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Résumé

Méme s’il existe un intérét croissant pour
I'économie familiale chez les historiens qui
étudient le Québec, ceux-ci ont accordé peu
d’attention a la fabrication domestique
d’étoffes au cours de la période coloniale. Par
ailleurs, si les vétements font I'objet d’études
par un nombre croissant de spécialistes, en
particulier les ethnographes, la plupart des
auteurs commencent seulement maintenant a
utiliser des méthodes quantitatives pour créer
de solides cadres contextuels aidant a com-
prendre les rapports entre des changements
historiques importants. On a tendance a
négliger certains facteurs, notamment la
relation entre les matiéres premieéres utilisées
pour la fabrication des textiles et les produits
finis, les répercussions de I'importation de
produits sur les marchés locaux et la fabri-
cation, ainsi que le rapport entre les
vétements, les textiles et d’autres produits de
consommation. L’analyse suivante d’une base
de données informatisées, comportant 420 000
entrées fournies par des inventaires aprés
décés, sert de base a I'étude des sujets
mentionnés ci-dessus, ainsi qu’d I’évaluation
de conclusions fondées sur des sources
anecdotiques et qualitatives. Dans les com-
mentaires qui suivent, 'auteur accorde une
attention spéciale a I'influence importante des
produits britanniques sur les tendances
canadiennes en matiére de consommation,
surtout en ce qui concerne les tissus et les
vétements utilisés dans les foyers urbains et
ruraux de différents groupes socio-culturels et
socio-économiques de la région de Montréal,
de 1792 G 1835.

Abstract

Although there is an increasing interest in the
family economy among historians studying
Quebec, little attention has been paid to the
household fabrication of cloth during the
colonial period. Similarly, clothing is being
studied by a growing number of specialists,
especially those in ethnography, but most
authors are only beginning to use quantitative
methods to develop strong contextual
frameworks, which help explain the inter-
relationship of important historical de-
velopments. Factors that tend to be nelected
include the rapport between the raw resources
of textiles and the finished products, the
impact of imported goods on local markets
and manufacturing and the relationship
between clothing, textiles and other consumer
goods. The following analysis of a compu-
terized data bank of 420 000 entries from post-
mortem inventories provides a basis for
studying the subjects mentioned above, as well
as for evaluating conclusions based on anec-
dotal and qualitative sources. Special atten-
tion is given in the following discussion to the
significant impact of British-manufactured
goods on Canadian consumer trends, with
particular reference to cloth and clothing in
the urban and rural households of different
socio-cultural and socio-economic groups in
the Montreal region, 1792-1835.

Clothes often become hurtful by their being
made subservient to the purposes of pride or
vanity. Mankind in all ages seem to have

considered clothes in this view.
— W. Buchan, Domestic Medicine,
Edinburgh, 1812, p. 100.

This paper will analyze the impact of British-
manufactured goods on consumer trends and
habits in Montreal and its surrounding
agricultural area, 1792-1835. In order to

understand developments elsewhere in Lower
Canada, parallels will be drawn between the
agricultural districts of Montreal and Quebec
City.

During the British regime (1760-1840)
textiles and clothing formed a substantial part
of the value of an estate. They were also a major
component of Britain’s export trade. By
analyzing consumer and production trends in
cloth goods it is possible to begin to evaluate
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the impact of British manufactured goods on
the daily habits of Lower Canadians.

An analysis of over nine hundred post-
mortem inventories? provides a basis for a
socio-economic approach to clothing and
textile history from which conclusions made
by authors using anecdotal and qualitative
sources can be evaluated. Given the lack of
reliable and comparable census data for the
years between 1792 and 1835, colonial his-
torians have been using notarial documents,
therichest and most continuous of which is the
post-mortem inventory. Taken after the death
of a parent, this inventory provides infor-
mation on the goods of most social and ethnic
groups.

The absence of studies that establish a
rapport between clothing and socio-economic
and political factors has left this field of study
behind current developments in history. Key
variables, such as age and gender, geographical
location, socio-economic status and nation-
alism, have been largely missing from analyses
of clothing and textiles. Similarly, the
separation of clothing studies from those
concerning the evolution of consumer trends
in general and of home and industrial textile
production in particular, has isolated inter-
related developments, which, when consi-
dered together, help explain changes occurring
in a variety of daily customs.

Another problem with many clothing
studies is the assumption that it is possible to
evaluate how people were dressed by
analyzing historical illustrations or by piecing
together different parts of a wardrobe found in
numerous inventories. These studies tend to
gloss over some important questions. First,
artists usually portrayed well-dressed people
who were rarely representative of all levels of
the general population. Second, the majority of
colonial inhabitants, especially in rural areas,
had only a small amount of clothing. Thus,
when the evaluation of a typical wardrobe is
based on a qualitative review of illustrations
and/or documents, it inflates the amount of
clothing an average person possessed.

One of the most enduring historical myths
in ethnographic and museological circles is the
homespun theory which maintains that
farming families possessed enough textile
equipment to be self-sufficient in cloth
production. The significant role played by
imported cloth in colonial history has barely
been explored. Indeed, the idea that rural
families clothed themselves almost entirely in
the fabrics of their own making is widespread
in both Canadian and American literature.?
Historians on both sides of the border are

discovering that the rapport between home
manufacture and agriculture is more complex
than previously thought.

In spite of a number of problems involved
in using inventories, most of which have
already been identified,’ the existing data
bank® includes a wealth of material about daily
activities and consumer patterns during the
colonial period. Because the post-mortem
inventory provides information concerning
domestic textile production, a pervasive occu-
pation performed by women in rural areas, it is
an appropriate tool to use in evaluating the role
of home manufacture in the fabrication of
cloth.

The Context and General Trends
Francophones or Canadiens whose inven-
tories were taken thirty years or more after the
British conquest of New France in 1759 were
living in a transitional era.® In addition to
political and economic changes occurring in
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries, Canadiens were also experiencing
modifications in their domestic life.” Although
their households reflected French traditions,
their goods were increasingly of British
manufacture. By the end of the eighteenth
century British merchants largely controlled
the wholesale export and import trade,
flooding local Canadian markets with British
products, especially cloth. This economic
domination was further heightened by de-
mographic changes brought about by im-
migration and a large floating population of
Anglophone workers and soldiers.? Although
this arrival of British ideas, goods and im-
migrants had the most impact on residents of
Lower Canadian cities, rural inhabitants also
found British manufactured goods, including
cloth, too desirable to do without. While they
challenged British authority, Canadiens were
impressed by Great Britain’s military victories,
technological innovations and parliamentary
traditions. Isolated from France, inundated
with British ideas, manufactured goods, and
waves of new immigrants, Francophones
developed an admiration for many aspects of
British culture.?

In order to provide a framework for an
analysis of clothing and textiles, it is neces-
sary to briefly consider the general picture of
colonial possessions. An earlier study of
wealth in the Montreal area has shown that
since the value of fixed and movable as-
sets outstripped inflation during the early
nineteenth century (i.e., 1807-1812), most
inhabitants experienced a real increase in
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Figs. 1 (i) - (ii)

The furniture of the
elite in the late
eighteenth and early
nineteenth century in
Lower Canada saw

an increasing incor-
poration of British and
American designs and
the importation of
pieces reflecting current
styles.

(i) This arbaléte front
commode with claw-
and-ball feet is an
example of the
combinations of old
and new fashions,
especially popular in
the Montreal area. The
style represents the
grafting of an English
Chippendale motif, the
foot, onto a Louis XV
type of chest. Infor-
mation from an exhibit
catalogue, by

Christine Grant, Quebec

Furniture, 1700-1820
(Ottawa: National
Museum of Man, n.d.),
11. (Courtesy Canadian
Museum of Civilization,
Photo 77-1840) P

(ii) Sheraton sideboard
likely made of
mahogany, a hardwood
used often in British
furniture in the early
nineteenth century.
Sideboard said to have
originated in Montreal,
circa 1800-1820.
(Courtesy ROM, Photo
967-166)
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their standard of living. One of the results of
rising incomes was the acquisition of consu-
mer goods, including luxury goods such as
sofas, and rosewood, walnut and mahogany
furniture. Although urban merchants, and
to a lesser degree their rural counterparts,
experienced the greatest increases in their
fortunes, rural families also benefited from the
existing prosperity.’ With a few important
exceptions, notably among urban labouring
groups in Quebec City, there appears to be a
gradual increase in the percentage of income
being spent on consumer goods throughout the
colony, especially during the second and third
decades of the nineteenth century.”

There is a significant trend, for example, in
increasing the comfort level of colonial, and
especially, urban homes. Thus, residents had a
larger percentage of their movable assets
invested in furniture, household linen and
bedding, lighting, dishes and personal items
than they did previously. While a greater
proportion of one’s disposable income was
diverted to purchase these items, money spent
on stoves, tools and farming animals decreased
during this period.

One must be careful in making such
generalizations, as they obscure a number of
differences between social groups and urban
and rural residents, as well as concealing the
evolution of spending habits. An analysis of
socio-cultural and geographical factors will
help clarify some of these distinctions.

Habitants

The French-speaking rural family seemed to
fit the cliché that farmers were rich in land
and livestock but poor in cash. Agricultural
families had considerable amounts of food-
stuffs on hand, but most had less money to
spend on consumer goods than urban re-
sidents.!? Farming families invested less
than half the amount the average household
devoted to furnishings and in spite of a small
increase after 1807, their furniture holdings
remained below average during the first part of
the nineteenth century. Having little spare
specie, the farming population invested a
smaller percentage of their incomes in leisure
pursuits, furniture, kitchen utensils, heating
devices and clothes than other social groups
and, as one would expect of rural inhabitants,
they raised more livestock.

The relatively minor alternations occurring
in the home environment suggest that the rural
population invested considerably less than
other groups in making the interiors of their
residences comfortable. The fact that almost
ninety-five percent of farming families in the

late eighteenth century owned stoves is a clear
indication, however, that a measure of comfort
was deemed essential, and although they
lacked many of the artifacts of domesticity,
they more than likely invented games, as well
as other means, to help them enjoy long, cold
winter days."

Artisan Households

Judging from their inventories, urban artisan
houses were more comfortable than those
belonging to farming families, but far less
affluent than mercantile or professional
residences. Thus, artisans had twice as much
of their assets in furniture, clothing and
kitchen utensils than habitants.

Because of the importance of technology to
craftsmen, they invested more in tools than
other groups. On the whole, however, the
percentage of movable goods invested in tools
dropped dramatically, from 24 percent in the
late eighteenth century to 10.3 percent in the
third decade of the nineteenth century.
Although difficult to answer with certainty,
one wonders if craftsmen were depending
more on masters and merchants to furnish
them with tools," or if, as artisans acquired
more wealth, they invested a smaller
percentage of it in new machinery.

Merchants and Members of the

Liberal Professions

Rural and urban merchant families in the areas
of both Montreal and Quebec City devoted a
greater percentage of their movable assets to
household linen and kitchen utensils, as well
as to leisure activities, than other social
groups.’ Not only merchants, but also nota-
ries, lawyers and doctors, possessed far more
musical instruments, games and books than
artisans and farmers.

The emphasis in the mercantile com-
munity on significant artifacts of sociability
and domesticity, such as tea caddies and china
tea sets, stoves, kitchen utensils and glassware,
sofas, card tables and hardwood furniture,
pianos, backgammon sets, microscopes,
camera obscura, magic lanterns and reading
material, suggests that this group was using the
home to entertain themselves and their guests
in increasingly refined, affluent and oc-
casionally, ostentatious, surroundings.
Consider, for example, the stove, this formerly
essential and very expensive piece of
furniture, which became in the early
nineteenth century merely another luxury
item for merchant families. No longer, for
example, was one stove, traditionally located
in the kitchen, used to heat the house. Whereas
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Fig. 2

Fashionable and
distinctive dress, along
with fine horses and
carriages and
impressive structures
are depicted in this
engraving of the Place
d’Armes at Montreal, by
John Murray, circa
1840. (NAC 2466)

>

two-tiered stoves with built-in ovens were now
found in the kitchen, as many as ten and even
fourteen heating units were located elsewhere
in the merchants’ large, stone residences.'
Merchants undoubtedly set the trend towards
multiple heating units, and were in this respect
ahead of professionals.

During the late eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries political and economic
opportunities opened to notaries and lawyers,
providing them with the necessary financial
resources to acquire visible indicators of
prosperity.'” Like many of their counterparts in
New England,' this upwardly mobile group
put more emphasis on appearances, as well as
comfort than commercial and labouring
groups: professionals had a greater proportion
of their personal estates devoted to kitchen
utensils, furniture, clothing and personal
objects. It is important to note the rela-
tive differences between merchants and

professionals. For example, whereas the latter
devoted a greater percentage of their personal
estates to furniture and clothing, the actual
value of these goods was far higher in
mercantile households.

Clothing, Personal Appearance and
Social Status
How did clothing fit into the consumer
patterns of different social groups and what
types and quantities of articles were found in
colonial wardrobes? Although some of the
following conclusions are predictable, they
help form the basis for a better understanding
of clothing in Lower Canada, and by so doing,
provide insights into societal norms and
habits.

The desire to portray one's social status was
particularly demanding in the hierarchi-
cal societies of both the French and British
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regimes.' Differences in legal status, socio-
cultural and socio-economic distinctions,
conceptions and ideologies, socializing insti-
tutions, and social relations all form part of the
fabric of colonial society. The manifestation of
some of these factors can be found in the daily
activities and possessions of people. Others
are evident in personal appearance (i.e., hair,
physical features and body odours), along with
keeping abreast of changing fashions and
following the rules of etiquette. As mentioned
above, contrasts in the ownership of the
artifacts of sociability and domesticity, inclu-
ding furniture, musical instruments, books,
and houses were some of the obvious status
indicators.

It is not surprising then that one of the
motivating factors behind the acquisition of

clothing was also the desire to portray social
status. It is evident that certain parts of a
wardrobe had special attributes which were
meant to distinguish people of different strata
from each other. More than physical charac-
teristics or manners, clothing provided
individuals with immediate identification.?
Wardrobes gave people a sense of identity and
distinctiveness both within and between
groups.

Indeed, the type of clothing worn by a
visitor in Lower Canada immediately told the
hosts whether the individual came from the
city or a different part of the country.”
Although they probably continued to wear
their rustic outfits after returning home to the
country, many young rural inhabitants settling
in the city asked a tailor to make them a suit d
la mode as soon as they could afford it. Prior to
the 1830s when the wearing of locally made
cloth became an acceptable political gesture
due to a boycott of British goods, it was consi-
dered unusual or eccentric for urbanites to be
seen in the city wearing homespun.? This is
one of the reasons, for example, why Lower
Canadian lawyers and priests dressed scru-
pulously in black with white accessories and
avoided wearing the homespun of their rural
ancestors.?® Another reason for
displaying such distinctive
dress was the realization on the
part of the members of the elite
of the effect their clothing had
on their peers and people they
considered socially inferior.
Finally, as indicated above,
there were considerable differ-
ences between urban and rural
dress, due in part to the large
group of farmers whose pref-
erence for certain types of
clothing provided them with a
semblance of homogeneity,
while setting them apart from
urbanites.

Figs. 3 (i) - (iv)

Fancy clothing, such as
the waistcoats and vests
shown here, were worn by
members of the elite, and
adopted by other groups
at a later date. Whereas
those owned by the elite
were often elaborate and
costly and meant to be
partly exposed to view
when worn, those
belonging to other social
groups were usually less
expensive and slightly
more utilitarian.

(i) Eustache-Ignace
Trottier dit des Riviéres is
shown here well-groomed
and dressed in elegantly
laced clothing, including
a fine, probably silk,
waistcoat. Painting by
Frangois Beaucourt, 1793.
(Courtesy Musée du
Québec)

<4

(ii) Embroidered silk
waistcoat, late eighteenth
century. (Courtesy
Montreal Museum of
Fine Arts)
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(iii) Urban labourer
depicted wearing a
neckerchief, apron and
vest. Detail from a
watercolour by

J. P. Cockburn, circa
1830.

>

(iv) Pedlar shown
transporting wares to
the countryside in the

mid-nineteenth century.

Dressed in the habitant
style, this individual is
seen wearing a large,
likely leather, vest and
well-patched pants.
Painting by

C. Krieghoff, circa 1850.

(NAC 10698)
»

Trend-Setting Professionals and Merchants
Since clothing followed similar trends as those
previously outlined for other commodities, it
is not difficult to imagine that members of the
elite had the largest wardrobes. The
average percentage of assets devoted
to clothes varied according to
socio-economic and chronolo-
gical factors. Thus, although all
groups saw their clothing
assets rise significantly in the
economically prosperous
years of 1807-1812 and
stabilize between 1820 and
1825, only the wardrobes
of the professionals and
merchants increased sig-
nificantly during the early
1830s.

These fluctuations
seem to be directly related
to those occurring in the
economy. For example, the
reason farming families
experienced the most sig-
nificant increase occurring in
clothing ownership in the early
1820s was linked to the strong
demand for grain.* The drop in
grain prices in the following decade
was accompanied by a similar decline
in the habitants’ wardrobes.

Not only did professionals spend a greater
portion of their incomes on clothing, they also
appeared to be the most style-conscious.
Judging from the percentage of their incomes
invested in clothing, urban woodworkers also
demonstrated a similar concern for appear-
ances. Merchants often owned more articles
than others, but the proportion of movable
goods they devoted to their wardrobes was
only slightly higher than that of blacksmiths
and farmers. The investment of almost twenty
percent of their personal estates in clothing
made the professionals among the best dressed
in the colony, as well as leaders in fashion.

Professionals owned the largest per-
centages of common articles like socks, shoes
and shirts and clothing accessories, such as
gloves and hats, than other groups. Items
typically found in labouring homes, such as
locally made coats (capots) and coverlets
(courtepointes) were rarely present in profes-
sionals’ inventories.

An analysis of certain items, such as boots
and vests, provides insights into the way con-
sumer goods evolved and how they were
transferred from the elites to other social
groups. Clothing worn by important actors on

the historical stage was
often exploited by
merchants
who publi-
cized
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items such as Wellington and Brunswick
boots, in both English and French newspapers,
as being the latest styles in footwear.?® It was
this type of advertising that succeeded in
selling boots, which became popular after the
Napoleonic Wars, especially among the style-
conscious members of the professions.

The fact that clothing trends were often set
by members of the upper social strata, is
further indicated by the delay in the adoption
of articles normally associated with them by
labouring groups. For example, as vests made
of imported cloth lost their popularity among
merchants and professionals, they gained in
importance in the wardrobes of labourers’
families in both the country and city. Research
on the possible existence of a secondhand
trade in clothing might help explain the lag in
the acquisition of certain items by members of
labouring groups.*

One of the ways in which the transfer of
styles from Great Britain to Lower Canada took
place was through the importation of patterns.
While tailors, dressmakers and milliners used
them to make fancy clothing for urbanites,
young women and rural housewives asked
their friends and husbands to bring patterns
home from the city so that women could
reproduce them.?” Similar tendencies were
also evident in the evolution of the ownership
of hats and coats.

Urban Artisans’ Clothing

Artisan families invested less of their movable
assets in clothing than merchants or
professionals, but they owned similar articles.
In effect, the concern for comfort and
appearances among the families of specialized
tradesmen increased at a similar pace as that
set by merchants. Thus, in the 1820s, artisans
had almost attained the same level of
consumption of furniture and clothing as
merchants.

Urban woodworking families, a relatively
high percentage of whom owned dressing
gowns (33 percent), corsets (40 percent),
shawls (42 percent) and dresses (50 percent),
were similar to professionals in their clothing
habits. This confirms a trend which is already
obvious, that urban fashions were eventually
transferred from the upper to the lower social
strata.

While artisans possessed more common
clothing articles and accessories than habi-
tants, they also owned such essential rural
items as hooded and short coats (mantelets),
and homespun household linen.?® Shared
clothing traditions were particularly evident
among the families of farmers and artisans,

such as blacksmiths who had moved to the city
carrying with them a strong concern to
preserve old clothing, as well as similar
interests in styles and materials as country
folk.?

The Habitant's Wardrobe

Compared to urbanites, most country people
owned limited wardrobes. An analysis of
donations provides a portrait of the ideal
wardrobes of mature rural couples (forty to
fifty years of age) who had given their farms to
sons in return for maintaining them during the
remainder of their lives.*® According to these
notarial documents, the traditional portrait of
a well-dressed habitant in his hooded coat,
striped pants, colourful woven belt and shoes
is supported by the description of items found
in these records. However, since only twenty-
six belts were listed in the inventories and
notations of striped pants were rare, the
traditional image represents not the everyday
garb of the habitant, but the prosperous farmer
in his Sunday best.

Similarly, although the woman’s ubi-
quitous short coat or gown, long homespun
skirt and moccasins, seen so often in con-
temporary water-colours and historical ac-
counts, was the primary female outfit, it was
often in an advanced state of repair.** Since
women, many of whom possessed sewing
needles, also demanded a variety of cloth, they
obviously made and repaired a lot of their own
clothing.’? In fact, some requested that cloth
and wool be provided in place of socks, skirts,
short coats and cloaks and headdress. A few
women were so conscientious about pro-
longing the life of their goods that they
requested wool to replace the lower parts of
used socks.?® Obviously the way people
dressed was directly linked to farming:
prosperous years gave the rural family the
means to purchase imported cloth and French
shoes from the local merchant; in lean years
they wore their clothes thin and depended
on homespun cloth to replace threadbare
garments.3

When the various economic realities of
rural life are considered, they help explain
why so few items were listed in inventories.
Practices such as constant cleaning, repairing
worn-out items and replacing them only when
they were no longer useful resulted, by the end
of one’s life, in a rather threadbare wardrobe.*
Moreover, by the time an individual’s in-
ventory was made, clothing was often hardly
worth noting.*® In conclusion, portraits of well-
dressed country residents, even when com-
plemented by a study of donations, tend to
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obscure the fact that the wardrobes of most
were usually limited and in various states of
repair. In seeking to understand the dis-
crepancies between these sources and the
inventory data, we must learn more about the
economic realities of rural life and the role of
homespun in it.

The Homespun Myth: Textile

Equipment and Subsistence Farming
Did colonial families possess enough
equipment to meet all their textile needs? The
home manufacture of textiles in Lower Canada
satisfied some local, mainly rural needs in
clothing and household linen, but it never
replaced a long-standing dependence on
imported cloth.?

Since Montrealers possessed little textile
equipment, they obviously did not make much
of their own clothing. With the ex-
ception of homespun household linen
produced in the country and owned by the
city’s labouring families, urban clothing was
made from imported cloth by seamstresses and
tailors. Shoes, hats and gloves were imported
or made-to-measure by local craftsmen.

Even in the countryside where homespun
originated, its role was constantly changing. In
order to evaluate the degree of textile self-
sufficiency it is necessary to know how much
equipment existed and the amount of imported
cloth present in rural homes. Information
available on this subject includes vague
impressions and generalizations made by
travellers and government officials, idyllic
pictures of self-sufficient households and
some serious but qualitative evaluations of the
question.’®

Most of these studies seriously under-
estimate the amount of imported cloth in rural
households. As mentioned in the earlier
discussion of clothing listed in donations, the
demand for imported items remained strong in
rural areas. Even in the Quebec City district,
which possessed the highest percentage of
textile equipment, over fifty percent of
important articles of clothing, such as pants,
vests, coats and dresses, were made of
imported cloth.*

The Rural Family’s Equipment

The capacity of agricultural families to make
their own clothing varied considerably
between the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries and from region to region. Although
spinning wheels were prevalent during both
the French and British regimes, the single most

important piece of textile equipment, the
loom, was rarer. According to a study of agri-
cultural implements in the Saint-Hyacinthe
region, one of the few areas for which a study
of eighteenth century data is available,
looms were non-existent prior to the period
1778-1782 when a mere four percent of
households possessed them. Spinning wheels,
however, increased from 36 percent during the
decade 1740-1750, to 46 percent by 1782, and
to 71 percent for the period 1795-1804.

Figures for the latter period correspond
with the presence of spinning wheels in the
Quebec and Montreal districts. For example, in
the Quebec region, rural women owning
spinning wheels increased from 63 percent
during the late eighteenth century to a high of
80 percent in the early nineteenth century,
dropping thereafter to 70 percent in the 1820s.
The pattern was similar for the Montreal
region; 82 percent of households had spinning
wheels in the late eighteenth century: 85
percent owned them in the early nineteenth
century, with a decrease to about 70 percent in
the early 1820s.

Although the frequency of ownership of
spinning wheels was similar for all regions,
loom ownership differed. In the Quebec region
31 to 47 percent of the rural families in the
period 1792-1825 owned looms, while only 18
to 21 percent of the country people in the
Montreal region possessed this tool. It is
evident that not only had the capacity to
produce textiles increased throughout
different areas in Lower Canada, but also that
the amount produced varied considerably
from region to region. More research is needed
to discover why settled areas around Quebec
and Montreal differed so much in the owner-
ship of looms. Moreover, since most loom-
owning households in the Montreal area had
on average one loom and only five families
possessed more than one, it seems unlikely
that farming families were producing quan-
tities of cloth for external markets. A few
weavers sold small reserves of wool and linen
fabric in local, rural markets but these
quantities did not seriously affect the large
amounts of imported textiles sold by urban
merchants.

Rural domestic textile production may not
have had much of an impact on city markets,
but it was becoming a significant factor in the
household economy of rural areas. The above
analysis of cloth-making equipment suggests
that the trend towards self-sufficiency in
domestic textile production began in the latter
part of the eighteenth century and continued to
gain strength in the early nineteenth century.
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The figures of the Saint-Hyacinthe region may
not be representative of the entire coun-
tryside,* but the existence of a substantial
number of wheels without accompanying
looms appears to be indicative of a general
situation, that the home production of cloth
(i.e., weaving) was insignificant during the
seventeenth and most of the eighteenth
centuries.

Judging from an analysis of movable assets,
farming families owning looms appear to have
been poorer than those without. In other
words, many of those farming families who
were making their own wardrobes may have
been doing so because they could not afford to
buy clothes.*

What role does the possession of sheep play
in textile production? Consider first the
presence of sheep, and second, the rela-
tionship between the ownership of flocks and
textile equipment. By the late eighteenth
century, sheep ownership is a fact of life in the
Montreal area: almost ninety percent of
habitants own flocks.* Census returns show
that the number of sheep per farm had grown
slowly from an average of 2.4 in 1765 to 4.4 in
1784 and 7.5 in 1831.* These figures are
similar to those found in the Quebec city area
inventories, which show a fluctuation of
between six and nine sheep per farm, between
1792 and 1835. Figures for the Montreal area
were much higher: the average number of
sheep per owner increased from twelve during

the late eighteenth century to seventeen in the
early 1820s.

What was the relationship between
weavers and their primary material, wool? Did
most weavers own large flocks? Although
sheep are only one of a number of farm
animals, their presence was indicative of a
rural family’s relative wealth; families without
sheep were generally poorer than those pos-
sessing these animals. Families with looms,
however, did not own large flocks. Less than

half possessed more than twenty sheep and of

the five owners of two or more looms, only two
had more than twenty sheep.*” Owners of over
twenty sheep, many of whom were probably
raising them for their meat, were the most
prosperous. Although the lack of looms in
many of the households owning the largest
flocks suggests that the relationship between
textile equipment and sheep was not
significant, additional analysis is needed
before conclusions can be drawn. For example,
since weavers made material for people who
provided them with fibre, they did not need to
own sheep to be productive.

However, because families with looms
owned sheep and most rural households that
possessed spinning wheels also had flocks,*
they likely used much of the wool in the
fabrication of products for their own use, such
as knitted items. Moreover, given the poor
quality of Canadian wool, it was probably used
more for such things as stuffing mattresses and
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Fig. 4

Interior of a farm house
as portrayed by

C. Krieghoff, circa 1850.
The artist shows his
relatively well-dressed
subjects attired in
typical winter apparel.
Notice the cooking
stove in the corner.
(Courtesy Documentary
Art and Photography
Division, NAC
1989-524-2x)
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Fig. 5

The replacement during
the eighteenth century
of the fireplace by the
stove signalled a major
change in consumer
habits. The stoves
shown here include the
simple heating stove
from the Forges du
Saint-Maurice, circa
1800 and the three-
tiered stove of the mid
to latter nineteenth
century. This
interpretative drawing
is based on artifacts
and historical
illustrations.

(Courtesy

Joanne Bergeron,
National Museum of
Science and
Technology)

pillows than in producing fibre for the loom.*
The presence of large numbers of spinning
wheels in both the Quebec and Montreal
regions suggests that much of the wool was
being used in knitting.

How many sheep were being kept for wool
compared to the number raised for meat is
difficult to evaluate, but obviously an im-
portant percentage was used for food. Like
the situation in parts of the United States,
Canadien farmers may have been selling their
best sheep for meat.*® Although pork and beef
were traditionally the most popular meat in
Canada, mutton began to be consumed in
larger quantities in the early nineteenth
century.** Were Canadien farming families,
like their American counterparts in the
eighteenth century, adopting the British taste
for lamb?

Conclusion

As one of the foremost industrial and imperial
nations of the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries, Great Britain exercised a significant
influence on consumers. Increased industrial
output combined with the spread of British
ideas and inexpensive products throughout

the western world helped stimulate the modi-
fication of consumer behaviour in areas where
the British presence was particularly notice-
able, such as in the towns of Quebec and
Montreal. The distance from urban markets,
the self-sufficiency of most rural homes and
the farming woman's growing capacity to make
homespun clothing, meant that country
residents were not so easily influenced by
British imported goods as their urban coun-
terparts. In fact, the steady and gradual
adoption of the loom as an essential means of
home production by Quebec’s farming women
resulted not only in increased independence
from imported clothing, but also it led to the
appearance of a distinctive rural dress.

Whereas urbanites, including those of
French heritage, were especially affected by
the influx of British commodities, rural in-
habitants did not go untouched. In their
admiration for certain British products and
customs, Francophones in Lower Canada had
developed a taste not only for Wellington boots
and mutton, but also for potatoes and a host of
consumer goods which had become accessible
to common people during the eighteenth
century. Other examples include manufac-
tured linen, cups and saucers, and tea.
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The British influence was so strong that it
began to affect daily activities and popular
traditions in both the towns and country of
Lower Canada. For example, during the early
nineteenth century English words began
appearing in notarial records written in
French, and British symbols were even
incorporated into Quebec’s rural folk art. A
good example of this is the appearance in
homespun blankets of designs found in British
coverlets which were produced in a large-scale
cottage industry in Bolton, a cotton manu-
facturing town of Lancashire, England. If we
compare the eighteenth and nineteenth
century Bolton coverlets with those made in
Quebec well into the twentieth century, it is
clear that although the origins had been
forgotten, Canadien weavers had imitated
British designs.>°

The British presence in Lower Canada had
become so pervasive that a writer in 1820
described everything in Quebec City as being

Fig. 6

British. Although an exaggeration, this
statement indicates the importance of British
influence in Lower Canada. It is not surprising
then that even daily drinking habits began to
change. Thus, the Canadiens’ preference for
coffee during the French regime’* underwent
some modification during the British regime
when tea became a popular beverage among
both urban and rural residents in the early
nineteenth century.®* The fact that tea had
become a common beverage in England in the
early eighteenth century and in New England
by 1740 and in Lower Canada during the early
nineteenth century, suggests both a natural
progression in the spread of this custom, as
well as a strong British influence in a former
French colony.* Indeed, trends in technology,
architecture, furniture, clothing and diet
reflected the varying degrees to which British
styles had permeated popular culture in
French Canada.

Relative value of movable assets for Habitant, Artisan, Merchant, and Professional groups,

Montreal Region, 1792-1835

B Furniture/Clothing

B Kitchen utensils

B Leisure activities

Transportation

[] Animals/Poultry

[] Products
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Fig. 7

Relative value of movable assets: Habitants, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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Fig. 8
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Relative value of movable assets: Artisans, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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B Leisure activities
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Fig. 9
Relative value of movable assets: Merchants, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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Fig. 10
Relative value of movable assets: Professionals, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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Fig. 11
Average value of clothing, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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Fig. 12
Farming families with textile equipment, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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Fig. 13
Habitants owning coffee/tea pots, Montreal Region, 1792-1835
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NOTES

I would like to thank Sylvie Tremblay for
entering the Montreal region data on computer
and Jim Griffin of the Canadian Museum of
Civilization for transferring the material from
Lotus 1-2-3 to Open Access and spending
innumerable hours answering questions,
completing calculations, preparing graphs and
discussing our findings. Information concerning
comparative American information provided by
Peter Benes was useful. I would also like to thank
Jean-Pierre Hardy, Kevin Sweeney and

-especially Adrienne Hood for their comments.

An earlier draft of this paper was presented at the
New France/New England conference in
Deerfield, Mass., 15 July 1989.

While the analysis of the Quebec City area is
based on a study of 400 inventories, that for
Montreal includes 516 inventories, as well as a
number of complementary sources, including
artifacts. The inventories from four different
periods (1792-1796, 1806-1812, 1820-1825,
and 1830-1835) and of four social groups have
been chosen for the study of the Montreal area:
farmers, 258; merchants, 102; artisans, 94;
professionals, 32; others, 31. For a discussion of
the larger project in which this study is a part, see
the introduction in Material History Bulletin 17
(hereafter MHB) on “Material Conditions and
Society in Lower Canada, 1792-1835" by

TEA POTS

{7 1830-35

Jean-Pierre Hardy, Gilles Paquet, David-Thiery
Ruddel and Jean-Pierre Wallot (Spring 1983):
1-7. Information for comparisons with the
situation in the Quebec City region are based on
D.-T. Ruddel, “The Domestic Textile Industry in
the Region and City of Quebec, 1729-1835,"
MHB 17 (Spring 1983): 95-139. The artifact
analysis mentioned here stems from a study
written by D.-T. Ruddel in collaboration with
Adrienne Hood, “Artifacts and Documents in the
History of Quebec Textiles,” in Living in a
Material World: Canadian and American
Approaches to Material Culture, ed. Gerald
Pocius, forthcoming from Iser books, Memorial
University of Newfoundland.

For a review of the Quebec literature, see my
article “Domestic Textile Production in Colonial
Quebec, 1608-1840,” MHB 31 (Spring 1990): 39—
49. For a discussion of self-sufficiency in
colonial American households, see Carole
Shammas, “How Self-Sufficient Was Early
America?” Journal of Interdisciplinary History
13 (1982): 247-72 and the introduction and
bibliography in Peter Benes, ed., Early American
Probate Inventories (Boston: Boston University,
1988), 5-16, 170-172. For a recent case study of
this issue, see the fine Ph.D thesis by Adrienne
Hood, which has informed our work in a number
of areas, “Organization and Extent of Textile
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Manufacture in Eighteenth-Century, Rural
Pennsylvania: A Case Study of Chester County”
(Ph.D. diss., University of California, 1988), 1-
14.

Whereas the study of post-mortem inventories
has been part of the historical tradition in the
French-speaking world, probate records have
long been the object of study among Anglophone
historians. For a good example of French
scholarship, see Daniel Roche, Le peuple de
Paris (Paris: Aubier Montaigne, 1981), 288 p. A
classic Canadian study is Louise Dechéne’s
Habitants et marchands de Montréal au XVIF
siécle (Paris: Plon, 1974), 588 p. Work by other
Canadian scholars, out of which the present
study grew, can be found in the publications of
Gilles Paquet and Jean-Pierre Wallot. See for
example their article, “Les inventaires aprés
décés a Montréal au tournant du XIX* siecle :
préliminaires a une analyse,” Revue d’histoire de
I’Amérique frangaise (hereafter, RHAF)
(September 1976): 163—221 and the collection of
articles “Material Conditions and Society in
Lower Canada,” MHB 17 (Spring 1983). An
analysis of the representative nature of
inventories has been written by Yvan Morin, “La
représentativité de l'inventaire aprés déces.
L'étude d'un cas : Québec au début du XIX®
siecle,” RHAF (March 1981): 515-533. Morin
found that inventories were completed for
11.3 percent of the decedents in Quebec, a figure
somewhat higher than the same period in France.
For the same city during the French regime, Yvon
Desloges found the amount to be closer to
27 percent. See Yvon Desloges, Une ville de
locataires : Québec au XVIIF siécle (internal
report and forthcoming publication; Quebec:
Parks Canada, 1985), 351. In addition to the
American studies mentioned in footnote 3, see
Alice Hanson Jones, “Estimating Wealth of the
Living from a Probate Sample,” Journal of
Interdisciplinary History (Autumn 1982): 273—
300; See also Carol Shammas, “The domestic
Environment in Early Modern England and
America,” Journal of Social History (Fall 1980):
3-24and T. H. Breen, “The Empire of Goods, The
Anglicization of Colonial America, 1690-1776,”
Journal of Interdisciplinary Studies 25 (1986):
478-485. Although originating in different
cultures, the inventory and probate record have
similar gender and wealth biases. For a
discussion of some of the probate’s

shortcomings, see Kevin M. Sweeney, “Furniture-

and the Domestic Environment in Wethersfield,
Connecticut, 1639-1800,” The Connecticut
Antiquarian (December 1984): 10, 11.

One thousand inventories with more than 421
fields per inventoried individual, or a data bank
of over 420 000 entries, is a basis for analysis, but
when it is divided into chronological, regional
and social groups, only the largest categories
continue to possess statistical validity. The 421
inventory fields are divided in the following
way: 5 identification and classification fields;
382 article fields; and 34 value fields. Specialists
studying inventories are well aware of the many
problems involved in analyzing this type of data.
Although rich in information, it is more
representative of members of the elite, or of
people possessing enough goods to warrant an
inventory, than of the less fortunate. Thus,

10.

11.

labouring and marginal groups are difficult to
study using this source. Furthermore, because
most of the decedents for the Montreal area prior
to the last two periods under investigation are
Canadiens, it is difficult to paint an adequate
picture of the material world of Anglophones. In
addition to these problems, much of the details
are imprecise and/or incomplete. Since the
inventory does not include property values, but
describes movable assets, or goods found on the
land of the deceased, it is difficult to evaluate a
person’s wealth using this source. However,
since personal estates have been found to be good
indicators of wealth and differences between the
movable assets of decedents are similar to those
between the fixed assets, the analysis of
inventories provides a good basis for identifying
socio-economic variations in society. Paquet and
Wallot found similar increases in both fixed and
movable assets in the Montreal area in the early
nineteenth century. See Gilles Paquet and Jean-
Pierre Wallot, “Structures sociales et niveaux de
richesse dans les campagnes du Québec, 1792-
1812,” MHB 17 (Spring 1983): 29. For similar
conclusions, see Yvon Desloges, Une ville de
locataires, 360-366; See also Jean-Pierre Hardy,
“Quelques aspects du niveau de richesse et de la
vie matérielle des artisans de Québec et de
Montréal, 1740-1755,” RHAF (Winter 1987): 343
and 352.

The word Canadiensis employed throughout the
text to designate French-speaking inhabitants.
This term was used by both Anglophones and
Francophones when referring to members of
Lower Canada’s majority. Most Anglophones
identified themselves as British citizens. The
word Canadiens is used when describing large
socio-geographical units which include
members of both linguistic groups, such as
Lower Canadians, or when discussing generic
subjects, such as in Canadian markets.
Conclusion of Luce Vermette, Les donations
1800-1820 : activités domestiques et genre de vie
(Ottawa: Parcs Canada, n.d.), 2.

By 1831, these British transients so swelled the
ranks of the Anglophones of Quebec City that the
English-speaking community surpassed fifty
percent of the total urban population. Population
figures for Quebec and Montreal can be found in
my study, Québec City, 1765-1832: The
Evolution of a Colonial Town (Ottawa: Canadian
Museum of Civilization, 1987), 23, 24. See also,
Louise Dechéne, “La croissance de Montréal au
XVIlI*siécle,” RHAF (September 1973): 164,171,
and the doctoral thesis of Jean-Claude Robert,
“Montréal, 1821-1871: aspects de 1'urbani-
sation” (Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences
Sociales, Paris), 174. According to professor
Robert, Anglophones attained 36 percent of the
city’s population in 1842.

The impact of British traditions on French
culture in an urban setting is discussed in
Ruddel, Québec City, 1765-1832. See especially
the résumé and conclusion. .

Paquet and Wallot, “Structures sociales et
niveaux.”

Jean-Pierre Hardy’s study of artisans in a
labouring area of Quebec City showed that
between 1820 and 1850 the value of craftsmens’
chattels decreased. See “Niveaux de richesse et
intérieurs domestiques dans le quartier Saint-
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Roch a Québec, 1820-1850,” MHB 17 (Spring
1983): 63-94.

This conclusion is based on subtracting passive
debts from the total value of movable goods,
coins, silverware, gold, and active debts (those
owed to the deceased person). Additional
research is needed before definitive conclusions
can be drawn.

During interviews, members of a rural family at
Saint-Pacome, Quebec, mentioned a number of
games that did not require artifacts.

In other words, did this trend, which started in
the early nineteenth century, mark the beginning
of the proletarization of the artisan? This is one of
the conclusions found in Jean-Pierre Hardy,
“Niveaux de richesse et intérieurs domestiques,”
63, 78.

For a discussion of the size and furnishings of
Quebec City homes, see Ruddel, Québec City,
129-133, 225-228 and George Bervin, “Espace
physique et culture matérielle du marchand-
négociant & Québec au début du XIX* sigcle
(1820-1830),” MHB 14 (Spring 1982): 1-18.
According to Bervin, merchants’ houses had an
average of a dozen rooms. Bervin found a similar
concern for size and opulence in the households
of Executive and Legislative counsellors. See
“Environnement matériel et activités
économiques des conseillers exécutifs et
législatifs a Québec, 1810-1830,” MHB 17 (Spring
1983): 49.

Merchants, whether urban or rural, Anglophone
or Francophone, owned the greatest number of
stoves. It was, however, the British merchants in
both Quebec and Montreal who possessed the
most, between five and nine stoves per
household. Montreal merchant Patrick
Robertson, who died in the early nineteenth
century, had eight stoves; five other Montreal
merchant decedents from the early 1820s, James
Birss, William Hutchison, John Stephenson,
Etienne Saint-Dizier and Frangois-Hyacinthe
Prévost each had either eight or nine stoves.
During the early 1830s Benjamin Solomon
owned 9 heating units, Narcisse Ducondu, 10,
[John?] Richardson, 11, F.-A. Trottier-
Desriviéres, 13 and Horace Dickinson, 15. The
stove began replacing the fireplace in the late
eighteenth century; and the stove with oven,
current during this period, was gradually
replaced by 1825 by the two-tiered unit used for
cooking and the simple stove for heating. This
replacement of the fireplace by stoves was
accompanied by a similar movement in
kitchenware, in which fireplace holders and
containers were replaced by those more
appropriate for stoves. Ownership of stoves by
other groups was widespread prior to the early
nineteenth century, but most households owned
only one. Gradually all groups began to follow
the trend of multiple heating units, adding to the
single stove a household owned in the late
eighteenth century an extra one or two units,
including a two-tiered stove for cooking and at
least one simple apparatus for heating. For a
comprehensive study of Quebec stoves, but one
which underestimates British ownership of
them, see Marcel Moussette, Le chauffage
domestique au Canada (Québec : Presses de
I'Université Laval, 1983), 316 p.

The rapid increase in the number of members of

18.

19.

20.

21,

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

the liberal professions in Lower Canada is
described in Fernand Ouellet, Histoire
économique et sociale du Québec, 1760-1850
(Montréal: Fides, 1966), 202.

Gloria L. Main maintains that professionals
generally owned more key consumer items than
did businessmen. See her article, “The
Distribution of Consumer Goods in Colonial New
England: A Sub-Regional Approach”, in Early
American Probate Inventories, ed. Peter Benes,
(Boston: Boston University, 1988), 167.

See the discussion of colonial society in Ruddel,
Québec City, 1765-1832, 43-72 and of clothing
as a symbol of class and ethnicity in Ruddel,
“Domestic Textile Industry,” 110-123.

This concept is outlined in Roche, Le peuple de
Paris, 165.

This paragraph is based on information
primarily from novels written in the 1840s:
Patrice Lacombe, La terre paternelle (1846;
reprint, Montreal: Fides, 1981), 62, 83; Eugéne
L’Ecuyer, La fille du brigand [1844], in Le
répertoire national ou recueil de littérature
canadienne, ed. ]J. Huston (Montreal, VLB
Editeur, 1982), 89; Pierre-].-Olivier Chauveau,
Charles Guérin : roman de mceurs canadiennes
(1853; reprint, Montreal: Fides, 1978), see pages
47, 55, 80, 85, 87, 130, 154, and 155, for the
author’s comments on clothing.

This was the opinion voiced by one of the
characters in Chauveau, Charles Guérin, 80.
According to a character in a contemporary
novel, alawyer was “toujours scrupuleusement
vétu de noir et cravaté de blanc.” From
Chauveau, Charles Guérin, 119. For comments
concerning the role of religious dress in
identifying socio-cultural distinctions and
gender roles, see Mgr Henri Tétu, ed., Journal
d’un voyage en Europe par Mgr Joseph-Octave
Plessis, évéque de Québec, 1819-1820 (Québec:
Pruneau & Kirouac, 1903), 100, 101, 111, 120,
230, 231, 313, 385.

Ouellet, Histoire sociale et économique du
Québec, 389.

Prior to the early nineteenth century, boots do
not appear to have been common. Between 1810
and 1835, British merchants advertised in both
English and French newspapers the arrival of
large numbers of shoes and boots in the latest
European styles. References to “souliers et bottes
a la Wellington ou a la Brunswick,” can be found
in the Quebec Gazette, 15 October 1815 and Le
Canadien, 3 July 1832. This taste for quality
shoes was already part of the Canadian tradition.
Thus, fine leather skins, Moroccan leather shoes
and leather wallets and boots were imported
from France via England to Canada throughout
the British regime. See, for example, the Quebec
Gazette, 28 February 1765, 14 August 1796, and
12 June 1817; and Le Canadien, 22 July 1839.
More information can be found on this subject in
Beverly Lemire, “Consumerism in Pre-Industrial
and Early-Industrial England: The Trade in
Second-Hand Clothes,” Journal of British
Studies 27 (1988): 1-24.

Thus, after receiving a piece of silk from her
father as a gift, a young rural woman in
Chauveau's novel decides to ask her girlfriend in
Quebec City to send her a pattern. See Chauveau,
Charles Guérin, 198. Philemon Wright acquired
jacket patterns in Quebec in the early nineteenth
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.
33.
. These factors conditioned the degree to which

century to be used to make clothing in the
township of Hull, and in Quebec, Abigail
Brigham mentions patterns and the need for
“some handsome cloth” to her husband Thomas.
References are from the Wright papers. See
respectively, National Archives of Canada,
MG24, D8, vol. 114: 44 and vol. 6: 1924. For
examples of patterns being advertised in local
newspapers, see the Quebec Gazette, 30 March
1797 and the Quebec Mercury, 13 May 1834.
For a discussion of the amount of country
homespun material found in labouring homes,
see Ruddel, “Domestic Textile Industry,” 110-
111.

Thus, in the early nineteenth century thirty-eight
percent of the blacksmith apprentices in Quebec
City and seventeen percent of those in Montreal
originated in the countryside, bringing with
them rural social traditions. Since the
blacksmith craft was one of the trades preferred
by Francophones, and because the smiths
repaired agricultural implements and often kept
stables, their constant intercourse with country
people visiting the city was assured. See Jean-
Pierre Hardy and David-Thiery Ruddel, Les
apprentis artisans a@ Québec, 1660-1815
(Montréal: Presses de I'Université du Québec,
1977), 151, 168; Pierre H. Audet, Apprenticeship
in Early Nineteenth Century Montreal, 1790-
1812, (Masters thesis, Concordia University,
1975), 112; and Jean-Claude Dupont, L’artisan
forgeron (Québec: Presses de 1'Université Laval,
1979), 175, 259, 260.

Sons were supposed to provide their fathers with
the following clothing items: a suit in homespun
every two years and one in cloth every three or
four years; annual installments of a few
homespun shirts, a pair of woolen mittens, two
pairs of socks, of woolen slippers and of country
shoes (souliers de beeuf), one woolen cap or
toque and one pair of store-bought shoes.
Completing the father’'s wardrobe were
handkerchiefs to be delivered every two years,
and a silk neckerchief and hat every three or four
years. This description, as well as the one for
female clothing, is based on Vermette, Les
donations, 55.

According to Luce Vermette, most older women
requested fewer clothes than their husbands, but
possessed more than that recorded in
inventories. Almost every mature woman
required one basic wardrobe, composed of a
skirt, short and long coat. A few homespun
blouses, a pair of woolen and/or cotton socks, a
pair of slippers and moccasins, a bonnet, a toque
and a hat were considered part of a woman's
basic clothing needs. Accessories were rarer and
included, by order of importance, a neckerchief
and cotton pocket, handkerchief, woolen gloves,
shawl, corset, and a cotton apron. See Vermette,
Les donations, 58, 59.

Vermette, Les donations, 58, 59.

Ibid.

the clothing demands listed in donations were
respected. In effect, sons were often unable to
fulfill their commitments during unproductive
years, leaving their parents with the bare
minimum in clothing. See the description of
friction caused by a son’s failure to respect a
donation in Lacombe, La terre paternelle, 49-55.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.
40.

41.

This tradition of replacing clothing only when it
was beyond repair was also followed by urban
labouring groups. See Audet, Apprenticeship in
Early Nineteenth Century Montreal, 92.

For men, less than half the inventories mention
socks, less than a third shoes and shirts, about
one-fifth indicate the presence of the traditional
hooded coat and only one-tenth identify belts.
Given the incomplete nature of female clothing
listed in inventories, women's attire is
understandably even rarer than that of men: less
than half of the rural inventories include
homespun skirts (jupons and jupes), and about a
quarter refer to dresses and short coats; a mere
seven percent note the presence of shawls. Since
the notarial tradition (préciput and donation)
allowed for part of the woman’s wardrobe to be
reserved for her exclusive use, as well as for the
transfer of the responsibility for elderly peoples’
clothing to their children, significant sections of
wardrobes could be missing from the inventory.
Second, because clothing was so valuable, parts
of wardrobes were occasionally distributed to
surviving family members, sold, or given away
prior to the inventory being made. Third, some
people possessed so few clothes that all that
remained at the end of their lives was buried with
them. Finally, because inventories, and
especially those done in the country, show little
sign of essential wearing apparel, this source can
only be used as an indicator of trends.

For a more detailed discussion of the role of
imported cloth in the household economy, see
Ruddel “Domestic Textile Industry,” 98-107.
The first serious attempt to base an analysis of
this question on a wide range of sources,
including post-mortem inventories, is by Robert-
Lionel Séguin, Le costume civil en Nouvelle-
France (Ottawa: National Museums of Canada,
1968), 330 p. Information from that study was
summarized for the author’s classic work, La
civilisation traditionnelle de I'<habitant» aux
XVIF et XVIHFE siécle, 2nd ed. (Montréal: Fides,
1973), 701 p. Other monographs on this question
have acknowledged Séguin’s work. See H.B. and
D.K. Burnham, Keep Me Warm One Night, Early
Handweaving in Eastern Canada (Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1972), 6-9.

Ruddel “Domestic Textile Industry,” 106, 107.
Some families with a lot of textile equipment
sold extra quantities of linen, especially
tablecloths, towels and sheets. Though rare,
there are references to domestic linen and
homespun wool in rural merchants’ inventories.
The appearance of a few advertisements by
merchants selling homespun in Montreal
markets suggests that it might have been
penetrating the urban marketplace. See Jean
Bruneau'’s advertisement for 5000 étoffes du pays
in the Vindicator, 6 July 1832, Since British
merchants were importing homespun which was
difficult to distinguish from that made in Lower
Canada, it is possible that the étoffes mentioned
above were fabricated overseas. See the Quebec
Mercury, August 15, 1837.

The Saint-Hyacinthe seigniory, which was
granted to Pierre-Frangois Rigaud de Vaudreuil
in 1748, experienced little colonization prior to
the 1760s, and included only 1360 inhabitants at
the end of the century. See Hormisdas Magnan,
Dictionnaire historique et géographique des

Material History Bulletin 32 (Fall 1990) / Bulletin d’histoire de la culture matérielle 32 (automne 1990)




42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

paroisses, missions et municipalités de la
province de Québec (Arthabaska: L'imprimerie
d’Arthabaska inc., 1925), 440, and two articles by
Christian Dessureault, “L’'inventaire aprés déces
et 1'agriculture bas-canadienne,” MHB 17
(Spring, 1983): 128, and “Crise ou modernisa-
tion : la société rurale maskoutaine durant le
premier tiers du XIX¢siécle,” Revue d’histoire de
I'Amérique frangaise (Winter 1989): 364.
Obviously more research is needed to verify this
conclusion, but if it proves valid, the
implications for the study of subsistence farming
could be significant. In general, the extent of
loom ownership by farming families is an
indication of the degree to which they were
involved in subsistence agriculture. If one
accepts the preliminary analysis provided above,
it suggests that a large number of rural families in
both the Quebec and Montreal areas were very
much involved in subsistence farming and that
considerable differences existed between sub-
regions. These initial findings are, however, far
from definitive and other factors and correlations
are necessary before the above-mentioned
hypothesis can be accepted. In spite of the
outcome, it is obvious that the analysis of rural
textile traditions can have significant
implications for the study of subsistence
farming.

Between forty and sixty-two percent of the
habitants located in the Montreal suburbs during
the 1792-1835 period also owned sheep.
Percentages described here are of individuals
whose inventories were taken, and not of the
general population.

Data cited in Ouellet, Histoire économique et
sociale du Québec, 86, 342.

Three families from Montreal’s south shore
owning two looms each had between four and
seven sheep. The Racicot family had three looms,
four spinning wheels and twenty-three sheep.
On the north shore, only the Thomas family
owned two looms. This household also
possessed two wheels and twenty-five sheep.
Five rural families in the 1820-1825 period and
three in each of the remaining periods did not
own sheep.

Idea from A. Hood, “Organization and Extent of
Textile Manufacture,” 59, 60.

Although James T. Lemon suggests that residents
of southeastern Pennsylvania were not eating
sheep meat, Adrienne Hood's research shows
that they were. See James T. Lemon, The Best
Poor Man’s Country, A Geographical Study of
Early Southeastern Pennsylvania (New York:
W. W. Norton and Co., Inc., 1972), 167, cited in
Hood, Organization and Extent of Textile
Manufacture, 82. Over twenty percent of

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

inhabitants in the Montreal areas possessed
lambs. Although this may merely be a sign of
healthy flocks, the existence of so much tender
meat did not go unnoticed. Indeed, lamb was
specified in over forty-three per cent of the
donations in the Quebec city region during the
early nineteenth century and seven percent of
those in the Montreal area. See Vermette, Les
donations, 43.

Canadiens’ preference for pork, lard and beef
during the French regime has been described by
Desloges, Une ville de locataires, 236, 249. See
Vermette, Les donations, 43, for a description of
the increasing popularity of mutton.

The discussion of the Bolton coverlets and
Quebec folk. art comes from our forthcoming
article, A. Hood and D.-T. Ruddel, “Artifacts and
Documents in the History of Quebec Textiles,”
Living in a Material World, ed. G. Pocius. At an
international conference of textile historians in
Saint John, New Brunswick in 1989, the British
historian Joan Thirsk suggested that the Bolton
designs probably originated in British folk
motifs.

Desloges, Une ville de locataires, 246, and
Vermette, Les donations, 44. According to Luce
Vermette, although tea was mentioned more
often in donations than coffee, the portions of
coffee requested were larger than those for tea.
An analysis of kitchen utensils in the inventories
of habitants in the Montreal area shows a
dramatic increase during the early nineteenth
century in the percentage of farming households
possessing tea pots. Between 1796 and 1812, the
ownership of tea pots in farming households
jumped from approximately 10 percent to over
50 percent, while coffee pots declined from
38 percent to 36 percent. It is interesting to note
that although members of lower socio-economic
groups often used the same pot for coffee and tea,
rural notaries clearly distinguished between the
two, which suggests that their clients had
containers for both beverages.

Rodris Roth, “Tea-Drinking in Eighteenth
Century America: Its Etiquette and Equipage,”
Material Life in America 1600-1840, ed. Robert
Blair St. George (Boston: Northeastern
University Press, 1988), 439—441. In the late
eighteenth century of both Upper and Lower
Canada, Anglo-Saxons drank tea in the morning,
afternoon and evening. It was customary to do so
among the governor’s suite, as well as in urban
homes and rural inns. For examples, see the
unpublished diary of M. Jencken, a German
merchant in Quebec City, pp. 7, 11, 17, and 201,
Archives nationales du Québec, and The Diary of
Mrs John Graves Simcoe, ed. ]. Ross Robertson
(Toronto: W. Briggs, 1911), 141.
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