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which hi' has us.'d. .some words ol' primary importanct! which aro fatal to his view have
h.-cii omith'il. This misroadin,!;>- of passages in Di'iiys' worlv, whi. !i ax-', in smli plain
iMoiU'h that il seems utlcrly inii>cssiliir that aiiyoiu' could ever misunderstand lliom, is

the stran;^-ost tact in all (dOur lucid literalure. As a matter (d la. I, as the reader can see
for himself hidow, Jtenys, after spcaldnu' ol what ilr. Ilannay must admil to ])e I'artridg.^

Ishmd, goes on to add :
" On the same side as the island there arc <>Teai marshes or Hats."

These. Avords, "on (he same side as the islar.d," are totally omitted fn.m Mr. Hannay's
translation as yiven in his paj>er, and thus is destroyed the sense of .^ paissage which in
its truth and entirety is ([uite fatal to I he theory he seeks to establish, lint iliis matter
will come up ae-iuji in a moment.

(•-'.) A hare statement of this .sort .'an have very liltli- weight when not backed by
reliable ovidcnc(> of some sort. W'e have no reason for Itelieving that M. Masse de St.

Maurice, writin<^' in IT'iO, had any reliable information as to the site of Fort La Tour.
But, on the other hand, maps of 17.J5 (presently to be referred to) are known, which place
Fort La Tour on the west side, and it w^as very probably from one of these that he had his
information.

('1) Mr. Hannay's whole reasonin-r is based, as he himself tells us, iipon the suppo-
sition that Fort La Tour stood on the Fort Frederick site. Taking- this for granted at the
start, he proceeds to show that all we know of the sub.sequent history of l)oth forts is

consistent with his assumption, and hence a strong degn-e of probability is attached to

the latter. ])Ut aside from the fact that Mr. Ifaiinay by no means succeeds in proving all

of his i)oints in the line of the .irgument, owing to our very scanty knowledge of their

sub.sequent history,' there is the additioiuil dilliculty that if the assuini>tion to start with
be just the rever.se, i.e., that I'ort La Tour was at rorthuid Foint, everything is just ascou-
sistent with the assumption as in the former case.

The entire absence of cartographical evidence is a serious drawback to Mr ILmnay's
argument. The only maps he mentions, two in number, he admits to be against his

view. In a question of exact geogra[)hy. the evidence of maps cannot })e neglected.

' I'orinstun.ii, to tiike but ii finglo point. Mr. U.iiuiay argiio.'^ froui passages in I'liiircli's lii.story of lii« eastern
expBilition tlmt Villulion'.s fort, Imill iu \u'.n',, wa.s on tlio oa.st side. But Iliis U directly oppo-scil by a stati'nient of
Broiiillon, who was personally on llio fironnd in 1701. Hi.s .ifrtcription of the tort {in " Collertion liis Maiuiserits,"

(Jneb.v, Iss-l, Vol. H, p. ;-!!i|i) calls th«' laii.l "low. wet and unliealthy, which inaUes both L-arrisou and atore»
sillier," which applie.s pcrfeclly tu llie V\d t'ort I'oint site, but not to I'orlland I'oinl. Tlien he says :

" Ttie water
is very bad :ind very scarce"—almost the identical words ol' lieiiy.-, who aiiplied iheni to ( 'harni.say's Vort at C'ar-

lelon (see. behnv p. (.7)
;
an-l tlu'u lie a Ids :

" Tim place is very contracted, and .ill that M. Villebon has been able
to do lia.sbeen to arran^re what little earlli there i.s in bastions very litth; elevated and with a sIoi)e very easy to

surmount.'' .\iul :n;ain i.Murdoch, 1, p. Jbc. i^. ^.^n^ jj, 'extreniel> small, and eornuianded on one .side by an
island, at the distance, of a pistol .shot, and on the other by a lieight which eornniaiided it entirely, at the distance
of oidy a hundred and od<l fathonis, with the. di.-advantite of bavins; no water to drink without «oini» to seek it

lieyond the tonent of tlie liiver .'^t. .lohn." Ihouillon thus clearly indicates that \'illebon's Fort was in Carleton,
and not on the oast side, as .Mi. Hannay's cluiin of icasoninjr iviuires.

,-l.v (/ii.« /«/„ r ixjiassiiiii thnmjl, tin prcn.", I hare nciiri'l (m,,, Juris a copy of a map in lli, /V.hcA Archirts, mtitk'tl

" Vlan <lu fiirt dc hi Riricrr dc St. Jniii, par /c Sr. dr ]'i/liu', 2u >br 1700." Tins n VdMn.u'^' i.,rl, and shows it mr-
rounded Inj miUr on Ih,- irrst, uorlh awl rast sid'S. aud r"i:v,tid with tin land tn the sonth Inj a inar.d,ii nnlc. This scttks

linallij tlw silualiim of Vilhl.mi's fort, as Mr. Iltmnuj, uho ha< san the ma/i, admil.-^. It nvs iu Carliton al •' <M Fori."

llenee Mr. Hannay's cliain of reasoninf: must f.iU to the ground.

.Tust to the .soutb-wesl on this map is marked a hill, with the inscriiition, "hauteur d'oi^ io fort pent estre
incommode." This is of cour.so the heijiht mentiojied by Ihouillon. and is the very abrupt liill,bi^'lior than "Ol.l

Vort," on Water street between Market and I.udlow, in Carleton.
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