
NOTE.

The manuscript of the annexed narrative waa oiroalated for half aeentnrj

in Quebec by the late Deputy-CommieBary-Qeneral Thompson, with a not*

to tlie effect that it was transcribed by him " from rough memoranda."

From tlie high position which both he and his father had held in publio

estimation, for nearly a century, it was generally known as the "Thompnon
ManuBcript." A short time belbre tlie removal of the Royal Engineers from

Quebec, Mr. C. Walkem, an employe of the Department, in assorting th»

othce-papers, discovered a n .inuscript, and, not being aware of the exiatene*

of tlie " Thompson Narrative," believed that it was an original documant.

Under this impreseior. he shewed it to me, when I at once pronounced it a

nearly verbatim-etlUeratim copy of Thompson, and produced to him the

original, which I left for some time in his possession, Mr. WyJkem
ditiseiited from my view of the case, and in December last the mviuscript

found by him appeared in the Canadian Illustrated Nnos a« an origioal

paper never before published, and being the production of a Major Monerief,

an Engineer of the Expeililion. I at once took exception to this, which led

to a lengthy correspondence, in the course of which it came out that the

iiianu:^cript had been published among the Royal Engineer Corps paperd ia

1848, having been furnished by the latcGeiieial Lewis, and that the copy found

by Mr. Walkem was nol, as he had alleged, a copy of the original of Major

Monerief, but had been transcribed by Mr. Pilkington, in 1857, by direction

of Colonel Galhvey, from the Engineer Corps papers, for the information

of Sir Will. Eyre. Mr. Tregelias lias ^'inoe laid cl!»im to the authorship

for Major McKellar, the Engineer inChief of the Expedition, but admit*

that they are not in possession of the original manuscript, which they hare

hitherto failed to discover. In the course of the controversy, among other

statements it was alleged that the Monerief manuscript was written in " the

old style of the English of the year 175'J, whereas the Thompson journal

in written in the moilern stylt>." Mr. Cliarles Walkem has also wri»*,en :

"Strictly speaking, there is tiotliing clear or wslldejined &ho\xtiW\adoc\im9ntj

" which was kindly lent me by tlic I'reeident of the Society. I compared both

" manuscripta carefully at my leisure, and find that the Monerief manuscript !•

" by no means a literal copy. There are in the Thompson manuscript over

•'twelve hundred (12G0!) words additional, om'tted, or changed." I

underlined in the Thompson manuscript all the passages differing from the

Monerief, and placed it in the hands of the printer, with the request that be

would put all the underlined portion into Italics, which he has dene. I

have counted the words in the "Thompson Journal," and find that as nearly

as possible they amount to ll,'jy:i. The Monerief contains somewhat less;

but both contain 10,783 exactly alike. The chief diflerence arises whsre

whole and sometimes lung sentences, which are not found in Monerief, are

found in Thompson ; but all of them, it will le Been, add to the cltRrneea aad


