
unconformaMy on the Lativontiun." Tlio nieiinirii,' of the tirst ot the

ahovo ((iiotatioiiH is i-iitlier va<;iK', and it is certainly not apparent how

the author, never havin<i; workeil out or niapj)e(l the stratii;;raj>liy (»f

these ancient Ibrniations, is in u p(;sition to nialie any attii'uiation on

the subject. 1 hesitate to do so niyselt', notwithstjjuding that f have

examined much moi-e of the ground than the author has. Examina-

tion such as that referred to l\y tiie author, is wholly insufficient to

warrant such a decided expi'ession of ()]>inion on his part, though it

may enable lum to understand and adopt or reject the conclusions of

others. Even 8irW. Logan navor attirnied the unconformity mentioned

in the second quotation ; and while he designateil the Laurentian a

S^'stem, he called the Huronian a ,s*7/<>, and he says the Laurentian

_t!;neiss is followed by a slate conglomerate and nowhere does he say

the Huronian series /ri<ls uinvmfi/niuthly on the Laurentian. l)v. Robert

Bell, who has studied these formations over a fai- widei- geograjthical

range than perhaps any other Geologist, does not think it is so; and

I have myself never been able to find satisfactory evidence of it,

thougli I have examined the shores from Bruce Mines at imei-vals to

Thunder Bay, and have travei'sed and examined the country thence to

Lake Wiiuiipcg. The mere occurrence of red gneiss and granite

pebbles in the Huronian conglomeiates only proves the pre-existence

somewhere of such rocks; but it is no proof that these pebbles were

derived from the adjacent Laurentian rocks, which we now see at the

surface. I am aware that Dr. T. S. Hunt has in 1858, and since,

assumed the existence of this unconformity, but so far as I can make

out, on equally hasty and j)artial examination of the region ; thus,

neither Pi-incipal I'awsons nor Dr. Hunt's conclusions on this matter

can be said to be based <m oi- aci-ord with the stratigraphical obser-

vations of either Logan, Murray, Bell, oj- myself.

We tind, pages 105-40(J, a very good general statement of various

geological agencies, and included in it a tacit acceptance of that very

impoi'tant one—contem])oraneous volcanic action—never i-ccogni/.ed or

alluded to in eastern Canada geology by Sir William, nor by the

author, till pointed out by me, and we find it again referred to (page

414) as a " third suggestion," and applied without acknowledgment

in the same tacit manner, Siijiplcment to Acadian Geology, 18T8.

On page 407 we read : "It is ditlicult—impossible would be more

correct—withoui personal examination in the field to realize the actual

character of the (Quebec (Jroup rocks, as exposed on the south side of

the St. Lawren(!e, between Point Levis and Cape Eosier ;
" this should

bo between Cape Eosier and Vermont. And herein probably lies the

explanation why I can realize these characters better than those who
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