin 
admirably epitomized the ideals of the Rouge Party 
in regard to annexation. The cause of annexation, he 
declared in an outburst of republican enthusiasm, " is 
none other than the cause of progress, civilization, 
education, democracy, and liberty." 

The meeting was one of the most successful in the 
Eastern Townships in respect to both numbers and 
enthusiasm. Several of the leading local magistrates 
and officers of militia occupied seats upon the platform, 
and the speeches of the representatives of both nation
alities were of an unusually high order.1 Mr. Lanctot, 
an exile of 1837, stated that, although he had always 
believed that annexation would be advantageous to 
Canada, and that the sooner it was accomplished the 
better it would be for her, nevertheless declared that, 
if it should require force for its attainment, he would 
be one of the first to oppose it. He was convinced, 
however, that forcible measures would be unnecessary ; 
for, now that the English people had attained the boon 
of free trade, they would the more readily grant 
liberty and independence to the colonies. 

The speech of Mr. Dorion set forth in glowing colours 
the contrast between the political and commercial 

1 Messrs. Jones and De Witt were the chief English speakers. 
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advantages of annexation on the one hand and the 
degradation of the colonial status on the other. The 
Act of Union had inflicted a heavy civil list upon the 
province, altogether out of proportion to the adminis
trative expenses of the American states. He con
demned the colonial principle of a nominated English 
Governor, as incompatible with the democratic spirit 
of the time. Since the loss of the colonial preference, 
there were no longer commercial reasons for main
taining the imperial connection. The superior trans
portation facilities of the United States placed the 
Canadian producers at a decided disadvantage in com
peting in the English market. The farmers of the 
province were now forced to seek in the United States 
a new market for their products ; but unfortunately 
that market was closed by a high tariff wall, and the 
recent message of the President had recommended that 
the duties on agricultural products should be still 
further increased. Annexation alone would ensure to 
them an open market, and a higher price for their pro
ducts. But there was a further reason of a religious 
character for desiring annexation. The system of eccle
siastical tithes was subjected to especial criticism. 

So long as Canada maintained her colonial status, 
there was no hope, Mr. Dorion concluded, of securing 
the abolition of that unjust burden upon the piety of 
the people, or of obtaining the redress of their many 
other grievances of a similar character. The attack 
upon the clergy was carried even further by the 
following speaker, Mr. Lanctot of Laprairie. The 
habitants, he asserted, were suffering from the burden 
of tithes, the oppression of the seignorial system, and 
the woeful lack of educational facilities. They were in 
a humiliating state of backwardness as compared with 
their American neighbours. 

To the minds of the young French Radicals the only 
hope of freeing their countrymen from the ascendency 
of the Church lay in annexation to the United .States. 
The progressive democracy of the great republic had 
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freed their fellow countrymen who had taken up their 
residence across the lines, and it was believed that 
those same influences would sweep away the anachron
ism of a religious establishment and an European feudal 
system, which still lingered on in Quebec. 

Notwithstanding the opposition of M. Caisse, cure of 
St. Jacques le Mineur, and a couple of his friends, the 
several resolutions were carried by overwhelming 
majorities, not more than a dozen voting against them. 
The resolutions embodied an interesting combination 
of the principles of the manifesto and the tenets of the 
Rouge Party.1 To the customary articles deploring 
the serious condition of the country, commending the 
Montreal address, censuring the action of the Ministry 
in dismissing the annexation officials, and appealing 
for a generous union of the English and French popu
lations to promote their common interests, there were 
added several new resolutions of different tenor, ex
pressing approval of the great moral benefits which 
would result from elective institutions, demanding the 
abolition of the tithing system and seignorial tenure, 
and calling for the payment of jurors. Pleasure was 
expressed that Mr. Savageau had not signed the 
Legislative protest against annexation. He was re
quested, however, to make known his views upon the 
question, and in case his opinion was unfavourable, to 
hand in his resignation. 

The temerity of the Annexationists, in calling upon 
the local member to declare for annexation, roused 
the loyalists of the Riding to action. An address to 
Mr. Savageau was drawn up, and signed by over 1,200 
persons, including many of the magistrates, militia 
officers, and other prominent citizens of the county, 
stating that as, in their judgment, the great majority of 
the electors were opposed to annexation, they sincerely 
hoped that he would not comply with the demand of 
the Annexationists, but would retain his seat. In 
conclusion, they protested strongly against the in-

1 January 28, 1850. 
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temperate and inconsiderate agitation of the Annexa
tionists. Mr. Savageau declared in reply that the 
address was the best proof that the country was 
opposed to annexation. 

It was most inopportune, in his opinion, to start 
their agitation at the very moment when England had 
handed over to them the management of their own 
affairs. They should seek to perfect the existing Con
stitution, rather than to agitate for the uncertain 
advantage of a political union with the United States. 
Moreover, the attitude of the English Government was 
not such as to warrant the pretension that the colonies 
would be willingly surrendered. The only effect of con
tinuing the agitation would be to create a division in the 
ranks of the Liberal Party, before their political leaders 
had had an opportunity of giving the new Constitu
tion a fair trial. The commercial outlook of the 
province was growing brighter. A reciprocity agree
ment for the admission of Canadian products into the 
United States would soon be secured, and the repeal of 
the Navigation Laws would further tend to stimulate 
trade. The remaining social and political advantages 
which the Annexationists held out could be secured 
equally well by Canadian efforts and through their own 
institutions. The primary duty of the moment was 
to rid the country of some of the existing burdens and 
difficulties ; then perhaps at some future time, when 
the colony had developed into a mighty state, some of 
the advantages of annexation which were not to be 
found in the existing circumstances might be made 
manifest.1 

1 La Minerve, February 25, 1850. 
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IN Upper Canada, the manifesto awakened the 
keenest interest, but met with almost universal 
condemnation ; only here and there were found 
a few disaffected spirits bold enough publicly to 

defend or avow its principles. Upon receipt of the 
address in Toronto, the loyalists of the city at once 
took steps to repudiate any sympathy with the an
nexation movement. Some such action, it was felt, 
would be highly desirable in view of the false con-

208 
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ceptions which unfortunately had won general accep
tance in both England and the United States, that 
the Canadian people were ready for annexation. As the 
prevalence of this misconception was impairing the 
credit of the country, there was the greater reason for 
presenting to the world the clearest evidence of the 
weakness of annexation sentiment, and the strength of 
loyalist feeling in the commercial centre of Upper 
Canada. A requisition for a public meeting in support 
of the British connection was quickly circulated, and 
signed by a large number of citizens.1 At a small 
private caucus, attended by leading members of both 
political parties, a declaration of protest against 
annexation was drawn up and adopted, and a com
mittee appointed to secure signatures to the same.2 

The declaration ran as follows : 
" We, the undersigned inhabitants of the City of 

Toronto and the Home District, having learned from 
the public press that a document has been circulated 
for signatures in the City of Montreal advocating the 
annexation of Her Majesty's Province of Canada to 
a foreign state, desire, without reference to local or 
provincial politics, to record our solemn protest against 
any such proceeding—to deny emphatically the truth 
of many of the statements on which that document is 
based, especially that which asserts the general de
pression of the province, which we believe to be grossly 
exaggerated, if not exclusively applicable to Montreal 
—to declare our unwavering attachment to our con
nection with Great Britain—the high value we place 
upon our position as British subjects, and our firm 
determination to resist all attempts at trifling with our 
allegiance, or transferring us from the mild and just 
rule of our Gracious Sovereign to the United States of 
America or any other foreign state." 

When the committee began to circulate this petition, 
1 The Globe, October 16, 1849. 
2 Mr. W. B. Jarvis was chairman and A. Morrison secretary of 

the meeting. 

14 
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they at once experienced difficulty in securing signa
tures, owing to the objection of many of the citizens 
to those clauses of the address which minimized the 
existence of widespread commercial depression, and 
praised the just and beneficent character of English 
rule. Many staunch supporters of the British con
nection, especially among the Conservatives, absolutely 
refused to sign the declaration in that form, while others 
attached their signatures under protest, and only for 
the purpose of asserting their loyalty. 

Prominent among those who refused to sign the 
address, on account of its objectionable language, was 
the local Conservative member, Mr. W. H. Boulton. 
As soon as his decision became known, he was immedi
ately called upon by four of his most prominent 
constituents, including J. Hillyard Cameron and 
J. Hagarty, to make a public statement of his views 
on annexation. In complying with this request, Mr. 
Boulton explained that his attitude was due solely to 
his objection to the phrasing of the address, and not 
to its object. He " utterly condemned " the course of 
the Montreal Annexationists, and proclaimed his " un
swerving attachment to the British connection." But, 
nevertheless, he proceeded to attack the fiscal policy of 
Great Britain, which was responsible for the existing 
depression, because it placed the agriculturists of 
Canada at a serious disadvantage in competing with 
their American neighbours. There were, in his opinion, 
but three possible remedies for the country's ills : first, 
reciprocal free trade with the United States ; second, 
a protective tariff ; third, the abolition of all import 
duties and shipping charges. The last of these three 
policies would, he believed, prove most advantageous 
to the interests of Canada.1 

To meet these objections to the form of the declara
tion, another meeting of the committee was called, at 
which it was determined to issue a revised address, 
which would, it was hoped, prove acceptable to the 

1 The Colonist, October 26, 1849. 
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whole body of loyalists. The amended address read as 
follows : 1 

" We, the undersigned inhabitants of the City of 
Toronto and the Home District, in allegiance to Her 
Majesty, Queen Victoria, do hereby solemnly protest 
against a movement recently made in the City of 
Montreal, for the annexation of the province to the 
United States of America. 

" However great may have been the depression, 
commercial or otherwise, under which the province 
has laboured, and however much mistaken or injurious 
the policy and conduct which the mother country has 
pursued toward us, we still unhesitatingly declare that 
there is nothing in what has occurred, or now exists, 
to warrant an attempt so revolutionary in its character, 
and so repugnant to our feelings, as that which seeks 
the dismemberment of the glorious empire of Great 
Britain, by transferring this colony to a foreign power. 

" Confident in our resources and energies, and still 
relying on the will and ability of England to do us 
justice, we have no desire to seek any remedy for 
political or commercial evils by other than constitu
tional means." 

The judgment of the committee was confirmed by 
the hearty enthusiasm with which all classes of citizens 
came forward to sign the new declaration, copies of 
which were placed in the banks and prominent business-
houses, for public subscription. Liberals and Conserva
tives joined hands in the common cause, notwithstand
ing the efforts of a section of the ultra-Conservatives 
to prevent united action. At the head of the list were 
enrolled the names of the chief municipal officials, the 
local parliamentary representatives, the members of 
the judiciary, and the most prominent merchants and 
professional men of the City. In the list of signatures 
are to be found the names of the Hon. Robert Baldwin, 
Chief Justice Robinson, Mr. Justice Sullivan, the 
Hon. Chancellors Blake and Jamieson, three members 

1 The Colonist, October 30, 1849. 
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of the Legislative Council, Gordon, Allan, and Widmer, 
and four of the Lower Chamber, John H. Cameron, 
W. B. Robinson, Henry Sherwood, and J. C. Morrison. 
So great was the zeal of the committee, that several 
of the members put aside their private business in 
order to attend to the matter in hand. Signatures 
poured in rapidly.1 At the end of the first day, 500 
names were appended ; on October 25, 1,500 were 
reported ; by November 13, the number had risen 
to 3,600 ; and by the 20th of the month, a grand total 
of 4,447 was attained.2 The verdict of Toronto was 
clear and overwhelming in its repudiation of annexa
tion. 

The majority of the city papers were equally emphatic 
in condemning the action of the Montreal malcontents. 
Although strongly holding to the view that the mal
administration of the Government was responsible for 
the growth of annexation sentiment, The Patriot 
warned its readers against encouraging the movement 
in any way.3 Annexation, it contended, would not save 
the people of the province from the evils of low prices, 
French domination and Liberal tyranny. It called 
upon all branches of the League in Upper Canada to 
take prompt action to prevent the spread of the 
agitation. They should not allow their disgust with 
the Baldwin Ministry to lead them into an attitude of 
hostility to the British connection. There was the 
greater reason for maintaining their loyalty, since the 
English Government had repeatedly asserted that, so 
far from desiring to cast off the colonies, it was most 
anxious to retain them. It was the duty of the Tory 

1 The Patriot declared, however, tha t it could only account for 
the slowness with which signatures were received by the fact " that 
it is difficult to induce men to tolerate as allies those whose past 
actions and principles they hold in abhorrenee." I t was of the 
opinion that a separate party declaration should have been made 
by the Tories. 

2 The first sheet of 200 names was stolen. 
3 The Patriot of October 12, 1849, contained a very uncompli

mentary article on the condition of Canada as compared with the 
United States. 
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Party to stand fast to its political principles, until they 
were vindicated at the next general elections, for there 
was little doubt that the disgusted public would take 
the first opportunity of hurling the existing adminis
tration from office, and of restoring to power those 
leaders who were truly representative of loyal British 
feeling. 

In a subsequent editorial it discussed at length the 
various arguments of the Montreal manifesto. The 
manufacturing interests of the province, it contended, 
could be promoted as well by a Canadian as by an 
American protective tariff. It further maintained that 
the rapid increase of the public debts and expenditures 
of the United States would involve a heavier burden of 
taxation on the people of Canada in case of union ; 
that the American judiciary and magistracy were both 
poorly paid and inefficient; that the price of food
stuffs was fixed by English quotations, and was not 
dependent on the American market; that by means 
of the bonding privilege the farmers and merchants of 
Canada were placed upon an equality with their 
neighbours across the line; that agriculture in Upper 
Canada was superior to that of any part of the United 
States ; that American capital was so fully employed 
in American industries that it would not seek invest
ment away from home; that the slavery issue would 
inevitably disrupt the American union; that the 
general moral tone of society in the United States was 
greatly inferior to that in Canada; and finally, that the 
proceedings of Congress were no less disgraceful than 
those of the Provincial Legislature.1 

The Colonist greeted the Montreal manifesto with a 
cry of anguish : " The discussion of annexation is worm
wood and gall to us." Montreal, it asserted, was not 
the Paris of Canada, and could not dictate the political 
feeling of the country ; she had yet to convert the 
people of Upper Canada to the new political faith. 
Neither should she forget that, although the minds of 

1 The Patriot, January 19, 1850. 
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the public might be won by reason, they would never 
be changed by violence. Montreal, it averred, was 
subject to great fluctuations of opinion, of which the 
manifesto was only a fleeting and whimsical expression ; 
in time the old feeling of loyalty would again return 
with full force. But The Colonist soon recovered its 
mental equilibrium, and prepared to consider the 
address in a fair and reasonable manner. The mani
festo, it assured its readers, " will perhaps prove after 
all not so terrible an affair as it seems at first. But 
no acquaintance can reconcile us to the deformity of 
some of its features." The address, it continued, " is 
not consistent with itself, though it may suit well the 
heterogeneous catalogue of signatures appended. It 
contains statements irrefragably true, mixed with others 
wildly erroneous, and the latter kind we believe largely 
to predominate. There seems to be so much variety 
in the reasoning, as if it were to^give to every signer 
the chance of a consistent ground for his consent. 
The main facts to be gathered from the proceeding 
are that Montreal is suffering in all its interests an 
unparalleled and hopeless depression such as to make 
almost desperate chances desirable ; and that endur
ance has disappeared, since loyalty, its best support, 
was so roughly handled of late." Much of the reasoning 
of the manifesto was, The Colonist contended, not only 
inconsequential, but implied a precipitation of passion 
which was far removed from the annexationist pro
fessions of equanimity and goodwill. But the public 
would not be deceived by mere verbal representations, 
when the actions of the Annexationists were so much at 
variance with their peaceful protestations.1 The mani
festo had undoubtedly awakened much excitement 
among all classes of the population ; but, according to 
present appearances, it would not gain much support 
among the people of Upper Canada ; for, in the judg
ment of the latter, " the remedy is far worse than the 
disease." 

1 The Colonist, October 16, 1849. 
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Towards the signers of the address, The Colonist 
urged that only the most temperate language should 
be used, since in the existing intensity of feeling any 
undue excess of passion would promote, rather than 
check, the spread of the annexation movement.1 The 
folly of the Montreal agitators might in the end prove 
beneficial to the country in more than one way, es
pecially by revealing to the Canadian people the real 
identity of the policies of independence and annexa
tion, and by arousing the people of England to a realiza
tion of the danger of the Whig policy of dismembering 
the empire. Under the guise of granting independence 
to this colony, the Cobdenites were, in fact, handing it 
over to the United States.2 

The appearance of the manifesto aroused the fighting 
spirit of The Globe. It was not content to oppose the 
annexation movement by merely defensive measures, 
such as the organization of protest demonstrations, 
and the adoption of resolutions of loyalty; it called 
upon the Government to dismiss peremptorily every 
official, Reform or Tory, who had signed the Montreal 
address.3 But it did not rely on coercion alone to stop 
the movement; for, at the same time, it appealed to 
the judgment of the public by publishing a series of 
articles dealing seriatim with the claims and preten
sions of the Annexationists. 

It appealed to the chivalry of the Canadian people; 
it pleaded with them not to be guilty of the base in
gratitude of demanding separation at the very moment 
when England had so generously granted to the colony 

1 The Colonist, October 23, 1849. 
3 At the same time there was running in The Colonist a series of 

articles by " Agricola " strongly supporting a protective policy, 
and warning the people against annexation. There seemed in the 
opinion of the writer " to belittle self-reliance amongst the advocates 
of annexation ; having lost their old nurse, they would fain have 
the leading-strings handed over to the United States." Annexatioa 
and reciprocity would merely open the Canadian market for Ameri
can exploitation. Canada, he concluded, should develop an inde
pendent fiscal policy of her own. 

3 The Globe, October 20, 1849. 
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the most liberal form of government; it denied in 
toto " that there are in this country any symptoms of 
rapid decay, or of slow decay either, except in Montreal, 
or that the withdrawal of protection by the home 
Government, accompanied as it has been by complete 
commercial freedom, is at all likely to be permanently 
injurious to us " ; it refuted the allegations with regard 
to the financialembarrassment of the Provincial Govern
ment and the various civic corporations. The de
pression in Montreal, it contended, was local, the result 
of changing economic conditions, by which that city 
was losing its grip upon the import and wholesale trade 
of the province. It specifically denied that the real 
estate market in Canada was worse than in the simi
larly situated, newly developed regions of the United 
States, or that the circulating capital of the country 
was becoming less, or that the banks were not in a 
sound and prosperous condition ; it claimed, on the 
contrary, that the credit of the Canadian Government 
was superior to that of the American States, as was 
evidenced by a lower rate of interest upon its funded 
debt. 

It ardently maintained that, since 1783, Great 
Britain had done more for the civilization of the world 
than the boastful democracy of the United States, and 
it denounced the policy of the latter in abetting the 
slave trade at the very time when England was exerting 
all her energies to suppress the iniquitous traffic in 
human souls. It countered the contention that Canada 
was devoid of manufacturing industries, by pointing 
out that the absence of manufacturing was due to the 
more profitable employment of capital in agricultural 
and other pursuits ; a similar deficiency of railroads 
in Canada, as compared with the United States, was 
due to the superior means of water transportation 
which Providence had bestowed upon the province. 
It questioned the validity of the argument that a free 
entry into the American market was essential to the 
prosperity of the Canadian farmer, since the price of 
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agricultural products, especially corn, was determined 
for the agriculturists of both countries by the quota
tions of the English market. 

But no part of the argument of The Globe was so 
skilfully handled as its reply to the favourite conten
tion of the Annexationists, viz. that the colonies could 
not permanently remain under the British flag. The 
grant of colonial autonomy, it pointed out, had effected 
a political and constitutional revolution in the organiza
tion of the empire by which Canada and the other 
self-governing colonies would be enabled to work out 
their own political destinies within the empire, as 
integral and independent members of the group of 
sister federated states. In short, on political, ethical, 
and economicgrounds, annexation would prove injurious 
to the best interests of Canada.1 

In a critical view of the political situation, The 
Examiner stated that the most striking effect of the 
manifesto upon the public mind was the absence of the 
usual violence of temper with which the question had 
been previously discussed. This spirit of moderation, 
was undoubtedly due, in part, to the temperate tone of 
the manifesto, which avoided an appeal to the passions 
of any section of the public. Notwithstanding the 
efforts of Baldwin to stop the spread of annexation 
sentiment within the Reform Party, the movement 
threatened to disrupt existing party ties, and might 
even lead to a fusion or recasting of the various political 
factions throughout the province, such as had appar
ently taken place in Montreal, where the force of 
annexation sentiment had proved sufficiently powerful 
to triumph over the blind passions and the partisan 
and racial rivalries which had distracted the inhabi
tants of that city for many years past. It was a difficult 
matter for the Government to deal with the agitation. 
The Annexationists had appealed to reason and not to 

1 The Globe, October 20, 23, 24, etc., 1849. On November 17 The 
Globe contained a satirical parallel between the American Declaration 
of Independence and the manifesto of " John Redpath & Co." 



218 The Movement in Upper Canada 

force ; they could not be cast into prison, nor be denied 
the constitutional right of petition. The suggested 
dismissal of all annexation officials, however much 
deserved, would not prevent the spread of annexation 
views; it might, on the contrary, promote the very 
object it was designed to checkmate, by arousing a 
feeling of sympathy towards the victims of the Govern
ment's displeasure. 

As a public document, the manifesto, in the opinion 
of The Examiner, was open to grave criticism. It did 
not cover the whole case. " It was a programme 
rather than an argument." The assumed advantages 
of annexation were drawn in glowing colours, but no 
attempt was made to develop a plan of separation. 
The moment that this was attempted, great practical 
difficulties would be discovered. The English Govern
ment could not deal with a petition of a minority 
without violating constitutional principles. The An
nexationists could not make any real advance, until 
they had converted the majority of the Canadian 
electorate to their opinion. And, even in the latter 
case, the difficulties of the Annexationists might be 
more serious than ever ; for if England should refuse 
to accede to the demand for separation, which was 
not improbable, a continuance of the agitation would 
inevitably lead to a political revolution. 

Nor had the Annexationists afforded any information 
in regard to the terms on which separation should take 
place. For example, what arrangements were to be 
made in regard to the imperial guarantee of the pro
vincial debt, the Crown lands of the province, the 
surrender of the right of fiscal legislation, and the 
repayment of the expenditures of the British Govern
ment upon the public works of the province ? To the 
commercial and material conditions of the colony was 
traceable " the accelerating causes and the continuance 
of the annexation movement." An outburst of dis
appointed partisan passion had awakened the agita
tion ; " the continued denial of reciprocity by the 
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Americans was likely to keep it alive." The primary 
question of the day was how to secure reciprocity in 
the face of the selfish policy of the United States. If 
it could not be won by persuasion, it might possibly 
be obtained by coercion, by inducing the British 
Government to place countervailing duties on American 
products equal to those which the United States im
posed on Canadian produce.1 

In reviewing the situation one week later, The 
Examiner declared that the annexation movement was 
making no perceptible progress. The Montreal mani
festo had met with greater condemnation than praise ; 
the onslaught upon it had been vigorous, the defence 
but feeble. It was evident that annexation feeling 
was but half formed, and needed time to gain strength 
and marshal its forces. In Upper Canada, it was " as 
yet without courage to give it voice and utterance " ; 
it was timid and non-committal, or covered itself under 
a simulated reverence for the motherland. On the 
other hand, the loyalists, according to The Examiner, 
expressed a more ardent affection for the Crown than 
they really " believed or felt." 

The Montreal manifesto, by reducing the question 
of annexation to a mere matter of dollars and cents, and 
by appealing to no higher passion than self-interest, 
was not calculated to produce an electrical effect. It 
came as a surprise to the public; and, as a result, 
awakened a bewildering medley of curiosity and ex
citement. The proposal was too far-reaching to be 
quickly or readily understood. The convictions of the 
people could not be changed in a day ; nor would their 
ancient loyalty yield to anything short of overwhelming 
argument. " The manifesto proved nothing, changed 
nothing; all it did was to open the question, and this 
it did unskilfully. It made no converts. It brought 
out parties who were already convinced, and thus 
formed the nucleus of a party." Moreover, the 
Canadian public should not forget that political con-

1 The Examiner, October 24, 1849. 
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ditions in the United States " would tend to keep the 
question of annexation of any more territory, North 
or South, in abeyance for some time," since any 
attempt to bring about the annexation of Canada 
would disturb the balance of power in Congress, and 
stir up the slave-holding states to demand a dissolution 
of the Union. 

The state of English public opinion was likewise 
uncertain. Some definite knowledge of British senti
ment was a necessary condition precedent to an in
telligent discussion of the complicated issues involved 
in a change of allegiance ; but, as yet, neither the 
Cabinet nor the press had expressed an opinion on the 
question of separation or annexation ; and until some 
official statement was forthcoming as to the attitude 
of the Government, it was premature and foolish for 
the Annexationists or the public to seek to determine 
the political future of the colony. The provincial 
Government was placed in a delicate situation. A 
sentiment favourable to annexation was spreading 
throughout the province in spite of the measures of 
the Government, but The Examiner was firmly con
vinced that the adoption of a wise and well-considered 
commercial policy " would do much to calm the 
storm." 1 

The Mirror, a Radical Irish Catholic organ, greeted 
the manifesto with cordial interest. It boasted that it 
was the first journal in Canada honest enough to 
announce that the annexation movement was a fact,not 
a mere speculation. The agitation could no longer be 
laughed at. " It was a fine and natural expression of 
a great national want. It was a demand of men who 
feel their own capabilities and their own disadvantages, 
and who dare claim the right of exerting the former 
and ridding themselves of the latter." It ridiculed 
the co-operation of The Globe and the Hon. H. Sher
wood, a local Tory leader, in working up sentiment 
against annexation. It was, indeed, unfortunate for 

The Examiner, December 26, 1849. 
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the British connection that its continuance should be 
jeopardized by the support of such friends. One-half 
of the first two dozen signers of the Toronto protest 
were overpaid officials, whose patriotism was measured 
by their pockets, and who dreaded the effect of an
nexation upon their salaries. The Montreal Tory 
Annexationists, it continued, would now have an 
opportunity of testing the sincerity of their Western 
allies. The former were men of progress, but they 
never made a more fatal error than when they united 
with the Upper Canada Tories. The latter merely 
" spouted annexation to frighten the English Ministry 
and Parliament; the former thought the matter 
out." 1 

Towards the English nation, The Mirror adopted 
the bitter and hostile tone of the Fenian press. It 
countered the anti-slavery arguments of the Reform 
papers by the bold declaration that the position of the 
Southern negro under the American flag was preferable 
to that of the Irish subject under the curse of English 
rule. The Mirror, however, showed a decided penchant 
for the independence of Canada, in preference to 
annexation. " For our part we can see nothing at 
all to be boasted of in our beggarly connection 
with Great Britain. On the contrary we see much in 
it of which we are heartily ashamed; we had rather 
see our country the humblest independent state in 
Christendom, than the liveried lackey of the greatest 
empire on earth. We feel too proud of Canada to hold 
her as the dependent of any nation. For this reason, 
we feel some repugnance even to annexation, which 
savours somewhat of a state of vassalage." 2 It pre
dicted, however, that annexation would come in due 
time, but it questioned the wisdom of the Annexation
ists in endeavouring unduly to hasten the day of 
consummation. 

The Independent, as was to be expected, greeted the 
1 The Mirror, October 19, 1849. 
2 Ibid., November 2, 1849. 
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manifesto with the heartiest approval. Notwithstand
ing the apparently hostile attitude of the people of 
Canada West, it believed that at heart there was a 
widespread sympathy with annexation. The tone of 
the press of Upper Canada would doubtless disappoint 
the expectations of the Eastern Annexationists, but the 
latter should remember that the condition of affairs in 
the two sections of the province were quite dissimilar. 
In Lower Canada, the evils of the colonial regime had 
been most quickly and severely felt; and, as a natural 
consequence, had produced an independence and ag
gressiveness of opinion, and a fusion of political parties 
far in advance of anything to be found as yet in the 
more backward districts of Canada West. The oppo
sition to annexation in Upper Canada arose primarily 
out of the peculiar position of the political parties, 
rather than from a desire to perpetuate the imperial 
bond beyond the time when it would be to the interest 
of the colonies to sever it. 

Unfortunately for the province, the press of the 
Western District implicitly followed the behests of the 
party leaders ; only The Examiner and The Mirror, 
particularly the latter, had evidenced a spirit of 
political independence in the matter. But, notwith
standing the timidity of the press, a majority of the 
people of the West, it claimed, were friendly to annexa
tion, provided it could be brought about with the 
approval and goodwill of England. Two-thirds of the 
old Reform Party were Annexationists at heart, though 
they did not care to avow it openly as yet.1 In Bald
win's own Riding, a careful canvass of the electors had 
revealed that at least one-half of the voters, including 
all of the men of importance, were favourable to 
annexation. In the ranks of the Tory Party, many 
Annexationists were to be found, and the number was 
rapidly increasing. The Canadian-born Tories frankly 
admitted that annexation was necessary to save the 
country from economic ruin, but the majority of them 

1 The Independent, November 2, 1849. 
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preferred to wait a while before taking any overt 
action. Throughout the Western peninsula, The Inde
pendent concluded, " a good half of the population were 
Annexationists," and apart of the remainder were at 
least favourable.1 Taking it all in all, the situation in 
Upper Canada was most encouraging. 

As an offset to the revolutionary teaching of The 
Independent, the Church revived the Laudian doctrine 
of indefeasible allegiance. In a spirit of loyalty, worthy 
of the most sycophantic ecclesiastic of the days of the 
Stuarts, it declared that the object of the manifesto 
" could not be carried into effect without going into 
opposition to the plainest and most solemn declarations 
of the revealed word of God." But, however accept
able such tenets might be to the High Church Tories, 
they only served to awaken the scorn and ridicule of 
the Reform press, and to drive the Clear Grit Party 
further in the direction of the United States. 

The Liberal yeomen of York were not far behind the 
citizens of Toronto in asserting their loyalty to the 
British flag, though, unfortunately, they gave their 
declarations a distinctly partisan character. At a 
meeting of the Reformers of the Riding, an address to 
the Hon. James Price, the local member, was unani
mously adopted, requesting him, in view of the dan
gerous complications of the time, to reconsider his 
intention of withdrawing from public life. One of the 
paragraphs of the address bitterly arraigned the policy 
of the Tory Party, " who do not scruple in the violence 
of their attacks to talk of separation, annexation, 
and other Utopian and treasonable schemes, with the 
insidious design of entrapping the Reformers with the 
bait, and detaching from the ranks of the Liberal Party 
a sufficient number of supporters to ensure their 
downfall." 2 Shortly after, at a great Reform meeting 
at Sharon, a resolution was adopted, " That this 
meeting has no sympathy with those designing men 

1 Quoted from L'Avenir, December 21, 1849. 
2 The Globe, October 18, 1849. 
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who, after committing acts which we shudder to record, 
now adopt schemes of sedition and of separation from 
that country, which they have long affected to revere ; 
and this meeting hopes that all friends of good reform 
will keep away from such individuals." At the same 
time a resolution was agreed to in favour of reciprocal 
free trade with the United States. 

In the Hamilton and Niagara Districts, public senti
ment, though deeply tinged by party politics, ran 
strongly against annexation. According to report, an 
annexation association was formed in Hamilton, but 
it kept its light very carefully concealed under a 
bushel. No record of its proceedings was ever given 
to the public ; nor does it appear to have taken any 
active part in working up annexation sentiment in the 
community. That such a sentiment existed in certain 
quarters was unquestioned ; but, with one exception, 
it found little sympathy in the press of the district. 
The Journal and Express, a Clear Grit paper, opened 
its columns to the discussion of the question, but the 
editor carefully refrained from lending any countenance 
to the movement in the editorial page. According to 
The Hamilton Spectator, many causes had contributed 
to the movement; but first among these stand mis-
government, extravagance, and the holding out of a 
premium to rebellion." l 

Lord Elgin, it declared, had done more to alienate 
the loyalty of the country than all the agitation of the 
Annexationists. The movement had suddenly arisen in 
Montreal out of contempt for his person and policy, 
and not from any general feeling of discontent with the 
British connection. Although the people of Upper 
Canada deeply sympathized with the citizens of 
Montreal, they could not join with them in seeking to 
dismember the empire. They preferred to remonstrate 
against the misrule of " the Grey family compact," 
rather than to threaten the motherland with separa
tion. "The proceedings in Montreal, if persevered in, 

1 The meeting was presided over by Captain Irving, M.L.C. 
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can only end in defeat, disgrace, and ruin. . . . From 
Upper Canada the agitation will meet with stern, 
uncompromising opposition." Instead of securing 
admittance into the American Union, the Montreal 
Annexationists might only succeed in repealing the Act 
of Union ; for, rather than be forced into a political 
union with the United States, the people of Canada 
West would join hands to bring about a division of the 
province, and the Montreal agitators would then find 
themselves worse off than before—a miserable minority 
at the mercy of an overwhelming majority. 

A city contemporary, The Spirit of the Age, came out 
strongly in favour of separation. " Travellers from 
Europe have generally remarked on the backwardness 
observed in the British provinces as compared with the 
adjoining states of the Union. The people of Canada 
are fully impressed with the fact that such is the case 
to a large extent. A spirit of inquiry, however, is 
abroad as to the causes which keep us so far in the 
rear in the onward march of improvement. The 
trammels of prejudice and fashion no longer reign 
supreme in the Canadian mind. Men are beginning to 
perceive that their vital interests must not be sacrificed 
at the shrine of party, or for the sake of a fanciful or 
exploded theory. Whatever others may think, we are 
of the opinion that a dependent position holds out but 
poor inducements to enterprise, or the practice of self-
reliance." 1 

Both the Gore and Niagara District Councils unani
mously adopted resolutions condemning the Montreal 
manifesto, and pledging their fealty to the Crown. 
The resolution of the latter body went on to declare 
that they were ready by all means in their power " to 
suppress any attempt at separation, no matter from 
what source it might originate." 2 In the town of 
Niagara, a loyal address was drawn up, and signed by 
upwards of 200 inhabitants, including W. H. Dickson, 

1 Quoted from The Examiner, October 17, 1849. 
2 The Globe, November 17, 1849. 
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the local Reform member, the District Judge and 
Sheriff and chief local officials, protesting against the 
manifesto, professing their attachment to British in
stitutions, and appealing to the public to do every
thing possible to allay the agitation. Only a small 
group of American citizens and a few headstrong 
Tories declined to sign the address.1 The Grimsby 
branch of the League joined in the chorus of censure.2 

Lord Elgin, who was making a tour of the district at 
the time, paid a just tribute to the self-sacrificing 
loyalty of the inhabitants in making the protest. 
"They have done so," he declared, in a letter to the 
Colonial Secretary, " (and many other District Councils 
in Upper Canada have done the same), under the im
pression that it would be base to declare against 
England at the moment she has given a signal proof of 
her determination to concede constitutional govern
ment in all its plenitude to Canada. I am confident, 
however, that the large majority of persons who have 
thus protested firmly believe that their annexation to 
the United States would add one-fourth to the value 
of the produce of their farms."3 

The St. Catharine's Journal,4 the organ of Hamilton 
Merritt, frankly admitted that many of the allegations 
of the manifesto in regard to the depression of Canadian 
trade as compared with that of the United States were 
undoubtedly true, and acknowledged that such a 
condition of affairs could not long continue without 
producing a revolution. Nevertheless, it refused to 
countenance the annexation movement in any way. 
A reciprocity treaty with the United States would, in 
its judgment, afford to the Canadian people much 
greater advantages than annexation ; and, thanks to 
the hearty co-operation of the motherland, such an 

1 The Globe, October 29, 1849. 
2 The Pilot, November 6, 1849 ; British Parliamentary Papers 

Relating to Canada. 
3 Lord Elgin, Letters and Journals, p. 104. 
1 Quoted from The Mirror, November 2, 1849. 
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arrangement would soon be consummated. It was 
folly, it declared, to throw away the great public works 
of the colony, and their political freedom, by such "a 
childish, petulant mode of proceeding " as the manifesto 
proposed.1 Unlike some of its contemporaries, the 
Journal did not seek to decry the movement, for fear 
that it would grow in strength, nor propose the adoption 
of repressive measures to snuff it out; it preferred, on 
the contrary, freely to discuss the issue with the 
Annexationists, in the belief that the decision of the 
public would undoubtedly favour the maintenance of 
the imperial relation. 

At the same time, it deprecated a blind attachment 
to the parent state at the expense of Canadian interests. 
" Whilst we would strive to prevent our friends from 
taking any active part in favour of annexation, we 
would also save them from pledging themselves to 
sustain any administration favourable to the British 
connection. There is a humiliation in such a position 
that we would fain see the Reformers saved from. We 
are the advocates of British connection, but it is not 
the all in all with us. We view it but as a means to 
an end, and that end is the prosperity of Canada. 
This, we are satisfied, can be best accomplished by a 
continuous connection with England. . . . Our creed 
may not be orthodox, but we are free to say that we 
believe first in patriotism, and then in loyalty. Now 
we don't hold with those whose first item is loyalty, 
and whose second is patriotism." The conduct of 
England towards the colonies had been generosity 
itself; she neither levied imperial taxes, nor exacted 
payment for naval and military protection. " Would 
this be the case," it inquired, "if we were annexed? 
Let us not be duped by disappointed men, who a few 

1 Mr. William Kirby, author of Chien d'Or, issued a bitter philippic 
against the Annexationists. " J trust to arraign you before my 
judging countrymen, to prove your falsehood, malignancy, and 
treachery, and convict you before heaven and earth, as the most 
reckless, causeless, unreasoning, and selfish batch of revolutionists 
that ever disgraced the calendar of political crime." 
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months ago were the bitter opponents of every Liberal 
measure, but now forsooth, when they have no chance 
of the loaves and fishes, are ready to run into the arms 
of the neighbouring republic." 1 

The St. Catharine's Constitutional, a newly established 
organ of the Conservative Party, declared in an early 
issue : " The old landmarks of party are in a great 
measure done away with, and the all-absorbing question 
now is whether we shall remain an integral portion of 
the empire of Great Britain, or whether, forgetting the 
holy tie by which we are bound to her, we shall seek an 
alliance with a neighbouring republic. Enterprising, 
acute, and energetic—but still a republic, and a republic 
that sanctions a traffic in the bones and sinews of 
human beings. We must unequivocally pronounce in 
favour of British connection, and we fearlessly inquire 
' Why separate ? ' " 2 

Equally unsympathetic was the reception of the 
manifesto in the Western peninsula. London won the 
distinction of taking the lead in opposition to annexation. 
In response to a requisition of about sixty freeholders, a 
meeting was called by the Mayor to express the loyalty 
of the city, and its hostility to a political union with 
the United States.3 A respectable-sized audience as
sembled, and the following resolutions were unani
mously adopted : (i) That we view with surprise and 
regret the late movement in Montreal suggesting a 
separation from the mother country, and advocating 
a union with the United States ; (2) That our allegiance 
to our beloved Queen and our attachment to the 
British Empire are subjects of principle and feeling, 
and are not to be weighed in the scale of uncertain 
interests and speculations ; (3) That a calm comparison 
of the alleged advantages and disadvantages of the 
proposed scheme shows that it is not desirable on the 
grounds urged by its advocates. 

1 Quoted from The Examiner, December 26, 1849. 
2 Quoted from The Montreal Gazette, January 9, 1850. 
3 October 19, 1849. 
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The two principal speakers were the Hon. J. G. 
Goodhue and Mr. John Wilson, the local member. In 
moving the second resolution, the former declared that 
the attempt to disrupt the empire would, if successful, 
be disastrous to the credit of the colony. The move
ment was the more reprehensible since England was 
not endeavouring to force any objectionable measures 
or policy upon them ; but, on the contrary, had granted 
to the province the largest liberty of action. Although 
the authors of the manifesto professed to pursue only 
peaceable means of attaining annexation, nevertheless 
the movement might fall into more revolutionary 
hands, and prove dangerous to the welfare of the 
country. The growth of the agitation could be best 
retarded by an early and general expression of pro-
British feeling throughout the province. In the face 
of a hostile public the idea of annexation would, he 
concluded, soon be abandoned. 

The speech of Mr. Wilson was devoted almost entirely 
to a review and careful analysis of the economic con
ditions of the country out of which, in his judgment, 
the annexation movement had originated. Montreal, 
he explained, was bearing the brunt of the commercial 
depression. Thanks to her splendid situation, she had 
long been accustomed to wield the commercial sceptre 
over Canada, but with the establishment of ports of 
entry in the principal cities of Upper Canada, and with 
the opening of the American market, she had lost her 
monopoly of the import and distributing trade. The 
merchants of Canada West now found that they could 
procure their supplies to better advantage at American 
ports and through local wholesale houses than at 
Montreal. The business of the colony as a whole had 
not decreased, but only so much of it as flowed through 
the mouth of the St. Lawrence.1 

Turning then to the consideration of the fiscal policy 
of the motherland, he maintained that, notwithstand
ing the artful plea of the Annexationists that the policy 

1 A similar view was expressed by Mr. A. Hope. 
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of free trade would ruin the Canadian farmers, the 
latter would not grudge the English labourers the boon 
of cheaper food. They would not be one whit the 
poorer because many of their fellow citizens were better 
fed. He denied the validity of the contention that 
annexation would restore the prosperity of the country 
by the introduction of manufacturing industries from 
across the line ; on the contrary, in the opinion of the 
speaker, it would ruin the existing manufactories by 
flooding the market with the free products of the 
United States. He was not prepared to renounce his 
allegiance in order to gain the material advantage of 
an increase in the price of lands. In conclusion, he 
ridiculed the claim of the manifesto that annexation 
would save Canada from the peril of Anglo-Saxon com
plications and from the danger of French domination. 
A transfer of allegiance would not avert the possibility 
of war, nor change the position of the two races. The 
French would still cling to their own race, land., and 
religion. 

At a similar public meeting at Stratford, shortly 
after, resolutions were adopted in condemnation of the 
manifesto, declaring that any measure for the dis
memberment of the empire was opposed to the present 
and future interests of the colony, and praying the 
Legislature to relieve the grievances from which the 
province was suffering. An address of similar import 
was circulated among the citizens, and received many 
signatures.1 

The Western papers, almost without exception, 
showed no sympathy with the annexation propaganda. 
" What! " exclaimed The London Pioneer, " i s it 
come to this ? that for paltry pelf we are prepared 
Esau-like to sell our birthright as Britons—to sever 
our connection with the land of our nativity, and to 
dissolve our interest in that glorious history to which 
we have been accustomed to point with pleasure and 
pride—and not only to sever that connection, but to 

1 The Pilot, November 15, 1849. 
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link ourselves to a confederacy whose principal boast 
is that they successfully resisted Britain's power, and 
whose aim is to be considered its rival in the world ? " l 

The Times, the local Conservative organ, bitterly re
sented the attempts of the Liberal press to fasten the 
stigma of disloyalty upon the Tory Party. On behalf 
of its fellow partisans of the Western District, it dis
tinctly repudiated any connection or sympathy with 
the Montreal Annexationists.2 

The opportunity of scoring their opponents was 
too tempting for the Reform press to resist; and, with 
but few exceptions, they used their advantage in true 
partisan fashion. The Canadian Free Press, for ex
ample, arraigned the Tory Annexationists in the most 
unsparing terms. " The history of the Annexation 
Party is remarkably instructive. But a few months 
ago, it boasted of its loyalty, and professed the most 
ardent attachment to the mother country; now it is 
making every effort to shake off its allegiance to the 
Crown of Britain, and to unite itself with a republic 
which it has for years held up to scorn. The project 
of annexation is ushered in under the worst possible 
auspices—those of the Montreal mob, and the twaddlers 
of the League. Had it come from any other quarter, 
it might have had a better chance of a favourable 
hearing—its coming from Montreal will be fatal to 
i t ."3 

The Huron Signal, likewise, affected to treat the 
annexation movement as the product of a treasonable 
conspiracy of a few disappointed place-hunters and 
speculators of Montreal. Although, it declared, the 
farmers and business men of Upper Canada were suffer
ing from hard times, it did not believe that the Canadian 
public, on the average, were in any worse position than 
their American neighbours, nor that an appeal to their 
material interests alone would suffice to induce them 

1 Quoted from The Globe, October 27, 1849. 
2 The Times (C.W.), December 14, 1849. 
3 Quoted from The Pilot, November 6, 1849. 
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to throw off their allegiance. " We feel satisfied that 
even with the consent of the British Government, it 
would be impossible to induce a majority, or even a 
respectable minority, of the people of Upper Canada 
to agree to a union with the United States. We are 
too proud of our national individuality to consent to 
be swallowed up, or become a mere insignificant in
teger of an unwieldy republic." 

Of somewhat similar tenor was the declaration of 
faith of The Dumfries Recorder, as set forth in its 
prospectus. " That the present cry for annexation 
raised by a few disappointed hack politicians, at whose 
hands this fertile country has already suffered so much, 
must be regarded as not only insane, but absolutely 
wicked, in every way injurious to the trade, credit, and 
prosperity of the country; that the connection with 
Great Britain ought to be maintained, not merely on 
account of old associations, or a sense of reciprocal 
favour, but from a clear perception of mutual benefit." 
The attitude of The Guelph and Gait Advertiser was much 
more reasonable. It undertook to prove by a series of 
cogent arguments, and a long array of statistics, that 
Canada was more prosperous than the United States, 
and that annexation would seriously endanger the 
material well-being of the province. On the other 
hand, as we shall presently see, one or two of the Clear 
Grit papers were inclined to coquette with the United 
States, as a means of getting rid of the privileges of 
the Anglican Church. 

Public opinion in the Midland District was divided 
on the subject of annexation, though the great majority 
of the electorate were undoubtedly opposed to it. In 
response to a requisition, a public meeting was held 
at Cobourg to express disapprobation of the annexation 
movement.1 The leading members of both political 
parties participated in the demonstration, and there 
was a marked harmony throughout the whole proceed
ings. A series of resolutions was agreed to, condemn-

1 October 30, 1849. 
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ing the Montreal manifesto ; vindicating the loyalty of 
the colony ; urging the co-operation of the Imperial 
and Colonial Governments for the relief of the existing 
depression of trade ; declaring that the credit of the 
colony could be restored by the adoption of a policy of 
rigid economy and sound legislation, by the elimination 
of bitter partisanship, and a general submission to the 
principles of constitutional government; commending 
the action of Baldwin and Hincks in opposing annexa
tion ; and thanking the motherland for her expendi
tures on the public works of the colony. A committee 
was appointed to draw up an address in consonance 
with the foregoing resolutions.1 

A similar meeting at Belleville was attended by one 
of the largest audiences ever assembled in that city. 
For the moment, Reformers and Conservatives forgot 
their party differences; prominent Tories such as 
H. Corby and G. Benjamin, Warden of the County and 
Grand Master of the Orangemen, joined hands with 
their political opponents, Dr. Hope, and Bella Flint, 
the local Reform member, in opposing the further 
progress of annexation. Resolutions were unanimously 
adopted, proclaiming the unswerving loyalty of the 
people to the Crown and to British institutions, and 
condemning the proposal of a political union with a 
country whose government was " stained with the 
unnatural crimes of slavery and repudiation." 

A few of the papers of the district wavered for a 
moment in their allegiance, but the majority stood fast 
by the British connection. The Colourg Star, the 
editor of which was a prominent member of the League, 
expressed the fear that should the scheme of a federal 
union of the provinces, which would again be discussed 
at the approaching convention of the League, " be 
found impracticable, no other means than annexation 
can be pointed out which will satisfy the people." 

According to The Kingston Chronicle and News, the 
leading local organ of the Tory Party in the Bay of 

1 The Globe, November 6, 1849. 
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Quinte section, the policy of Cobden had undermined 
the loyalty of the people of the colony. But, it urged, 
the material advantages of annexation should not lead 
them to dissolve the imperial t ie; it was " still in
cumbent on the Annexationists to prove that the 
British connection was absolutely incompatible with the 
prosperity of the province.'' This was more particularly 
the case, since most of the advantages of annexation 
could be obtained by a reciprocity treaty with the 
United States, the prospects of securing which were 
excellent, in case the Democratic Party were victorious 
at the next elections, as now appeared most probable. 
For the time being, the policy of the League was, in 
the opinion of The Chronicle, most suited to the com
mercial conditions of the country, and best calculated 
to maintain the British connection. " If it should fail 
to restore prosperity to the country, then we shall be 
prepared to adopt any course which, on mature con
sideration, shall be deemed necessary to so vital an 
object, even though that course should involve an
nexation." But, it concluded, annexation should be 
accepted only as a last resort. 

The British American came out emphatically against 
annexation. The City of Montreal, it declared, had 
been taken with the annexation mania, as a result of 
provincial misgovernment. " A change of men will 
not now satisfy the Montrealers ; a change of measures 
they now look upon as useless ; but it remains with 
Upper Canada to decide whether they will doff the 
garb of loyalty and don that of republicanism. They 
may agitate as they will, and hire as many lecturers 
as they please ; but, when the day of trial comes, they 
will find that the loyalists of Canada will be ready to 
do their duty." " We have no faith," it continued, " in 
annexation. We believe that republicanism and its 
institutions are totally unsuited to the habits and 
tastes of the great majority of Canadians." It had also 
little faith in the saving virtue of English protection. 
If the Government would cease to look out for the 



The Movement in Upper Canada 235 

partisan interest of its office-holders, the agitation for 
annexation would, it concluded, soon disappear. 

According to The Kingston Whig, the prospects of 
the Annexationists were most encouraging. " During a 
recent absence from home, the editor passed through a 
dozen villages in Upper Canada, and the sole topic of 
conversation among all classes and parties was annexa
tion. Nay, in the good city of Kingston, loyal old 
Kingston, the stronghold of Conservatism, par ex
cellence, nine-tenths of the people are annexationists ; 
and if any practical benefit could arise from signing 
any manifesto, they would cheerfully do it. But they 
possess common sense; and, knowing that without 
the consent of Great Britain all attempts at annexation 
must be worse than useless, they wisely bide their 
time." l 

The Kingston Argus came out frankly in favour of 
annexation.2 The bold and clear-cut manner in which 
it proclaimed its principles contrasted markedly with 
the doubtful hesitancy of many of its contemporaries. 
The latter, it declared, either shrank from the task of 
directing public opinion, or, as in the case of the 
Ministerial press, complacently accepted the advan
tages which accrued from the party being in office. 
" For ourselves, we have to say that we have long 
looked forward to the ultimate annexation of these 
provinces to the United States as a thing inevitable. 
So many of the most loyal men among us have held 
the same opinion, that our conviction has not yet been 
shaken, and passing events tend to strengthen it. The 
time of its accomplishment is not far distant; whether 
it is agreeable to our feelings personally, we shall not 
take into consideration. It would be ungrateful in the 
extreme to forget our fatherland and all we owe to it, 
but it would be baser still to allow our private feelings 
and interests to interfere with the duty we owe to the 
land we live in." 

1 Quoted from The Burlington Daily Sentinel, October 31, 1849. 
3 Ibid., November 1, 1849. 
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On the other hand, The Herald and The Age, which 
represented the interests of the local Reformers, con
curred in the opinion that the annexation cry " was a 
mere cloak to effectually prostrate the Reform Party." 
Although, according to The Age, the manifesto did not 
exhibit on its face a partisan spirit, nevertheless, both 
from its origin and the character of its support, the 
address ought reasonably to be attributed to the dis
appointed and baffled hopes of a clique, " which, having 
been beaten in the fight over the Rebellion Losses Bill, 
now turned their attention to more dangerous designs." 
In any case, the motives of the authors were open to 
grave suspicion. There was, it contended, a striking 
inconsistency in the language of the manifesto in pro
fessing the greatest deference to the wishes of England 
in regard to separation, and in painting such a graphic 
picture of the woes of the country as a result of im
perial policy. What, it demanded, would the Annexa
tionists do, if the English Government should refuse, 
as was most probable, its consent to annexation ? 

Very similar was the language of The Peterborough 
Despatch. " That the document is an emanation of 
disappointed Toryism, none will pretend to deny, 
although we are prepared to admit that in some par
ticulars it is exceedingly plausible. It will, we im
agine, be granted that this move is purported to have 
originated in the passing of the Rebellion Losses Bill, 
and further that the object sought by the individuals 
connected with the proposed measure is neither more 
nor less than that attributed to the men who have been 
so often designated Rebels and Traitors by the MacNabs 
and Cayleys of Canada. Here, then, we have the con
sistency of the scions of the old compact. In one case 
they hang and shoot men for using lead to attain a 
certain object, while they themselves avow that they 
are about to attempt the realization of the same 
object, through the means of soft sawder. Don't they 
wish they may get it ? " 

The general consensus of opinion in the Eastern 
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District of Upper Canada was equally opposed to an
nexation, though here and there voices were raised in 
its support. The old prejudice of the United Empire 
loyalists against the American people and republican 
institutions had largely disappeared, but the inhabi
tants were not yet prepared to exchange their citizen
ship.1 At the session of the Grand Jury in Bathurst 
Township, Lanark, a protest was drawn up against the 
Montreal manifesto. The inhabitants of the Town
ship, they declared, had no sympathy with the annexa
tion movement. The jurors, who were evidently 
staunch Reformers, added the rider that there was 
nothing to fear, but everything to hope from a con
tinuance of the British connection, so long as the 
existing Government remained in office to conduct the 
affairs of the colony according to English constitutional 
principles.2 At a subsequent meeting of the Lanark 
and Renfrew Reform Association, a resolution was 
adopted, incorporating into the objects of the Associa
tion a declaration in favour of the British connection. 

The editor of The Brockville Recorder, a Liberal 
paper, bore testimony to the fact that in a trip through 
a portion of Leeds and Bathurst, he had met with but 
one Annexationist. Although the farmers were com
plaining of hard times, they were comfortable in their 
homes and politically contented. The Cornwall Free
holder accused the Tories of secretly sympathizing with 
the Annexationists. " Even in this truly loyal district 
we have heard of some of the old Tory compact who 
are even now holding offices of emolument under the 
Government, exulting over and secretly extolling the 
treasonable document; and, were it not for the half-
pay consideration, we have no doubt they would step 
forth in their proper garb—their assumed loyalty cast 
aside—as traitors to their sovereign. Such men should 
be narrowly watched by the Government. We dis
tinctly tell these political incendiaries that the day of 

1 Letter from W. A. Buell, The Globe, November 20, 1849. 
2 October 26, 1849. 
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retribution is not far off. The Reformers of Upper 
Canada have no sympathy with these men—they have 
got all the liberties that rational men can desire, and 
they revere that magnanimous nation which has so 
promptly conceded to them the management of their 
own affairs in the shape of responsible government." 

The Brockville Statesman, the organ of Mr. Gowan, 
and the leading Tory paper of the district, advised its 
readers to have nothing to do with the annexation 
movement, but to look to the League as the only 
legitimate exponent of the principles of the Conserva
tive Party. The approaching convention of the League 
would pass judgment upon the question of annexation ; 
until then it was the duty " of every true man to 
remain stationary but steady." 

In the Ottawa valley, according to The Bytown 
Packet,1 the local Liberal organ, public opinion ran 
strongly against separation. It expressed the opinion 
that " the people of Montreal are ready for any mis
chief. They are, however, powerless ; for upon this 
question, as upon every other question, the great 
majority will declare against them. This move, origi
nating as it did with the Montreal Tory merchants, 
is too apparently selfish to command any degree of 
attention in the Upper Province ; and in the Lower 
the parties with whom it originated are well understood 
and treated with contempt accordingly. On the whole, 
the affair is too contemptible just now to attract much 
notice." 

The movement, it admitted, however, might create 
a new party which would find " many converts among 
the discontented, vicious, and disappointed class who 
fancy themselves men of a new idea." The Annexa
tionists were but deceiving themselves and the country 
at large in pretending that the home Government was 
anxious to get rid of the colonies. England would not 
agree to annexation, whatever some of her statesmen 
might say to the contrary. She was still deeply 

1 The Bytown Packet, October 20, 1849. 
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attached to the colonies, and necessity alone would 
cause her to throw them off. Whatever the attitude 
of the Canadian Tories might prove to be, it would be 
exceedingly imprudent for the Reformers to join in a 
separationist movement at the very moment of the 
grant of responsible government.1 Under these cir
cumstances, it concluded, the annexation movement 
was both impracticable and uncalled for. The Bytown 
Gazette likewise indulged in some biting sarcasm at the 
expense of the people of Montreal. The inhabitants 
of that fair city had taken up a new fad : they had 
now gone mad on the subject of annexation. But, it 
remarked, " We never put great faith in the great 
Canadian emporium of shopkeepers, and in the present 
instance less than ever." 

Throughout the Eastern District, the one lone cham
pion of the annexation cause was The Prescott Tele
graph, a Reform journal of pronounced Radical ten
dencies. The manifesto, it declared, was its own best 
defence. " We must confess we never saw so many 
plain incontrovertible facts put into so small a com
pass. . . . In truth we are a poor spiritless unenter
prising population, without means to help ourselves, 
and destitute of the energy to improve, if we had the 
means." Torn by dissensions and domestic conflict, 
the country presented a humiliating picture of misery 
and discontent. " For our part, we see no hope, unless 
all parties will agree to drop their differences, and meet 
upon some neutral ground; that ground has been 
marked out in the annexation address." That a 
change of allegiance would come some day was evident 
to all reflecting persons in England and the United 
States, as well as Canada. " In the present position of 
affairs, it may be that that change can take place as 
well now as at any future time, particularly if it can 
be accomplished without bloodshed." England was 
weary of the expense and discontent of the colonies, 
and was anxious to get rid of them, if the act could be 

1 The Bytown Packet, November 10, 1849. 
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accomplished in a friendly and honourable fashion. 
But, it added by way of caution, Canada should not 
think of severing the tie unless it could be done with 
mutual satisfaction. But the wails of The Telegraph 
were as the voice of one crying in the wilderness ; they 
failed to strike a sympathetic chord throughout the 
district. 

For some time subsequent to the Kingston Conven
tion, the League was not much in evidence. Negocia
tions were set on foot by a committee of the League 
with various persons and organizations in the Maritime 
Provinces, with a view to interesting them in the 
calling of an interprovincial conference to consider the 
question of a federal union. But at first, largely owing 
to the indifference and suspicion of the colonists by the 
sea, these efforts did not meet with much success. 
The rapid progress of the annexation movement, and 
the secession of many of their prominent members, 
stirred up the officers of the League to greater activity; 
for it was realized that unless some measures were 
speedily taken to promote the objects of the association, 
it would be difficult to justify, or even to maintain, its 
existence. 

Notwithstanding considerable opposition, a portion of 
which was due to a suspicion on the part of some of 
the St. John papers that the League was seeking to 
draw the Maritime Provinces into a political union 
with the United States, arrangements were at last 
concluded with the Colonial Association of New 
Brunswick for a conference at Montreal. The latter 
body sent two delegates, the Hon. John Robertson 
and C. Simmons, to meet the representatives of the 
League—Messrs. Gowan, Crawford, Wilson, Mont-
gomerie, and Gamble. As the conference unfortunately 
convened at the moment when the citizens of Montreal 
were in a state of great excitement over the annexation 
manifesto, its proceedings attracted but scanty notice 
from the press and public.1 In truth, the inhabitants 

1 October 13, 1849. 
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of the city had very little faith in the object of the con
ference. As a result of its deliberations, the conference 
unanimously adopted a series of resolutions setting 
forth : (i) That the commercial ills of the colonies were 
due to the fiscal policy of England in depriving them of 
preference in the British market without securing for 
them an equivalent fiscal advantage elsewhere; (2) 
that the colonies would inevitably be ruined, if Great 
Britain did not restore the colonial preference, or else 
procure for Canadian products an entrance into foreign 
markets, especially into the United States, on terms of 
reciprocity, "one or the other of which policies is con
sidered indispensable to the continuance of our present 
political connection with Great Britain." 1 

As the conference committee was now ready to 
report, a call was issued for a second convention to 
meet in Toronto, the beginning of November. The 
success of the annexation movement forced the League 
to determine its future policy in the light of recent 
political developments. All the old issues of the last 
convention were at once revived. In the various 
branches of the League, the questions of annexation 
and elective institutions were most carefully canvassed, 
and upon these two issues the election of the delegates 
was generally fought out. Some of the League leaders 
were wavering in their political faith ; some were sus
pected of annexation proclivities because of their 
advocacy of the popular election of public officials ; 
while others stood fast by the ancient principles of the 
Tory Party. 

Just prior to the assembling of the convention, Mr. 
J. W. Gamble, a prominent member of the progressive 
wing of the party, came out with an open letter in 
which he advocated the adoption of the policy of 
protection. Although personally opposed to annexa
tion on political grounds, he admitted that, from a 
commercial standpoint, a political union with the 
United States would be more advantageous to the 

1 The Globe, November 8, 1849. 
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colony than the existing humiliating position of 
" hewers of wood and drawers of water to Great 
Britain." Annexation, he argued, would undoubtedly 
introduce American capital into the country and afford 
protection to Canadian industries against outside 
nations ; but, at the same time, it would only effect a 
change of masters by subjecting the industries of the 
province to the domination of the United States in 
place of Great Britain.1 

The Leagues of Western Canada pronounced clearly 
and emphatically against annexation ; some of the 
branches specifically instructed their delegates to oppose 
it on the floor of the convention should the issue be 
there raised.2 The Grimsby League adopted a resolu
tion expressing " their abhorrence of annexation, and 
repudiation of the doctrine of abjuring one's country 
from capricious or other motives." But from Lower 
Canada, a few well-known Annexationists were chosen 
as delegates. The selection of Toronto as the seat of 
the convention placed the Annexationists at a distinct 
disadvantage, for they were called upon to defend their 
cause in the very centre of pro-British feeling. The 
situation was rendered even more difficult for them by 
reason of the fact that several branches, which were 
unable to provide for the expenses of local delegates, 
selected citizens of Toronto as their representatives. 
In truth, the influence of Toronto was most markedly 
felt throughout the proceedings of the convention. 

In November the convention assembled with upwards 
of sixty delegates in attendance. As at Kingston, the 
delegates were a heterogeneous body of men, represent
ing almost all shades of political thought—ultra-Tories, 
Liberal Conservatives, a few stray Radicals, and several 
Annexationists. Additional interest was lent to the 
proceedings from the fact that the convention was 
expected to consider the recent manifesto, and deter
mine the future attitude of the League towards annexa-

1 The Colonist, October 30, 1849. 
2 The Guelph and Gait Advertiser, November 1, 1849. 
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tion. It was thought by some of the Tories that a 
reaction had set in against both the Government and 
the Annexationists, from which the League might profit. 
" The sacrifice of French interests," The Colonist de
clared, " by the removal of the Government from 
Montreal, and the scorn which the Ministerial press had 
thrown upon the annexation movement, had alienated 
a multitude of their staunchest supporters," while the 
rashness of the proceedings of the Montreal Annexa
tionists had had a similar effect upon many of the 
members of that party. By judicious diplomacy, and 
the adoption of an attractive programme, it was be
lieved that many of the disaffected might be won over 
to the League. There was the greater reason for hope 
in this respect, since several of the most prominent 
members of the League, as Gowan, Gamble, Prince, and 
Wilson were not only Liberal in their political views, 
but were also on cordial terms with many of the 
Annexationists. 

The question of annexation was the most absorbing 
topic before the convention. The delegates apparently 
could not avoid debating the question ; it was dragged 
into the discussion of almost every matter from elective 
institutions to a federal union of the provinces. The 
convention, in this regard, merely reflected the state 
of public opinion ; as in the country, so in the con
vention, annexation was the leading issue of the 
day. 

The subject came up at the very opening of the 
convention in a series of resolutions, the first of which 
recited that " exciting and irritating political questions 
involving the dismemberment of the colony from the 
empire " were " engendering discontent, discord, and 
fierce political animosities," and called for the adoption 
of judicious measures to allay the social and political 
unrest of the people. Everywhere, Mr. Gamble de
clared, in introducing the resolutions, the people were 
talking of annexation and independence, and the 
Government seemed powerless, or unwilling, to punish 
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the press which was promoting the agitation. Although 
he regretted the publication of the manifesto, he hoped 
that the question of annexation would be thoroughly 
discussed by the convention. The leaders of the League, 
he announced, " regarded it as a dernier ressort, and 
were not going to buck the question." But the friends 
of annexation at once took exception to the language 
of the resolution, as unjustly reflecting upon the 
character of the movement in Montreal; and, notwith
standing the protestations of Mr. Gamble to the 
contrary, they pressed for the excision of the objection
able clause. Mr. Crawford of Brockville voiced the 
protest of the dissentients against the disrespectful 
language of the resolution, which was calculated to 
irritate the feelings of the Annexationists, and " to 
cause several gentlemen belonging to the convention to 
withdraw." 

The manifesto was a calm and moderate document, 
and not a revolutionary instrument. Such ill will as 
was evidenced throughout the province did not exist 
between the pro- and anti-annexationists, but rather 
between the two old political parties. Every man with 
whom he had conversed regarding the subject had 
admitted " that the time for annexation would come," 
and now, he believed, was the proper time to discuss, 
and, if possible, determine the question. Messrs. 
Macdonald of Ganonoque and Hamilton of Beverley 
joined in the protest against the censure of the Annexa
tionists. The former declared that the remedy pro
posed by the manifesto " was probably the only one that 
the country would finally adopt," while the latter 
considered it inadvisable to condemn the movement 
when the convention itself was divided upon the 
question. Some of the delegates were fully convinced 
that annexation would never come ; others regarded 
it as a dernier ressort; and still others were of the 
opinion that it was near at hand. For his part he did 
not care to discuss the question of loyalty to the 
British flag at a time when the farmers of the country 
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were suffering from the British connection, while their 
American neighbours were prosperous. 

In moving a substitute resolution, " that these 
colonies cannot remain in their present commercial and 
political state," Mr. Gowan expressed the opinion that 
annexation sentiment was growing rapidly throughout 
the province. The Ministerial press, in trying to put 
down annexation by crying up the prosperity of the 
country, were building " on a foundation of sand.'' The 
question of separation was now a mere matter of pounds, 
shillings, and pence. Since England had put the ques
tion on that basis, by the abrogation of the protective 
system for purely selfish reasons, it was not unpatriotic 
for Canada to consider the subj ect from the standpoint 
of her own special interests. The depressed condition 
of the province was a sorry contrast to the prosperity 
of the United States. He did not elaborate the de
plorable state of Canadian industry and agriculture 
from any desire to influence the convention in favour 
of annexation, but in order to prove the necessity for 
a change in the commercial policy of the motherland. 

In seconding the amendment, Mr. Murney of Belle
ville stated that he had thought at first that the question 
of annexation should have been shelved as at the 
Kingston Convention, but that he had yielded his 
opinion in response to the general demand of the 
delegates for a free and frank discussion of the whole 
situation of affairs. The manifesto, he regretfully ad
mitted, had met with sympathy from many who had 
not as yet expressed themselves openly. " The feeling 
was spreading faster than they were aware of, and he 
hoped that they would do something to stem the 
current." Mr. Wilson of Quebec expressed the opinion 
that the delegates would not now be hearing so much 
about annexation, if the previous convention had been 
permitted freely to discuss the subject. Personally 
his sense of loyalty was second to that of the interests 
of his family. There was every probability that the 
people of Canada would demand a political union with 
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the United States, unless England reversed her fiscal 
policy, for the sentiment in favour of annexation was 
spreading rapidly, particularly in the West. He 
agreed with the view of Mr. Gowan, that the convention 
should discuss the issue upon a purely business basis. 

The primary importance of the commercial side of 
separation was further emphasized by Mr. Duggan of 
Toronto, who demanded that England should show 
due consideration of Canadian interests in the deter
mination of her fiscal policy. Many Canadians, he 
admitted, wished for annexation ; personally he did 
not, " but it was forced upon him " by the unfriendly 
action of the motherland. This phase of the discussion 
called forth another speech from Mr. Wilson, even more 
Radical in tone than any of his previous utterances. 
Although he professed a sentimental preference for the 
British flag over the Stars and Stripes, and severely 
attacked the unfairness of the manifesto in failing to 
show the reverse side of the picture, which annexation 
would entail in the loss of revenue, the sacrifice of the 
public lands of the province, and the increase in public 
expenditures, he frankly avowed that, if England did 
not do Canada justice, he was prepared to fight. An 
amendment by Mr. O'Brien to the effect that, if Great 
Britain did not herself provide a market for Canadian 
products, or secure the admission of Canadian products 
into the markets of foreign countries, or of the United 
States under favourable conditions, Canada " would 
be compelled to seek the welfare of her own people " 
irrespective of the interests or opposition of England, 
was lost upon division. In order to avoid a confusion 
of issues, the Gamble and Gowan resolutions were 
thrown into the melting-pot, and recast in a consider
ably modified form, which happily proved acceptable 
to the whole body of delegates. 

The question of annexation again claimed the chief 
attention in the discussion of the resolution in favour 
of a federal union of the provinces. Such a union, 
it was felt by practically all the speakers, including 
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Mr. Gamble, the author of the resolution, and President 
Moffatt, was the only means of avoiding annexation. 
The very existence of the League, it was admitted, was 
endangered by the defection of so many of its members. 
A truly national policy was required to fire the imagina
tion of the Canadian people. An intercolonial con
vention ought, in the opinion of Mr. Gamble, to be 
called at once, for Canada " was on the verge of a revo
lution." Several of the delegates expressed grave 
doubt as to whether England would voluntarily 
surrender the North American colonies to the United 
States, but the majority of the speakers were of the 
opinion that she might be willing to grant independence 
to Canada, either as a separate state, or, preferably, as 
a member of an intercolonial federation. 

The annexation issue was again raised upon a 
resolution of Mr. Wilson in favour of an elective 
Legislative Council. Upon this resolution, the con
vention, for a time, threatened to split asunder; the 
progressive and conservative wings of the convention 
lined up in battle array. It was urged by the repre
sentatives of the new Tory democracy that the adop
tion of the elective system would be an effective offset 
to the radical propaganda of the Annexationists in 
favour of the more popular institutions of the United 
States, especially in view of the fact that those doctrines 
were taking a firm hold on the growing democracy of 
Canada. To the ultra-Tories, on the contrary, the 
principle of popular election was a dangerous American 
innovation, incompatible with the British Constitution. 
The resolution, it was feared, presaged a political revo
lution ; it marked the first step towards republican 
institutions—a step which would inevitably result in 
time in the incorporation of Canada into the United 
States. An amendment by Mr. Murney expressing 
disapproval of any change in the existing Constitution, 
and coupling therewith a condemnation of the Montreal 
manifesto, was lost upon division. 

So manifest was the interest of the convention in the 
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subject of annexation, that the leaders of the League 
were convinced that to attempt in any way to suppress 
or limit the discussion of the question, as at the former 
convention, would only breed discontent, and further 
the cause of annexation. Moreover, it was politically 
advisable for the League not to outrage the suscepti
bilities of any of its supporters, or drive them out of the 
party into the camp of the Annexationists. President 
Moffatt urged upon the delegates the wisdom of culti
vating the most cordial relation with the Annexationists 
with a view to joint action against the Government at 
the next general election. As the delegates were over
whelmingly pro-British in sentiment, there was little 
danger to apprehend that the debate would be con
verted into a propaganda for annexation. At the same 
time, some of the loyalist members thought it advisable 
to commit the convention to the maintenance of the 
British connection. 

A resolution was accordingly introduced by Mr. 
Miller : " That it is a matter of regret to this conven
tion that the subject of a separation of this colony from 
the motherland and annexation to the United States 
of America has been openly advocated by a portion of 
the press and inhabitants of this province : and this 
convention unhesitatingly records its entire disapproba
tion of this course, and calls upon all well-wishers of 
this country to discountenance it by every means in 
their power." In presenting the motion, Mr. Miller 
stated that, if there had been one, there had been 
twenty delegates who were opposed to the discussion of 
the question of annexation, because they wished that 
the impression should go abroad that the convention 
was neutral upon the matter. They desired the Public 
to draw the conclusion that annexationist sympathies 
were strongly in evidence in the Conservative Party, 
and that the convention, if not favourable to separa
tion, was at least not opposed to it. Should such 
an opinion gain general currency, it would, in his 
opinion, seriously operate against the League. The 



The Movement in Upper Canada 249 

revolutionary spirit was abroad throughout the world. 
Although the Annexationists professed the most 
peaceable aims, there was not the slightest chance of 
the peaceful consummation of their policy. " They 
were dissolving the bonds of society, and revolution
izing the country, not for the purpose of maintaining 
the great principles of civil and religious liberty, but 
for the mere chance of commercial advantage." 

The chief argument of the Annexationists was the 
commercial one—the loss of the imperial preference, 
and the advantage of the American market. But 
annexation, he contended, would sacrifice Canadian 
farmers to the American cotton, tobacco, sugar, and 
manufacturing interests. He denied the allegation 
that the English Government and people were desirous 
of throwing off the colonies. The views of the leaders 
of the Radical Party in England in regard to separation, 
upon which the Annexationists based their erroneous 
representations, were uttered at the time of civil 
war in Canada. In the face of a colonial rebellion, 
they had nobly declared that they would not hold 
the colonies in subjection against their will; but, 
on the contrary, would grant to them the fullest 
liberty of determining their own political future in 
relation to England. But such a position, he main
tained, was fundamentally different from that of 
the Annexationists. Another argument of the 
Annexationists, " supported, he was sorry to say, 
by a portion of the Conservative Party," was to the 
effect that, as a union with the United States was a 
mere matter of time, the sooner steps were taken to 
that end, the better it would be for the province. 
But he believed that time would develop a sense of 
deeper attachment to the motherland: the old 
loyalty of 1812 would break out again with renewed 
vigour. The peaceful plea of the manifesto betrayed 
" a Judas loyalty which proffered the kiss of affection 
to the Sovereign as an emblem of its treason." In 
conclusion, he assured the delegates that the resolu-
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tion was presented with no intent of stirring up a 
division in the convention, but in order that the League 
might stamp the annexation movement with its dis
approbation. 

Mr. Rolland MacDonald of St. Catharine's, whose 
appearance was greeted with loud cries of " Question ! " 
delivered a ranting pro-British address, amid the rest
less confusion of the delegates. The Annexationists, 
he declared, should not be too thin-skinned. He did 
not believe that there was a single member of the con
vention who was prepared to support annexation, out 
and out, though there were several who were suspected 
of leaning that way. Many of the signers of the 
manifesto were loyal Britishers at heart, and would 
still fight for the maintenance of the British connection : 
some had appended their names " on account of pique, 
and many in order to compel Great Britain to take 
notice of our position." These he desired to reclaim 
by holding out the hope of the future greatness and 
prosperity of the country. He accused the supporters 
of the principle of popular election of playing the 
game of the Annexationists, and charged the Govern
ment with insincerity in not opposing the election of 
Mr. Perry. 

The greater prosperity of the United States was, he 
claimed, fictitious, an inflated result of heavy borrow
ings of English capital. Was Canada to revolt, he 
asked, because she had been granted freedom of trade, 
the abrogation of the Navigation Laws, and the right 
of self-government, for which she had long contended ? 
By annexation they would lose the control of their 
public lands, customs revenues, postal system, and the 
English grant for troops and fortifications ; on the 
other hand, their taxes would be quadrupled, and they 
would be burdened with a part of the United States 
debt. Why should they wish for annexation to a 
country which spoke of them with contempt, and 
which, moreover, did not want them until the slavery 
issue had been settled ? Great Britain would never 
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consent to surrender the colonies voluntarily, since by 
so doing she would reduce herself to the rank of a fifth-
rate power in the world. Two of the annexation papers 
in Montreal and Toronto were, he alleged, supported 
by American funds intended for the Irish rebellion. 
But the people of Canada were loyal to the core, and 
could not be corrupted by foreign gold ; their allegiance 
was not a mere matter of monetary advantage, and 
they would not barter their British inheritance for a 
mess of pottage. Even though England should agree 
to independence, the Canadian public would not con
sent to convert their province into a slave state. He 
called upon Reformers and Tories alike to " clear their 
skirts of the Annexationists," and to unite in pressing 
upon the British Government the necessity of procuring 
for Canadian products an entrance into the American 
market. 

Mr. Gamble rose to clear himself of the charge of 
annexation sympathies which had been lodged against 
him by the previous speaker; but almost at once 
launched into an embittered attack upon the British 
Government. England, he contended, had placed the 
empire upon a materialistic plane, and had branded 
the loyalists of Canada as spurious patriots. The 
arguments of the Annexationists could not be answered 
by mere rhetorical appeals to the British flag, such as 
they had just listened to. Mr. Mack of Montreal ex
pressed the opinion that both the resolution and the 
accompanying speeches were uncalled for, as the 
loyalty of the League was too well known to require 
vindication. The chief danger of annexation arose, in 
his judgment, out of the old scorn of the English 
Government towards the colonies, and the fatuous 
policy of the Manchester School. 

At this point, an amendment was proposed by Mr. 
Hamilton : " That it is wholly inexpedient to discuss 
the question of annexation at this convention, the 
loyalty of whose members cannot be questioned, and 
amongst whom, as a body, there is found no individual 
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to advocate any such obnoxious principle." Only a 
firm expression of opinion on the part of the convention 
would, he urged, force the English Government to 
realize that any further delay, or refusal to remedy the 
legitimate grievances of the colony, might lead to 
annexation. The convention was quite justified, in his 
opinion, in using the threat of annexation as a means 
of coercing England into a compliance with their 
demands. The Canadian farmers would not suffer 
much longer without seeking relief in a union with the 
United States. If the resolution of Mr. Miller was 
adopted, the idea would prevail that no matter what 
England did, or failed to do, Canada would remain 
staunchly loyal to the bitter end. The League should 
not forget the insults that the British Government 
had heaped upon them. They were not called upon, 
Mr. George D uggan added, to trumpet forth their undying 
loyalty, but should rather seek to find some remedy or 
remedies for the evils from which they were now suffer
ing. But these clever attempts to divert the attention 
of the delegates from the main resolution, by arousing 
the smouldering embers of resentment against the 
motherland, did not succeed. 

The delegates shared the opinion of Mr. G. Duggan 
that, however much the expediency of the introduction 
of the original resolution might be questioned, the 
convention could not amend it, without creating the 
false impression that the League was in sympathy with 
annexation. The amendment was accordingly de
feated by an overwhelming majority, only four or five 
delegates venturing to support it. The Miller resolu
tion was thereupon agreed to unanimously. 

The convention revealed very clearly that the ques
tion of annexation had grown in interest and importance 
since the Kingston Convention. Notwithstanding the 
defection of many of the Annexationists from the party, 
there was still a considerable leaven of annexation 
sentiment in some branches of the League, especially 
in Lower Canada. But the convention was too strongly 
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British in feeling for the few isolated representatives 
of pro-American sentiment to venture to advocate their 
cause openly, save as an ultimate resort, in case that all 
their remedies failed to restore prosperity to the colony. 
The overwhelming majority of the delegates were 
unswervingly loyal, though a few were free to admit 
that the question of annexation was worthy of con
sideration ; they refused, however, to have anything 
to do with it, so long as there was a reasonable hope of 
saving the country in any other way. A few of the 
ultra-loyalists, Colonel Playfair for example, would not 
admit that annexation was a proper subject for dis
cussion. The decisive vote of the convention settled 
the question of annexation for all time, so far as the 
general body of the League was concerned. The 
annexationist members saw the folly of waging a 
losing battle against such heavy odds, and desisted 
from any further agitation within the League. 

Immediately after the close of the convention, 
Mr. T. Wilson of Quebec addressed an open letter to 
Mr. John Redpath, in which he deplored a continuance 
of the annexation campaign, as threatening serious 
injury to the interests and prosperity of Canada, and 
as weakening the hands of those who were seeking to 
improve the constitution of the country. He deeply 
sympathized with his many fellow citizens who had 
been reduced to insolvency by the unjust fiscal legis
lation of England, but he was convinced that the 
adoption of the policy of the League in respect to 
elective institutions, and the protection of Canadian 
industries, would rescue the province from its distress. 
" For annexation the people are not yet ready, 
and the discussion of the question is premature 
and imprudent, and, if persisted in, can only lead to 
commotion and civil war." For these reasons, he 
appealed to Mr. Redpath, as President of the Montrea 
association, to drop the annexation issue for the time 
being, until the policy of the League had been tried. 
" All are agreed that we cannot remain as we are, and 
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many that annexation may be necessary, but only as a 
last step." They should, therefore, wait to see what 
the future had in store, before rushing hastily into an 
advocacy of annexation. 

The response of Mr. Redpath was a scathing inti
mation to Mr. Wilson to mind his own business, and 
not meddle in the affairs of other persons and organi
zations. In conclusion, he remarked: " I do not 
despair of yet seeing you a good annexationist (criminal 
though the idea may appear to you at present) after 
you have seen the futility of the various nostrums 
which are now occupying your attention." This brief 
but pointed correspondence marked the final breach of 
the League and the Annexation Party. The latter, 
through its President, decisively refused to sell out 
to its quondam friends, or to compromise its princi
ples in any way. The flag of annexation was nailed 
more tightly than ever to the masthead of the associa
tion. 

At a subsequent meeting of the Montreal branch of 
the League, the Hon. George Moffatt stated that he 
deemed the expression of an opinion on the annexation 
movement premature at present, but thought that the 
Annexationists might have continued to act with them. 
He did not say that annexation might not finally come 
to be a matter for consideration and debate, but the 
time had not come yet. When that time did come, he 
would consider it entirely as a Canadian question. 
" But we ought first to ascertain what Great Britain 
could and would do for us." Should England, however, 
refuse to adopt a policy under which Canada could 
prosper, " then we must consider an alternative." In 
conclusion he severely criticized the policy of Great 
Britain in respect to free trade and the Navigation 
Laws. 

Mr. Backus, who avowed himself an Annexationist, 
saw no incompatibility in belonging to both the League 
and the annexation association, but several of the other 
members expressed themselves as strongly opposed to 
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annexation. In the ensuing election of officers, the 
former annexationist officials were dropped from the 
slate, and a pronounced pro-British Executive, with 
Hon. George Moffatt as President, and Messrs. Gugy, 
Allan, Fisher, and Mack as Vice-Presidents, was chosen 
in their stead. With such a board of officials, there was 
little opportunity for the future propagation of separa
tionist tenets in the Montreal branch of the League. 
There might indeed be a hankering desire on the part 
of some of the members for an alliance with the An
nexationists, but there was no longer any question of 
the loyalty of the League. 

Several of the Leagues in Upper Canada likewise took 
occasion to register " their most decided disapproba
tion of all attempts being made to sever these British-
American provinces from the mother country, with a 
view of joining the republican United States of 
America." l The Cambden Branch expressed the hope 
" that the convention, when it meets again, will use 
every exertion to suppress such an iniquitous measure." 
Among the Conservatives of Upper Canada, the con
sensus of opinion was tending more strongly every day 
against any interference with the colonial relation. 

One phase of the annexation movement in Upper 
Canada has been reserved for separate consideration, 
namely, its relation to the Clear Grit Party. The 
general election, as we have seen, had returned an 
overwhelming majority of Reformers to the House of 
Assembly. As long as the struggle for responsible 
government was being fought out, the Baldwin-
Lafontaine Ministry commanded the united support of 
the party. But with the triumph of the principles 
of English Liberalism, the former division in the ranks 
of the party again reappeared. The joint leaders of the 
Government were too cautious in temperament and 
too conservative in policy to please the more radical 
element of the Reformers. The latter were daily 
growing more impatient at the moderation of the 

1 British Pari. Pap. (Papers relating to Canada, 1850). 
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Government, and its apparent disinclination to deal 
with the burning political and ecclesiastical issues of 
the day. 

Mr. George Brown of The Globe essayed in vain the 
difficult role of endeavouring by friendly criticism to 
stir up the Ministry to action, and, at the same time, of 
curbing the restless spirit of the militant democratic 
wing of the party. The patience of the Clear Grits was 
at last exhausted. The Hon. Malcolm Cameron, the 
most prominent member of the group in the Assembly, 
threw up his position in the Government, as a protest 
against the failure of Mr. Baldwin to settle the question 
of clergy reserves. Throughout the province many of 
the local Radical leaders, such as Peter Perry, Caleb 
Hopkins, Dr. John Rolph, and William MacDougal of 
The Examiner, assumed an attitude of open hostility 
to the Government. Although not formally with
drawing from the Reform Party, the Clear Grits 
practically set up an independent political organization 
with a distinct party press. The principles of the 
party were derived almost exclusively from the demo
cracy of the United States. Their chief demands were 
for the secularization of the clergy reserves, the re
trenchment of public expenditure, the reform of the 
judicial system, and the adoption of popular elective 
institutions. But to none of these proposals did the 
Government lend an attentive ear. 

With the grant of responsible Government, Baldwin 
regarded his constitutional labours as practically com
plete. But to the Clear Grits, Ministerial responsibility 
was not an end in itself, but merely a means for the 
attainment of the ultimate democratic ends of the 
party. They could not help but contrast the material 
prosperity, religious freedom, and liberal institutions of 
the United States with the industrial depression, and 
the undemocratic political and ecclesiastical regime at 
home. They were weary of the long unending struggle 
against the forces of privilege within the province, 
backed up by the sovereign authority of the petty 
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tyrants of Downing Street. So long as Canada re
mained a dependency of a distant empire, and subject 
to the rule of the Colonial Office, there appeared, to 
many of the Radicals, to be but small prospect of the 
attainment of their political demands. 

Much had been expected from the advent of the 
Reform Ministry to office, but events had proved that 
even their own political leaders had fallen a prey to the 
fatal influence of English officialism. In their bitter 
disappointment over the failure of the Government to 
relieve their grievances, the thoughts of many of the 
extremists naturally turned towards the possible 
emancipation of the colony from the control of the 
powers at Westminster, and its contingent incorpora
tion in the United States, in case that relief could not 
be secured by any other means. " Recent events," 
said The Examiner, " tell us that responsible Govern
ment, as it now exists, is an illusion, a mockery, and a 
snare—only Downing Street law under a new name. 
We must have a Government that is really representa
tive and responsible, if we ever hope to attain to a state 
of public tranquillity. If we cannot have it while a 
colony, we shall unequivocally labour to obtain and 
secure it through our independence as a state." 1 

Throughout the summer and fall of 1849, the Clear 
Grit press, especially The Toronto Examiner and The 
Hamilton Provincialist, was carrying on with much 
success a guerilla warfare against the Government. 
Their indictments of the extravagance and inefficiency 
of the administrative and judicial branches of the 
Government reflected the bitter disappointment and 
chagrin of many of the public at finding that their 
taxes were in no wise diminished in consequence of the 
depression of trade ; while their demand for elective 
institutions was warmly welcomed by the growing 
democracy of the country, who had long been weary of 
the bureaucracy of the old regime. But the funda
mental grievance of the party was the maintenance of 

1 The Examiner, June 26, 1850. 
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the clergy reserves. All other grievances could be 
patiently borne for a time without exciting a demand 
for separation, but the burden of a system of ecclesi
astical privilege, which was inseparably bound up with 
the imperial connection, tried the loyalty of the 
progressive Reformers to the breaking-point. " If," 
declared The Examiner,1 " the Imperial and Colonial 
Governments want to create a universal shout from 
Gaspe to Sandwich for annexation to the Republic, 
they have only to tell the people that the clergy reserves 
are to be held intact by imperial power. . . . The 
remedy to which every eye will then be directed will 
most unquestionably be annexation to the United 
States." A similar opinion was entertained by The 
Provincialist and other Clear Grit organs. 

The Radical press throughout the province was 
doing everything in its power to force the Govern
ment to deal with the allied questions of the rectories 
and the clergy reserves. The majority of the party 
still believed that the evils of the country could be 
best relieved by the united efforts of all the Reformers 
rather than by creating a schism in the ranks, or by 
advocating such an extreme policy as annexation ; but, 
at the same time, they intimated in unmistakable 
terms that Mr. Baldwin must carry out their election 
pledges in respect to the clergy reserves, under pain of 
disrupting the party, and forcing the Clear Grit mem
bers into an attitude of opposition to the British 
connection.2 

The whole question was brought to an issue in the 
bye-election in the third Riding of York. Mr. Peter 
Perry, the prospective candidate of the Reformers, was 
a prominent member of the Clear Grit wing of the 
party, which was exceptionally strong in the con
stituency. Although he had made no public declara-

1 The Examiner, November 14, 1849. 
2 The Hamilton Provincialist of November 7, 1849, declared that 

it was still opposed to annexation, if Baldwin would carry out his 
promise to deal with the clergy reserves. 
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tion on the subject of annexation, his views were 
generally understood to be favourable to a union with 
the United States. The scattered Annexationists of 
the Riding and the organs of that party claimed him 
as an adherent, if not a member, of their own group. 
This anomalous situation of affairs called forth, as we 
have seen, the masterful letter of Baldwin in which he 
disavowed the Annexationists and all their friends. 

Mr. Perry was informed, in effect, that the Govern
ment would not recognize an annexation candidate 
as a member of the Reform Party. Notwithstanding 
the personal character of this communication, Perry 
vouchsafed no reply. Shortly after, a deputation of 
his constituents waited on him to invite him to become 
a candidate for the Riding. One of the members of the 
deputation—a British connectionist—took occasion to 
question the prospective member in regard to his views 
on the subject of annexation, with which his name had 
recently been very freely connected.1 The answer of 
Mr. Perry was distinctly non-committal. He gave his 
word that, if elected, he would not advocate annexa
tion during the coming term of service, and further 
pledged himself to resign his seat, in case his opinion 
as to the present inadvisability of an annexation 
propaganda should undergo a change. Annexation, 
in his judgment, was not an immediate issue in this 
election. He assured the deputation that the electors 
would be given a full opportunity to discuss and vote 
upon the question before its final determination by 
Parliament. This answer was apparently satisfactory 
to the deputation, for Mr. Perry was duly adopted as 
the candidate of the party.2 

But The Globe was by no means satisfied with the 
equivocal attitude of Mr. Perry. By his recent con
duct, it declared, he had practically ranged himself 
with the opponents of the British connection, and for 
this reason alone his election should be opposed in the 

1 The Toronto Globe, November i, 1849. 
2 Ibid., October 30, 1849. 
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most strenuous manner. This was not a question of 
party, for all loyalists should unite in frowning down 
the annexation movement.1 A few days later, how
ever, The Globe considerably modified its belligerent 
tone. It was now content to call upon Mr. Perry to 
define his position more clearly, in justice to the 
Reform Party, since there was reason to fear, from the 
boastings of the Annexationists, that he was not faith
ful in his allegiance to the Crown. 

The agitation of The Globe stirred up the ultra-loyal 
Reformers of the Riding to consider the possibility of 
putting a candidate in the field against Mr. Perry. A 
meeting was accordingly called, at which delegates 
were present from four of the five townships of the 
east Riding, to choose a candidate in the Reform 
interest. A motion to the effect that Mr. Perry be 
adopted as the nominee of the party found no seconder. 
A deputation was appointed to wait upon Mr. Perry 
and present the Toronto anti-annexation manifesto 
for his signature. In case of his refusal to sign the 
same, Mr. William Clark, a prosperous local farmer, was 
asked to accept the nomination of the convention, and 
the delegates pledged themselves to do everything in 
their power to secure his return to Parliament. 

In accordance with their instructions, Messrs. 
McMaster and Hall, the representatives of the con
vention, waited upon Mr. Perry ; but the latter firmly 
refused to sign the desired declaration, on the ground 
that it would tend to suppress the free discussion of a 
question which was worthy of the consideration of the 
people of the province. Annexation, in his opinion, 
was the ultimate destiny of Canada, but he did not 
think that the time had yet arrived for it. He renewed 
his pledge that he would oppose the policy of annexa
tion, if the question were brought up in the coming 
Parliament. Retrenchment and reciprocity with the 
United States would, in his judgment, best serve the 
interests of the public for the present. Mr. Perry was 

1 The Toronto Globe, October 23, 1849. 
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a shrewd politician. He clearly saw that no person 
could be elected in the Riding as an avowed Annexa
tionist. Annexation sentiment in Upper Canada was 
as yet, according to his own declaration, " without 
sufficient moral courage to give free voice to its political 
convictions." He had no intention of blocking his 
political future by a premature declaration of faith; 
but, at the same time, he stood ready to espouse the 
cause, as soon as it gave promise of ultimate success. 

The successful opportunist tactics of Mr. Perry 
placed The Globe in a most embarrassing position. It 
would gladly have opposed his candidature tooth and 
nail, but his personal strength in the Riding was such 
that it was extremely inexpedient to oppose his elec
tion, and so court almost certain defeat. It felt itself 
in honour bound to support Mr. Clark, as an anti-
annexationist candidate, but it did not wish further to 
antagonize the Clear Grit element in the party by an 
uncompromising opposition. There was already grave 
danger of an open disruption in the ranks of the Re
formers, and it was feared that an internecine struggle 
in the third Riding might spread to the remainder of 
the province, and not only accentuate the existing 
differences between the two wings of the party, but 
might also, in the event of the defeat of the Ministerial 
candidate, deal a dangerous blow to the prestige of the 
Government, and even endanger its position. Under 
these circumstances, it adopted a coaxing tone towards 
Mr. Perry and his supporters, in the hope of avoiding 
an open conflict on the question of annexation. The 
situation was relieved, however, by Mr. Clark's de
clination of the proffered nomination, which left a 
clear field to Mr. Perry. 

The Clear Grit press had been following the contest 
with peculiar interest. Mr. Perry was fighting the 
battle of the party with singular adroitness and success, 
and they could well afford to enjoy the discomfiture of 
their erstwhile friends, and the happy turn of events 
in their favour. The Provincialist took the keenest de-
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light in poking fun at the hapless struggle of The Globe 
in endeavouring to extricate itself from a humiliating 
position. The Examiner supported the candidature 
of Perry, whether as an Annexationist or otherwise, in 
view of the favourable effect it would undoubtedly have 
upon English public opinion. The Journal and Ex
press warmly commended the action of Perry in refusing 
to sign the counter-manifesto. No candidate, it de
clared, ought to pledge himself in regard to future 
issues, since he was responsible only for his present 
course of conduct and not for distant contingencies. 
The Long Point Advocate took strong exception to the 
pronouncement of Baldwin that the Ministry, if de
feated, were prepared to support any Government 
or party in opposition to annexation. Rather than 
sustain, it declared, a Tory Government, even though 
favourable to the British connection, " the Reformers 
generally would prefer independence or annexation." 

The embarrassment of the Government occasioned 
much glee in the Conservative ranks. The conduct of 
Perry was regarded as a personal rebuff to Baldwin, 
and as a severe blow to his authority as a political 
leader ; it afforded conclusive evidence of the rapid 
breaking up of the Reform Party. Tory journalists 
accused the Executive of postponing the issue of the 
writ for the third Riding until it was considered safe to 
hold the election. The Government, The Colonist ex
claimed, had shown its weakness in the face of treason.1 

Under the circumstances, it was considered the part 
of wisdom not to put a Tory candidate in the field, 
but to allow the two factions of the Reformers to fight 
it out. 

The writ of election was issued soon after in due 
course. On nomination day, Colonel Thompson pre
sented himself as a candidate ; but, on finding merely 
a handful of voters in his favour, discreetly decided to 
withdraw. Mr. Perry was thereupon declared elected 
by acclamation. The result of the election was natur-

1 The Toronto Colonist, November 13, 1849. 
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ally represented by the annexation press as a splendid 
triumph for their cause. The Independent claimed that 
Perry was prepared to make himself the champion of 
independence and annexation at the next general 
election. It expressed its cordial approval of his 
decision to oppose any immediate action in regard to 
annexation, since, in the opinion of The Independent, 
it would be most ill advised to force the question pre
maturely upon Parliament. Similar considerations of 
political expediency, it explained, had guided the action 
of the Annexationists at the recent League convention 
in determining not to bring the matter to an issue in 
that body. At the present time, it boasted, there were 
not less than fifteen members of Parliament who were 
in the same position as Mr. Perry, and the coming 
bye-elections in Megantic and Norfolk would doubtless 
increase that number. Such, it concluded, were the 
splendid results of two brief months of agitation. 

L'Avenir, likewise, confidently asserted that there 
were a large number of Reformers in Upper Canada 
who were heartily sick of the imperial connection, and 
would gladly welcome a change of allegiance. The 
Clear Grits, in truth, were striving to gain the same 
end as the Annexationists, though by somewhat differ
ent means. When the reforms, now so eagerly sought 
by the Clear Grits, were once obtained, " England," it 
concluded, " would hesitate even less than now to give 
up Canada. . . . The Annexationists, therefore, should 
support the Clear Grit Party and their principles with 
all their might." 1 

The position of the Radical wing of the Reformers 
was extremely critical. The rank and file of the party 
were undoubtedly loyal at heart, but, at the same 
time, deeply dissatisfied with the existing condition of 
affairs. There was indeed grave danger that this 
dissatisfaction at the continual postponement of re
forms might develop into an open hostility to the 
British connection. The election of Peter Perry was 

1 L'Avenir, April 13, 1850. 
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truly symptomatic ; it revealed alike the strength of 
the Clear Grit Party and their political tendencies. 

At this crucial moment there appeared an interesting 
series of letters from the exiled leader of the party, 
William Lyon Mackenzie, in which he warned his former 
followers against the perils of annexation. His sojourn 
in New York had wrought a disillusionment. Ameri
can democracy, as it presented itself in the form of 
political corruption, crass materialism, and human 
slavery, filled his soul with righteous indignation. He 
was convinced that the vaunted liberty of the United 
States was merely a sham ; that neither the grandilo
quent principles of the Declaration of Independence 
nor the unctuous guarantees of the American Constitu
tion assured to the private citizen the same measure of 
civil and political freedom as was enjoyed by the 
humblest Canadian subject under the British Con
stitution and the much-maligned Act of Union. The 
growing agitation in favour of separation afforded him 
an excellent opportunity of conveying to his former 
Canadian friends and adherents his opinions in regard 
to annexation. In an open letter to The Toronto 
Examiner, he stated that, although he was not prepared 
to oppose the reported rapid strides of annexation 
sentiment, nevertheless, had he been able to settle 
in Canada " every effort man could make would 
have been made by me, not only to keep Canada 
separated from this country, but also to preserve the 
British connection, and to make that connection worth 
preserving. Failing in that, I would have quietly left 
the scene, when I could not be useful." 1 

The voice of Mackenzie still exerted considerable 
influence over the Clear Grit Party, many of the older 
members of which were numbered among his former 
followers, and some of whom still looked upon him as 
their political chieftain. The timely advice of Macken
zie, together with the resolute stand of Baldwin and 
Cameron, served to restrain the rash tendencies of the 

1 The Examiner, January 31, 1850. 


