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l)arallel -%hIicli forins. thoulgl net for thlis reasoli.

a part of the l)reselit nerthern boulidary o>f New

I hrilîîswick > granted hum a patý of.thecir lands il,

Ille regioli dispîîted withi the Frencli. nanlicly

Acadia, whichi, silice i6o3. the latter hiad clainicd

wî<i0cr riglîts froin tic voyage of Verrazano. I lus

gralt, forming Necv Scotland, was scj)arate(l f roni

New Eniglanld by the St. Croix, and wvas bouinded

eClsewvhiere. by the océan, t1hus possessinig recogliz-

able' nattiral boundaries instead of tie invisible

1)arallels by vhîich ail the othier earlier couintries

had beeîî linîited.

hile country wvas, thien, to be called co et-

Iaild; and so it wvas upon aIl inaps, except a' few pub-

Iislied ini Latin, until after the Treaty of Utrecht ini

1713. Thiat treaty was drawn up in Latin, Frenchi

and English, and the Latin versionî uses, of course,

the Latin fori XNova Scotia, preciselv as had the

original Latin charter of 16--1, w'hile the Englishi

and Frencli versions alsol adopt the Latin instead

of the English forin, primarîly lio doubt for con-

venience. But its use in this treaty would not have

(isplaced the English forin .Ncw Scotland by the

Latin forni Nova Scotia for all succeeding timies,

hiad it tiot been that iinînediately after it wvas signed

a dispute arose beiween England and France as to

the bo unds of Acadia or Nova Scotia, a dispute

wvhich contintied with great vigor until 1755, and

whiich caused the treaty to be discussed and quoted

colistaiîtly, aîîd miaps to be inlade to illustrate it.

.%S these discussions frequently cited the treaty,

thîey naturally adopted its fori of Nov.;a Scotia; and

it is, 1 believe, beyQnd question that w~e owve tie

presenît use of the Latin forni of the name&to those

boundary disputes, without which the country

would to-da.y be kîîown to us as Ncei' Scotlapid.
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Thc discussion of the naine Nova Scotia suggests

that older and closely interrelated naine, Acadia.

And if nîy readers were asked to explaîn the origiu

of Acadia. they would probably all agréé thiat it is

derived'froni tic 'Micmac terniiiîation acadie.- signi-

fying *place of occurrenîce" of soîîîethiiig. L'lt
.'Icv wvould b.1blee oaywrng. This i.,

liot the. place to give aIl the evide lice iii detail; but 1

shall sinîply point eut a -few facts. Tlie sîîpposed

origin of Acadia (or Acadie)i fri acICItc.t rests

entirely tipoii a celirici(lelce; acadic (lecs ecclir

nianiv tuimes as a ternnation of indiani . words ini

Acadia: an(l the naine AcadIie. or Acadia. Nva s ap-

plied to tlîe whîole comntrv ; thierefore it lias beeti iii-

ferred thiat the&, arc tlc saie wvord. Although inaiîy

distinigt .islicd writers have hield this view, thiere is

nlot the sliglhtest historie cvjdleice in nîaps. books

01, doctunelits to sustaili it. On the contrary, its

,lot the slighitcst hlistoric évidence, inii maps, books

to a verv dlifféenlt origin. We eati trace it back

throughi niany writcrs to Chanmplaini; who, in his

work of t6î 3. speils it sonietimes A4cadie, and somie-

tiîmes Arcadie. But in lus work of 1603 hie inivari-

ably spelis it Arcadie. On the nunierous inaps of

the preceding century. wvhich mlark it precisely -in

the proper place, it is called always Larcadic, or

Larcadia. and filially on a map by one Gastaldi in

1548. it appears for the first turne iii the forin Lar-,

caiafi, anmidst a séries of other nines, every one of

wvhich is of European, and niot one of which is of

niative origini. This fact. conmbined with the pre-

sence of the L (whichi of course does not belong to

the terinination acadie). and the presence of the r,

which (iQes flot occur iii the primitive Micmnac,

showvs that Acadia is not of Indianti, but of Euro-

peau origin. thougli of mneaning unknown.. I believe

that further investigation will yet show the real

origin of this historic and beautiful place-naine.

ALMESTON.

This inie f ew of nîy readers have ever heard of,

N'et it ivasý once of sonie importance. Lt was the

naine of an old Nova Scotian township, established

il' 1765, covering a large area east of the St.John,

iii Kings and -Queens Couinties, New Brunswick,

and later called Aniesbury. he origin of . the

naine lias hithierto been unknowni. It first appears

iii an advertiseient iii the, Nova Scotia Gazette of

March 31, 1768, in the formi Qimaston, as a town-

ship on the east side of the St. John, thirty mùiles

f rom Fort Frederick. In niakilng sonie investiga-

tion inito the family history of Montagu Wilmot,

Governior of -Nova Scotia in 1765, 1 founid in a

work on the LBaroniage of England that hie was the

niephiew of Sir Robert \Vilnîot. 'Now Sir Robert

\V'iln'Ot, iii 1764, hiad been granted Long Island, ini

Qlueens,, County, and iii 17 .65 a piece of land on the

mainland east of it. a place marked on a contei-

1)orarv map a; Governor Wilmot's Farin, .; and

hethi of these places 'feil withîni the- liinits of thîe

township of Olmaston. 1-omkiing for further infor-

mation about S'ýir Robert, I found that his ancestral

hlomle Nvas. at osuzaston. in Derbyshire, England.

'Hlie hlistorv of Alineston the,, seenis clear. This

-rvatIl 10w iNN-slip xas lianied ()sinaston in lhonor of

Sîr ~ebet \iot, who already owiled land m-itlîîi


