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Winthrop is more concise, biit as we would expect i'roin n N.-w l-higlitiitlev, he gives

us exact lio-ures:' "We uuderslood lor certain iiftevwards thai Monsieur La Tours fort was

lakeu by assault auiUrululu, tluitMoiisieur d'Aunnv Inst in the attempt twelve men and liad

many woH)uled, and that h.' iiad put lo death all ih.' men (both iMvnrh and English) and

liad taken the lady, wlio difd witliin three weeks alter." Thi' year ot the event was 164o.

Sueh is the brave story. Should not Canadians evr wish io point to the spot where

it was enacted.^ But where was Fori La Tour.' At the present day no niaji can point

witli e( rtaint V to its site. It is in llic i-llbri to help towards the settlemeni of liiis import-

ant (pu'sliou ihat the jire.M'nt argument is sul'Uiitled to this soci(-ty.

There are thrre several localitii's wliirli have It >en elaim.'d as lie' site ofthe ibri.a,nd

to these a fourth must now be added.

I. At the mouth of the Jemseg, 35 miles up the river from 8t. John.

!!, On St. John Harbour, west sir of the entraure. where Fort Dulierin now

stands.

III. Oa St. Je.lui liarbour, west side. :it Carhtoi) I'oiip., opposite Xavy Island,

where I'orl l'"rrdfriek afterwards stood ;
wow known loeally as "Old

lH>rt."'

IV Oil St. .lohn Harbour, east side, and probal)ly on the i>reseut rortland I'oinl.

We shall very lj;ielly examine the evidence for and against each locality,

I.—The Jl^^r^'l.<} Sitk.

At least two writers whose views are entitled to consideration have pla.ed Fort La

Tour at Jemseg, where, as is well known, the French had a fort about 1070. Tiu> late

Moses H. Perley, in a l(H:ture delivered in St. Jolm in J-!41, of whi^h the MS. i.- now in

possession of his son, Mr. Hi-nry F Pevley. of Ottawa, gives this loeality. but no substan-

tial reasons therefor. Ai)pare)uly Mr. Perley had not access to either Denys' or Winthrops

works. M. .F. Ivameau de Saint-Kre, in both editions of his "Hue t'olonie Feodale,"

'

likewise gives us this view and with uo reasons, merely tin 1)are state.uent that it was at

.Temse'j. It will take l<ut few words to disnii.^s this supi,)osition. The evidence lor it we

do not know ;
against it are the faeis.

(.1 ) All known maps, marking the fort, place it at the mouth ofthe river.

(:J.) Denys' full description, quoted below, places it :,t tlie mouth.

('].) The mortjago of the fort, signed by La Tour himseli. and given to Major tribbotis,

,

of Boston, in security for large loans made to La Tour, is pr^ scrvd in the Sull'olk County

K\'coids iu liosloii and reads as follows: ' 'his fort called fort La T(..ure aiul plantaeon

w'''in )"= uorthenn' part of america wherein y'' s'' mouns'' together -vith his family hath

of late made his Residence, scittuate iV being at or neere the inortth of a eertajue Ui\er

called by y*^ name oi [St.] Johns River.'

' Hii-tery ofN.jtt ICnglaiKl, 11, ]i '-'3S.

- Paris, 1S77, ;uul Paris and Monlroal, 18S9.

' SiiUbll<
( 'euiity IVcls, V.;l. I, fol. !i, 10; Hazard, .»-tate I'apers, Vol. I, p. ,")(!. .lad;, llif.tery of .'^t. .r,.,liii,

p. 150.
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