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Dole Mliould hiivf luisrcad the plniii l-'rciuli orDon3'^s' narrative is most surprisiii<>. ilonys

(lui\s say that Ciianiisay's Fort stood (ui the site of Fort Frederick, as Mr. Dole states, hut
hi- says not oue word lluit can be i oiistrui'd to mean tliat i'ort Lii Tour stodd below it or

anywhere in the vieinity of l-'ort Dull'.rin '

(;1) The total lack of other documentary and ot rarton-iaphical eviden(;e, in five ot

the mass of both, placing the fori, farther up the harbour, eannoi Ix- overlooked. I^arly

maps iiiarkiuu- Ihe forts on tli,' harbour phirc neitler of them nt ]-"orl Dullerin.

111.—TUK FuKT FuKDKinciv ?«iiii:.

Tliis view was mentioned by Murdoeli in Ibil 1. To it the adheren.e of James Ilannay,

alter long and eareful study bearing ;)u the qu",stion, i;ives the .stroinzest su|>porl ; and
other lorul historians believe lor the most part with him. Mr. Ilannay has summed up
the t'videnee in a paper presented to the N. 15. llisloiirid Soeieiy in Feb.. 18S:.',- and pub-

lished in a loi al paper ai iluit lime.

The evidence for his view is as follows, reslins?

(1) Upon a reading of l)enys" narrative, whieli Avould make liie "marshes'' referred

to by the latter the Hats of Courtemiy Bay; (.^harnisay's Fort, whi. h was above them on
the same side, would thendore eome on the east side, and iirobably at Portland Point. As
two forts are raimtioned by Deuys (a ta.t for which there is other ample evidence), and as

Old Fort Point (site of Inirt Frederick) is the only other place on the harbour where a

fort is known to have stood, by a jirocess of exclusion, F'ort ]/i Tour must have stood on
Old Fort Point in Caileton.

(-.) Opoii asiatement of M. Massede ,St. Maurice, in a letter to tlie iMeiich Government,
written in iTti", in which it is said :

• Fort La Tour, or St. .Tohn, is im the lefi hank of ihe

River Si, .Tolin, and tiuit it has a garrison of 180 iMiglishmen." As this uarrison was cer-

tainly in Fort l-'rcderick, the latter and Fort La Tour must lht>rcfove occui)y the same site.'

(•!,) Upon a chain of r>'asoning \>hieh cnde.ivoius to trace Ihe history of both forts

eontiiiuou,-)ly from the lime oi La Tour and Charnisay to the building of F^ort Frederick,

and lo show that the Portland Point Fort, \'ill<'bon's Fort, and (.'harnisay's Fort all occu-

l)ied one site, while l''ort Frederick, a fort mentioned by Cardillac and others, aiul Fort La
Tour occupied the Carleton site.

No evidence horn maps is oi'fered l)y Mr. Mannay.

The rea.--ons why Mr, liaunay's arguments are far from convincing are as follow.- :

—

(i.) He has incorre<tly read Ucnys' narrative ; or rather, in the copy or translation

' t'lilc'ss lieii\ s' iiieiilien of "1101111111 tlio isliiml w licrc vcs-sels iiinlior" IjO tiikeii tu r«!er te I'lirtiiilfrc Ishiiul.

Hut iU)t inily L* this not .siisliiiiinl liy .an. Uvta ulialc,\('r in the, luiirativn, l)iit it in oxpre.s.sly iimtnuiiited by
Doiiyt! hliiisi'ir ,\ little fiirllior aluntr, alter dcMTitiir^ lln' iuubotir and fiirt.s, lio ri-,sMmeH hi.s lUscritilion of tla!

river ivheve Ihein, ,sayiijt;
;

" TIih inland <if which 1 have spoken hein^' i)a8,seil, iiiidpr wliii-h ves.sels aiiehor that

ihey may be more .shcllcrnd, it i.? oidy n good ('.aniioii shot to tin- Tails,'' etc, Tho worda cannot poN.sibly be made
to apply to liny other than .Navy Jshiiid,

- Thu >IS. oriiii.s lie lias been so lipiienni.s as lo loan to Ihe (iresoiit writer for ii.^-e iti tho preparation of thi.^j

jiaifr.

tiivrii 111 .Murdoch's " Nova ScoUa," \'cil. II, p. Ss:;.

' Mr Haiinay does not mention this in his paper, lint in a letter to the prL'.seni writer.


