


PREFACE.

Tars book, forming Part VI. of the series
called France and England in North America,
fills the gap between Part V., ¢ Count Fronte-
nac,” and Part VII., ¢ Montcalm and Wolfe;”
so that the series now forms a continuous his-
tory of the efforts of France to occupy and con-
trol this continent.

In the present volumes the nature of the sub-
ject does mnot permit an unbroken thread of
narrative, and the unity of the book lies in its
being throughout, in one form or another, an
illustration of the singularly contrasted char-
acters and methods of the rival claimants to
North America.

Like the rest of the series, this work 1is
founded on original documents. The state-
ments of secondary writers have been accepted
only when found to conform to the evidence of
contemporaries, whose writings have been sifted
and collated with the greatest care. As extrem-
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A HALF-CENTURY OF CONFLICT.

CHAPTER I.
1700-1713.
EVE OF WAR.

Tar SrANIsSHE SUCCESSION.— INFLUENCE OF Louis XIV. ON XiIs-
TORY. — FrENCE ScHEMES OF CONQUEST IN AMERICA.—NEW
York.— UnrFiTNess 0¥ THE COLONIES FOE WAR.— TrE FIVvE
NATIONS. — DOUBT AND VACILLATION. — THE WESTERN INDLANS.
—— TrADE AND PoLITIOS.

THE war which in the British colonies was called
Queen Anne’s War, and in England the War of
the Spanish Succession, was the second of a series of
four conflicts which ended in giving to Great Britain
a maritime and colonial preponderance over France
and Spain. So far as concerns the colonies and the
sea, these several wars may be regarded as a single
protracted one, broken by intervals of truce. The
three earlier of them, it is true, were European con-
tests, begun and waged on European disputes. Their
American part was incidental and apparently subordi-
nate, yet it involved questions of prime importance
in the history of the world.
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The War of the Spanish Succession sprang from
the ambition of Louis XIV. We are apt to regard
the story of that gorgeous monarch as a tale that is
told; but his influence shapes the life of nations to
this day. At the beginning of his reign two roads
lay before him, and it was a momentous question for
posterity, as for his own age, which one of them he
would choose, — whether he would follow the whole-
some policy of his great minister Colbert, or obey his
own vanity and arrogance, and plunge France inte
exhausting wars; whether he would hold to the prin-
ciple of tolerance embodied in the Edict of Nantes,
or do the work of fanaticism and priestly ambition.
The one course meant prosperity, progress, and the
rise of a middle class; the other meant bankruptcy
and the Dragonades,— and this was the King’s choice.
Crushing taxation, misery, and ruin followed, till
France burst out at last in a frenzy, drunk with the
wild dreams of Rousseau. Then came the Terror
and the Napoleonic wars, and reaction on reaction,
revolution on revolution, down to our own day.

Louis placed his grandson on the throne of Spain,
and insulted England by acknowledging as her right-
ful King the son of James II., whom she had deposed.
Then England declared war. Canada and the north-
ern British colonies had had but a short breathing
time since the Peace of Ryswick; both were tired of
slaughtering each other, and both needed rest. Yet
before the declaration of war, the Canadian officers of
the Crown prepared, with their ugual energy, to meet
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the expected crisis. One of them wrote: “If war be
declared, it is certain that the King can very easily
conquer and ruin New England.” The French of
Canada often use the name “ New England ” as apply-
ing to the British colonies in general. They are
twice as populous as Canada, he goes on to say; but
the people are great cowards, totally undisciplined,
and ignorant of war, while the Canadians are brave,
hardy, and well trained. 'We have, besides, twenty-
eight companies of regulars, and could raise six thou-
sand warriors from our Indian allies. Four thousand
men could easily lay waste all the northern English
colonies, to which end we must have five ships of
war, with one thousand troops on board, who must
land at Penobscot, where they must be joined by
two thousand regulars, militia, and Indians, sent
from Canada by way of the Chaudiére and the
Kennebec. Then the whole force must go to Ports-
mouth, take it by assault, leave a garrison there, and
march to Boston, laying waste all the towns and
villages by the way; after destroying Boston, the
army must march for New York, while the fleet fol-
lows along the coast. “Nothing could be easier,”
says the writer, “for the road is good, and there is
plenty of horses and carriages. The troops would
ruin everything as they advanced, and New York
would quickly be destroyed and burned.”?
Another plan, scarcely less absurd, was proposed

1 Premier Projet pour L'Expédition contre la Nouvelle Angleterre,
1701. Second Projet, etc. Compare N. Y. Col. Docs., ix. 725
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about the same time by the celebrated Le Moyne
d’Tkerville. The essential point, he says, is to get
possession of Boston; but there are difficulties and
risks in the way. Nothing, he adds, referring to the
other plan, seems difficult to persons without experi-
ence; but unless we are prepared to raise a great
and costly armament, our only hope is in surprise.
We should make it in winter, when the seafaring
population, which is the chief strength of the place,
is absent on long voyages. A thousand Canadians,
four hundred regulars, and as many Indians should
leave Quebec in November, ascend the Chaudidre,
then descend the Kennebec, approach Boston under
cover of the forest, and carry it by a night attack.
Apparently he did not know that but for its lean
neck — then but a few yards wide — Boston was an
island, and that all around for many leagues the
forest that was to have covered his approach had
already been devoured by numerous busy settlements.
He offers to lead the expedition, and declares that if
he is honored with the command, he will warrant
that the New England capital will be forced to sub-
mit to King Louis, after which New York can be
geized in its turn.!

In contrast to those incisive proposals, another
French officer breathed nothing but peace. Brouillan,

1 Mémoire du Sieur d’ITbervills sur Boston et ses Dépendances, 1700
(1701?). Baron de Saint-Castin also drew up a plan for attack-
ing Boston in 1702 with lists of necessary munitions and other
eupplies.
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governor of Acadia, wrote to the governor of Massa-
chusetts to suggest that, with the consent of their
masters, they should make a treaty of neutrality.
The English governor being dead, the letter came
before the council, who received it coldly. Canada,
and not Acadia, was the enemy they had to fear.
Moreover, Boston merchants made good profit by
supplying the Acadians with necessaries which they
could get in no other way; and in time of war these
profits, though lawless, were greater than in time of
peace. But what chiefly influenced the council
against the overtures of Brouillan was a passage in
his letter reminding them that, by the Treaty of
Ryswick, the New England people had no right to
fish within sight of the Acadian coast. This they
flatly denied, saying that the New England people
had fished there time out of mind, and that if
Brouillan should molest them, they would treat it
as an act of war.!

While the New England colonies, and especially
Massachusetts and New Hampshire, had most cause
to deprecate a war, the prospect of one was also
extremely unwelcome to the people of New York.
The conflict lately closed had borne hard upon them

1 Brouillan & Bellomont, 10 Aofit, 1701, Conseil de Baston & Brou-
tllan, 22 Aodit, 1701, Brouillan acted under royal orders, having
been told, in case of war being declared, to propose a treaty with
New England, unless he should find that he can “se garantir des
insultes des Anglais” and do considerable harm to their trade, in
which case he is to make no treaty. Mémoire du Roy au Sieur ds
Brouillan, 23 Mars, 1700.
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through the attacks of the ememy, and still more
through the derangement of their industries. They
were distracted, too, with the factions rising out of
the recent revolution under Jacob Leisler. New
York had been the bulwark of the colonies farther
south, who, feeling themselves safe, had given their
protector little help, and that little grudgingly, seem-
ing to regard the war as no concern of theirs. Three
thousand and fifty-one pounds, provincial currency,
was the joint contribution of Virginia, Maryland,
East Jersey, and Connecticut to the aid of New York
during five years of the late war.! Massachusetts
could give nothing, even if she would, her hands
being full with the defence of her own borders.
Colonel Quary wrote to the Board of Trade that New
York could not bear alone the cost of defending her-
self; that the other colonies were “stuffed with com-
monwealth notions,” and were “of a sour temper in
opposition to government,” so that Parliament ought
to take them in hand and compel each to do its part
in the common cause.2 To this Lord Cornbury adds
that Rhode Island and Connecticut are even more
stubborn than the rest, hate ali true subjects of the
Queen, and will not give a farthing to the war so
long as they can help it.8 Each province lived in
selfish isolation, recking little of ita neighbor’s
woes.

1 Schuyler, Colonial New York, i. 431, 432.
2 Colonel Quary to the Lords of Trade, 16 June, 1703
§ Cornbury to the Lords of Trade, 9 September, 1708
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New York, left to fight her own battles, was in
B wretched condition for defence. It is true that,
unlike the other colonies, the King had sent her a
few soldiers, counting at this time about one hundred
and eighty, all told;? but they had been left so long
without pay that they were in a state of scandalous
lestitution. They would have been left without
rations had not three private gentlemen — Schuyler,
Livingston, and Cortlandt — advanced money for
their supplies, which seems never to have been
repaid.? They are reported to have been *without
shirts, breeches, shoes, or stockings,” and “in such a
shameful condition that the women when passing
them are obliged to cover their eyes.” “The Indians
ask,” says the governor, “‘Do you think us such
fools as to believe that a king who cannot clothe his
soldiers can protect us from the French, with their
fourteen hundred men all well equipped?’”3

The forts were no better thar. their garrisons. The
governor complains that those of Albany and Schenec-
tady “are so weak and ridiculous that they look more
like pounds for cattle than forts.” At Albany the
sotten stockades were falling from their own weight.

If New York had cause to complain of those whom
she sheltered, she herself gave cause of complaint to
those who sheltered her. The Five Nations of the
[roquois had always been her allies against the

1 Bellomont to the Lords of Trade, 28 February, 1700.
2 Tbid.
8 Schuyler, Colonial New York, i. 488,
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French, had guarded her borders and fought her
battles. What they wanted in return were gifts,
attentions, just dealings, and active aid in war; but
they got them in scant measure. Their treatment by
the province was short-sighted, if not ungrateful.
New York was a mixture of races and religions not
yet fused into a harmonious body politic, divided in
interests and torn with intestine disputes. Its As-
sembly was made up in large part of men unfitted
to pursue a consistent scheme of policy, or spend the
little money at their disposal on any objects but
those of present and visible interest. The royal gov-
ernors, even when personally competent, were ham-
pered by want of means and by factious opposition.
The Five Nations were robbed by land-speculators,
cheated by traders, and feebly supported in their
constant wars with the French. Spasmodically, as
it were, on occasions of crisis, they were summoned
to Albany, soothed with such presents as could be
got from unwilling legislators, or now and then
from the Crown, and exhorted to fight vigorously in
the common cause. The case would have been far
worse but for a few patriotic men, with Peter Schuyler
at their head, who understood the character of these
Indians, and labored strenuously to keep them in
what was called their allegiance.

The proud and fierce confederates had suffered
greatly in the late war. Their numbers had been
reduced about one half, and they now counted little
more than twelve hundred warriors. They had
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learned a bitter and humiliating lesson, and their
arrogance had changed to distrust and alarm. Though
hating the French, they had learned to respect their
military activity and prowess, and to look askance
on the Dutch and English, who rarely struck a blow
in their defence, and suffered their hereditary enemy
to waste their fields and burn their towns. The
English called the Five Nations British subjects, on
which the French taunted them with being British
slaves, and told them that the King of England had
ordered the governor of New York to poison them.
This invention had great effect. The Iroquois
capital, Onondaga, was filled with wild rumors.
The credulous savages were tossed among doubts,
suspicions, and fears. Some were in terror of poison,
and some of witcheraft. They believed that the rival
European nations had leagued to destroy them and
divide their lands, and that they were bewitched by
sorcerers, both French and English. ’

After the Peace of Ryswick, and even before it,
the French governor kept agents among them.
Some of these were soldiers, like Joncaire, Maricourt,
or Longueuil, and some were Jesuits, like Bruyas,
Lamberville, or Vaillant. The Jesuits showed their
usual ability and skill in their difficult and perilous
task. The Indians derived various advantages from
their presence, which they regarded also as a flatter-
ing attention; while the English, jealous of their
influence, made feeble attempts to counteract it by

1 N. Y. Col. Docs., iv. 658,
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sending Protestant clergymen to Onondaga. “But,”
writes Lord Bellomont, “it is next to impossible te
prevail with the ministers to live among the Indians.
They [the Indians] are so nasty as never to wash
their hands, or the utensils they dress their victuals
with.”1 Even had their zeal been proof to these
afflictions, the ministers would have been no match
for their astute opponents. In vain Bellomont
assured the Indians that the Jesuits were *the
greatest lyars and impostors in the world.”? In vain
he offered a hundred dollars for every one of them
whom they should deliver into his hands. They
would promise to expel them; but their minds were
divided, and they stood in fear of one another.
While one party distrusted and disliked the priests,,
another was begging the governor of Canada to send
more. Others took a practical view of the question.
“If the English sell goods cheaper than the French,
we will have ministers; if the French sell them
cheaper than the English, we will have priests.”
Others, again, wanted neither Jesuits nor ministers,
“because both of you [English and French] have
made us drunk with the noise of your praying.”3
The aims of the propagandists on both sides were
secular. The French wished to keep the Five
Nations neutral in the event of another war; the

1 Bellomont to the Lords of Trade, 17 October, 1700,

2 Conference of Bellomont with the Indians, 26 August, 1700.

3 Journal of Bleeker and Schuyler on their visit to Onondaga, August,
September, 1701,
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English wished to spur them to active hostility; but
while the former pursued their purpose with energy
and skill, the efforts of the latter were intermittent
and generally feeble.

“The Nations,” writes Schuyler, “are full of fac-
tions.” There was a French party and an English
party in every town, especially in Onondaga, the
centre of intrigue. French influence was strongest
at the western end of the confederacy, among the
Senecas, where the French officer Joncaire, an
Iroquois by adoption, had won many to France; and
it was weakest at the eastern end, among the
Mohawks, who were nearest to the English settle-
ments. Here the Jesuits had labored long and
ptrenuously in the work of conversion, and from
time to time they had led their numerous proselytes
to remove to Canada, where they settled at St. Louis,
or Caughnawaga, on the right bank of the St.
Lawrence, a little above Montreal, where their
descendants still remain. It is said that at the
'beginning of the eighteenth century two-thirds of the
'Mohawks had thus been persnaded to cast their lot
swith the French, and from enemies to become friends
and allies. Some of the Oneidas and a few of the
other Iroquois nations joined them and strengthened
the new mission settlement; and the Caughnawagas
afterwards played an important part between the
rival European colonies.

The “Far Indians,” or “Upper Nations,” as the
French called them, consisted of the tribes of the
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Great Lakes and adjacent regions, Ottawas, Potta-
wattamies, Sacs, Foxes, Sioux, and many more. It
was from these that Canada drew the furs by which
she lived. Most of them were nominal friends and
allies of the French, who in the interest of trade
strove to keep these wild-cats from tearing one an-
other’s throats, and who were in constant alarm lest
they should again come to blows with their old ene-
mies, the Five Nations, in which case they would call
on Canada for help, thus imperilling those pacific
relations with the Iroquois confederacy which the
French were laboring constantly to secure.

In regard to the “Far Indians,” the French, the
English, and the Five Iroquois Nations all had dis-
tinet and opposing interests. The French wished to
engross their furs, either by inducing the Indians
to bring them down to Montreal, or by sending
traders into their country to buy them. The Eng-
lish, with a similar object, wished to divert the *“Far
Indians ” from Montreal and draw them to Albany;
but this did not suit the purpose of the Five Nations,
who, being sharp politicians and keen traders, as well
as bold and enterprising warriors, wished to act as
middle-men between the beaver-hunting tribes and
the Albany merchants, well knowing that good profit
might thus accrue. In this state of affairs the con-
verted Iroquois settled at Caughnawaga played a
peculiar part. In the province of New York, goods
for the Indian trade were of excellent quality and
comparatively abundant and cheap; while among the
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French, especially in time of war, they were often
scarce and dear. The Caughnawagas accordingly,
whom neither the English nor the French dared
offend, used their position to carry on a contraband
trade between New York and Canada. By way of
Lake Champlain and the Hudson they brought to
Albany furs from the country of the “Far Indians,”
and exchanged them for guns, blankets, cloths,
knives, beads, and the like. These they carried to
Canada and sold to the French traders, who in this
way, and often in this alone, supplied themselves
with the goods necessary for bartering furs from
the “Far Indians.” This lawless trade of the
Caughnawagas went on even in time of war; and
opposed as it was te every principle of Canadian
policy, it was generally connived at by the French
authorities as the only means of obtaining the goods
necessary for keeping their Indian allies in good
humor.

" It was injurious to English interests; but the fur-
traders of Albany and also the commissioners charged
with Indian affairs, being Dutchmen converted by
force into British subjects, were, with a few eminent
exceptions, cool in their devotion to the British
Crown; while the merchants of the port of New
York, from whom the fur-traders drew .their sup-
plies, thought more of their own profits than of the
public good. The trade with Canada through the
Caughnawagas not only gave aid and comfort to
the enemy, but continually admitted spies into the
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colony, from whom the governor of Canada gained
information touching English movements and designs.

The Dutch traders of Albany and the importing
merchants who supplied them with Indian goods had
a strong interest in preventing active hostilities with
Canada, which would have spoiled their trade. So,
too, and for similar reasons, had influential persons
in Canada. The French authorities, moreover,
thought it impolitic to harass the frontiers of New
York by war parties, since the Five Nations might
come to the aid of their Dutch and English allies,
and so break the peaceful relations which the French
were anxious to maintain with them. Thus it hap-
pened that, during the first six or seven years of the
eighteenth century, there was a virtual truce between
Canada and New York, and the whole burden of the
war fell upon New England, or rather upon Massa-
chusetts, with its outlying district of Maine and its
small and weak neighbor, New Hampshire.1

1 The foregoing chapter rests on numerous documents in the
Public Record Office, Archives de la Marine, Archives Nationales,
N. Y. Colonial Documents, vols. iv. v. ix., and the Second and Third
Saries of the Correspondance’Officielle at Qttawa.
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IN the few years of doubtful peace that preceded
Queen Anne’s War, an enterprise was begun, which,
nowise in accord with the wishes and expectations of
those engaged in it, was destined to produce as its
last result an American city. .

Antoine de La Mothe-Cadillac commanded at
Michilimackinac, whither Frontenac had sent him in
1694. This old mission of the Jesuits, where they
had gathered the remnants of the lake tribes dispersed
by the Iroquois at the middle of the seventeenth
century, now savored little of its apostolic begin-
nings. It was the centre of the western fur-trade
and the favorite haunt of the coureurs de bois.
Brandy and squaws abounded, and according to the
Jesuit Carheil, the spot where Marquette had labored
was now a witness of scenej\;e most unedifying.!

1 See “ 0ld Régime/in Canada,” 383,
VOL. I.—~2
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At Michilimackinac was seen a curious survival of
Huron-Iroquois customs. The villages of the Hurons
and Ottawas, which were side by side, separated only
by a fence, were surrounded by a common enclosure
of triple palisades, which, with the addition of loop-
holes for musketry, were precisely like those seen by
Cartier at Hochelaga, and by Champlain in the
Onondaga country. The dwellings which these
defences enclosed were also after the old Hurorn-
Iroquois pattern, — those long arched structures
covered with bark which Brébeuf found by the
shores of Matchedash Bay, and Jogues on the banks
of the Mohawk. Besides the Indians, there was a
French colony at the place, chiefly of fur-traders,
lodged in log-cabins, roofed with cedar bark, and
forming a street along the shore close to the pali-
saded villages of the Hurons and Ottawas. The
fort, known as Fort Buade, stood at the head of
the little bay.!

The Hurons and Ottawas were thorough savages,
though the Hurons retained the forms of Roman
Catholic Christianity. This tribe, writes Cadillac,
‘“are reduced to a very small number; and it is well
for us that they are, for they are ill-disposed and
mischievous, with a turn for intrigue and a capacity
for large undertakings. Luckily, their power is not
great; but as they cannot play the lion, they play the
fox, and do their best to make trouble between us
and our allies.”

1 Relation de La Mothe-Cadillac, in Margry, v. 75.
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La Mothe-Cadillac! was a captain in the colony
troops, and an admirer of the late governor, Frontenac,
to whose policy he adhered, and whose prejudices he
shared. He was amply gifted with the kind of intel-
ligence that consists in quick observation, sharpened
by an inveterate spirit of sarcasm, was energetic,
enterprising, well instructed, and a bold and some-
times a visionary schemer, with a restless spirit, a
nimble and biting wit, a Gascon impetuosity of
temperament, and as much devotion as an officer of
the King was forced to profess, coupled with small
love of priests and an aversion to Jesuits.2 Carheil
and Marest, missionaries of that order at Michili-
mackinac, were objects of his especial antipathy,
which they fully returned. The two priests were
impatient of a military commandant to whose author-
ity they were in some small measure subjected; and

1 He wrote his name as above. It is often written La Motte,
which has the advantage of conveying the pronunciation unequivo-
cally to an unaccustomed English ear. La Mothe-Cadillac came
of a good family of Languedoc. His father, Jean de La Mothe,
seigneur de Cadillac et de Launay, or Laumet, was a counsellor in
the Parliament of Toulouse. The date of young Cadillac’s birth is
uncertain. The register of his marriage places it in 1661, and that
of his death in 1667. Another record, cited by Farmer in bhis
HMistory of Detroit, makes it 16568, In 1703 he himseif declared that
he was forty-seven years old. After serving as lieutenant in the
regiment of Clairembault, he went to Canada about the year 1683.
Ile became skilled in managing Indians, made himself well ac-
quainted with the coasts of Now England, and strongly urged an
attack by sea on New York and Boston, as the only sure means of
securing French ascendency. He was always in opposition to the
elerical party.

* See La Mothe-Cadillac & ——, 3 Aoit, 1695.
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they imputed to him the disorders which he did not,
and perhaps could not, prevent. They were opposed
also to the traffic in brandy, which was favored by
Cadillac on the usual ground that it attracted the
Indians, and so prevented the English from getting
confrol of the fur-trade, —an argument which he
reinforced by sanitary considerations based on the
supposed unwholesomeness of the fish and smoked
meat which formed the chief diet of Michilimackinac.
“A little brandy after the meal,” he says, with the
solemnity of the learned Purgon, “seems necessary to
cook the bilious meats and the crudities they leave
in the stomach.”?

Cadillac calls Carheil, superior of the mission, the
most passionate and domineering man he ever knew,
and further declares that the Jesuit tried to provoke
him to acts of violence, in order to make matter of
accusation against him. If this was Carheil’s aim,
he was near succeeding. Once, in a dispute with
the commandant on the brandy-trade, he upbraided
him sharply for permitting it; to which Cadillac
replied that he only obeyed the orders of the court.
The Jesuit rejoined that he ought to obey God, and
not man, — “on which,” says the commandant, “I
told him that his talk smelt of sedition a hundred
yards off, and begged that he would amend it. He
told me that I gave myself airs that did not belong to
me, holding his fist before my nose at the same time.
I confess I almost forgot that he was a priest, and

1 La Mothe-Cadillac & —, 8 Aofit, 1695,
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felt for a moment like knocking his jaw out of joint;
but, thank God, I contented myself with taking him
by the arm, pushing him out, and ordering him not
to come back.”?

Such being the relations of the commandant and
the Father Superior, it is not surprising to find the
one complaining that he cannot get absolved from his
sins, and the other painting the morals and manners
of Michilimackinac in the blackest colors.

I have spoken elsewhere of the two opposing
policies that divided Canada, — the policies of con-
centration and of expansion, on the one hand leaving
the west to the keeping of the Jesuits, and confining
the population to the borders of the St. Lawrence;
on the other, the occupation of the interior of the
continent by posts of war and trade.? Through the
force of events the latter view had prevailed; yet
while the military chiefs of Canada could not but
favor it, the Jesuits were unwilling to accept it, and
various interests in the colony still opposed it openly
or secretly. Frontenac had been its strongest cham-
pion, and Cadillac followed in his steps. It seemed

1 «J] me dit que je me donnois des airs qui ne m’appartenoient
pas, en me portant le poing au nez. Je vous avoue, Monsieur, que
je pemsai oublier qu’il étoit prétre, et que je vis le moment o
jallois luy démonter la méchoire; mais, Dien merci, je me con-
tentai de le prendre par le bras et de le pousser dehors, avec ordre
de n’y plus rentrer.” Margry, v. (author’s edition), Introduction,
civ. This introduction, with other editorial matter, is omitted in
the edition of M. Margry’s valuable collection, printed under & vote
of the American Congress.

2 See “ Count Frontenac,” 440.
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to him that the time had come for securing the west
for France.

The strait — détroit — which connects Lake Huron
with Lake Erie was the most important of all the
western passes. It was the key of the three upper
lakes, with the vast countries watered by their tribu-
taries, and it gave Canada her readiest access to the
valley of the Mississippi. If the French held it, the
English would be shut out from the northwest; if,
as seemed likely, the English should seize it, the
Canadian fur-trade would be ruined.! The possession
of it by the French would be a constant curb and
menace to the Five Nations, as well as a barrier
between those still formidable tribes and the western
Indians, allies of Canada; and when the intended
French establishment at the mouth of the Mississippi
should be made, Detroit would be an indispensable
link of communication between Canada and Louisiana.

Denonville had recognized the importance of the
position, and it was by his orders that Greysolon
Du Lhut, in 1686, had occupied it for a time, and
built a picket fort near the site of Fort Gratiot.2

It would be idle to imagine that the motives of
Cadillac were wholly patriotic. Fur-trading interests
were deeply involved in his plans, and bitter opposi-
tion was certain. The fur-trade, in its nature, was a
constant breeder of discord. The people of Montreal

1 Robert Livingston urged the occupation of Detroit as early
38 1700. N. Y. Col. Docs., iv. 650.
% Denonville & Du Lhut, 8 Juin, 1686, Count Frontenac, 183,
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would have the tribes come down every summer from
the west and northwest and hold a fair under the
palisades of their town. It is said that more than
four hundred French families lived wholly or in part
by this home trade, and therefore regarded with deep
jealousy the establishment of interior posts, which
would forestall it. Again, every new western post
would draw away trade from those already established,
and every trading license granted to a company or
an individual would rouse the animosity of those
who had been licensed before. The prosperity of
Detroit would be the ruin of Michilimackinae, and
those whose interests centred at the latter post angrily
opposed the scheme of Cadillac.

He laid his plans before Count de Maurepas by a
characteristic memorial, apparently written in 1699.
In this he proposed to gather all the tribes of the
lakes at Detroit, civilize them and teach them French,
“insomuch that from pagans they would become
children of the Church, and therefore good subjects
of the King.” They will form, he continues, a con-
siderable settlement, “strong emough to bring the
English and the Iroquois to reasom, or, with help
from Montreal, to destroy both of them.” Detroit,
he adds, should be the seat of trade, which should
not be permitted in the countries beyond it. By this
regulation the intolerable glut of beaver-skins, which
spoils the market, may be prevented. This proposed
restriction of the beaver-trade to Detroit was enough
in itself to raise a tempest against the whole scheme.
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% Cadillac well knows that he has enemies,” pursues
the memorial, “but he keeps on his way without
turning or stopping for the noise of the puppies
who bark after him.”!

Among the essential features of his plan was a
well-garrisoned fort, and a church, served not by
Jesuits alone, but also by Récollet friars and priests
of the Missions Etrangéres. The idea of this eccle-
siastical partnership was odious to the Jesuits, who
felt that the west was their proper field, and that
only they had a right there. ~Another part of Cadil-
lac’s proposal pleased them no better. This was his
plan of civilizing the Indians and teaching them to
speak French; for it was the reproach of the Jesuit
missions that they left the savage a savage still, and
asked little of him but the practice of certain rites
and the passive acceptance of dogmas to him incom-
prehensible. :

“It is essential,” says the memorial, “that in this
matter of teaching the Indians our language the mis-
sionaries should act in good faith, and that his
Majesty should have the goodness to impose his
strictest orders upon them; for which there are
several good reasons. The first and most stringent
is that when members of religious orders or other
ecclesiastics undertake anything, they never let it
go. The second is that by not teaching French to

1 “Sans se destourner et sans s’arrester au bruit des jappereaux
gui crient aprés luy.” —Mémoire de La Mothe-Cadillac adressé au
Comta de Maurepas.
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the Indians they make themselves necessary [as
interpreters] to the King and the governor. The
third is that if all Indians spoke French, all kinds of
ecclesiastics would be able to instruct them. This
might cause them [the Jesuits] to lose some of the
presents they get; for though these Reverend Fathers
come here only for the glory of God, yet the one
thing does not prevent the other,” — meaning that
God and Mammon may be served at once. “Nobody
can deny that the priests own three quarters of
Canada. From St. Paul’s Bay to Quebec, there is
nothing but the seigniory of Beauport that belongs to
a private person. All the rest, which is the best
part, belongs to the Jesuits or other ecclesiastics.
The Upper Town of Quebec is composed of six or
seven superb palaces belonging to Hospital Nuns,
Ursulines, Jesuits, Récollets, Seminary priests, and
the bishop. There may be some forty private houses,
and even these pay rent to the ecclesiastics, which
shows that the one thing does mot prevent the other.”
From this it will be seen that, in the words of one of
his enemies, Cadillac “was not quite in the odor of
sanctity.”

“One may as well knock one’s head against a
wall,” concludes the memorial, “as hope to convert
the Indians in any other way [than that of civilizing
them]; for thus far all the fruits of the missions con-
sist in the baptism of infants who die before reaching
the age of reason.”! This was not literally true,

1 Mémoire adressé au Comte de Maurepas, in Margry, v. 138.
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though the results of the Jesuit missions in the
west had been meagre and transient to a surpris-
ing degree.

Cadillac’s plan of a settlement at Detroit was not
at first received with favor by Calliéres, the governor;
while the intendant Champigny, a fast friend of the
Jesuits, strongly opposed it. By their order the
chief inhabitants of Quebec met at the Chfteau St.
Louis, — Calliéres, Champigny, and Cadillac himself
being present. There was a heated debate on the
beaver-trade, after which the intendant commanded
silence, explained the projects of Cadillac, and pro-
ceeded to oppose them. His first point was that the
natives should not be taught French, because the
Indian girls brought up at the Ursuline Convent led
looser lives than the young squaws who had received
no instruction, while it was much the same with the
boys brought up at the Seminary.

“M. de Champigny,” returned the sarcastic Cadil-
lac, “does great honmor to the Ursulines and the
Seminary. It is true that some Indian women who
have learned our language have lived viciously; but
that is because their teachers were too stiff with
them, and tried to make them nuns.”?

Champigny’s position, as stated by his adversary,
was that “all intimacy of the Indians with the French
is dangerous and corrupting to their morals,” and
that their only safety lies in keeping them at a dis-
tance from the settlements. This was the view of

1 La Mothe Cadillac, Rapport au Ministre, 1700, in Margry, v. 167.
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the Jesuits, and there is much to be said in its favor;
but it remains not the less true that conversion must
go hand in hand with civilization, or it is a failure
and a fraud.

Cadillac was not satisfied with the results of the
meeting at the Chiteau St. Louis, and he wrote to
the minister: “You can never hope that this business
will succeed if it is discussed here on the spot.
Canada is a country of cabals and intrigues, and it is
impossible to reconcile so many different interests.” !
He sailed for France, apparently in the autumn of
1699, to urge his scheme at court. Here he had an
interview with the colonial minister, Ponchartrain,
to whom he represented the military and political
expediency of his proposed establishment;% and in a
letter which seems to be addressed to La Touche,
chief clerk in the Department of Marine and Colonies,
he promised that the execution of his plan would
insure the safety of Canada and the ruin of the
British colonies.? He asked for fifty soldiers and
fifty Canadians to begin the work, to be followed in
the next year by twenty or thirty families and by two
hundred picked men of various trades, sent out at
the King’s charge, along with priests of several com-
munities, and nuns to attend the sick and teach the
Indian girls. “I cannot tell you,” continues Cadillac,

1 Rapport au Ministre, 1700.

2 Cadillac’s report of this interview is given in Sheldon, Farly
History of Michigan, 85-91.

8 La Mothe-Cadillac @ un premier commis, 18 Octobre, 1700, in
Margry, v. 166.
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“the efforts my enemies have made to deprive me of
the honor of executing my project; but so soon as
M. de Ponchartrain decides in its favor, the whole
country will applaud it.”

Ponchartrain accepted the plan, and Cadillac
returned to Canada commissioned to execute it.
Early in June, 1701, he left La Chine with a hundred
men in twenty-five canoes loaded with provisions,
goods, munitions, and tools. He was accompanied
by Alphonse de Tonty, brother of Henri de Tonty,
the companion of La Salle, and by two half-pay lieu-
tenants, Dugué and Chacornacle, together with a
Jesuit and a Récollet.? Following the difficult route
of the Ottawa and Lake Huron, they reached their
destination on the twenty-fourth of July, and built a
picket fort sixty yards square, which by order of the
governor they named Fort Ponchartrain.? It stood
near the west bank of the strait, about forty paces
from the water.? Thus was planted the germ of
the city of Detroit.

Cadillac sent back Chacornacle with the report of
what he had done, and a description of the country
written in a strain of swelling and gushing rhetoric
in singular contrast with his usual sarcastic utter-
ances. “None but enemies of the truth,” his letter
concludes, “are ememies of this establishment, so

1 Calliéres au Ministre, 4 Octobre, 1701. Autre lettre du méme,
sans date, in Margry, v. 187, 190.

2 Calli¢res et Champigny au Ministre, sans date.

% Relation du Destroit (by the Jesuit who accompanied the
expedition).
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nécessary to the glory of the King, the progress of
religion, and the destruction of the throne of Baal.”1

‘What he had, perhaps, still more at heart was
making money out of it by the fur-trade. By com-
mand of the King a radical change had lately been
made in this chief commerce of Canada, and the
entire control of it had been placed in the hands of a
company in which all Canadians might take shares.
But as the risks were great and the conditions ill-
defined, the number of subscribers was not much
above one hundred and fifty; and the rest of the
colony found themselves shut out from the trade, —
to the ruin of some, and the injury of all.?

All trade in furs was restricted to Detroit and
Fort Frontenac, both of which were granted to the
company, subject to be resumed by the King at his
pleasure.? The company was to repay the eighty
thousand franecs which the expedition to Detroit had
cost; and to this were added various other burdens.
The King, however, was to maintain the garrison.

All the affairs of the company were placed in the
hands of seven directors, who began immediately to
complain that their burdens were too heavy, and to
beg for more privileges; while an outery against the
privileges already granted rose from those who had
not taken shares in the enterprise. Both in the com-

1 Description de la Riviére du Detroit, jointe a la letire de MM. de
Callitres et de Champigny, 8 Octobre, 1701.

3 Callitres au Ministre, 9 Novembre, 1700,

3 Trait¢ fait avec-la Compagnie de la Colonie de Canada, 31
Octobre, 1701.
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pany and out of it there was nothing but discontent.
None were worse pleased than the two Jesuits Carheil
and Marest, who saw their flocks at Michilimackinac,
both Hurons and Ottawas, lured away to a new home
at Detroit. Cadillac took a peculiar satisfaction in
depriving Carheil of his converts, and in 1708 we
find him writing to the minister Ponchartrain, that
only twenty-five Hurons are left at Michilimackinac;
and “I hope,” he adds, “that in the autumn I shall
pluck this last feather from his wing; and I am con-
vinced that this obstinate priest will die in his parish
without one parishioner to bury him.”?

If the Indians came to Detroit, the French would
not come. Cadillac had asked for five or six families
as the modest beginning of a settlement; but not one
had appeared. The Indians, too, were angry because
the company asked too much for its goods; while the
company complained that a forbidden trade, fatal to
its interests, went on through all the region of the
upper lakes. It was easy to ordain a monopoly, but
impogsible to enforce it. The prospects of the new
establishment were deplorable; and Cadillac lost no
time in presenting his views of the situation to the
court. “Detroit is good, or it is bad,”” he writes to

1 Lamothe-Cadillac d@ Ponchartrain, 81 Aoust, 1708 (Margry, v.
801). On Cadillac’s relations with the Jesuits, see Conseils tenus par
Lamothe-Cadillac avec les Sauvages (Margry, v. 268-300); also a
curious collection of Jesuit letters sent by Cadillac to the minister,
with copious annotations of his own. He excepts from his strictures
Father Engelran, who, he says, incurred the ill-will of the other
vesuits by favoring the establishment of Detroit, and he also has
» xord of commendation for Father Germain.
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Ponchartrain. “If itis good, it ought to be sustained,
without allowing the people of Canada to deliberate
any more about it. If it is bad, the court ought to
make up its mind concerning it as soon as may be.
I have said what I think. I have explained the
situation. You have felt the need of Detroit, and
its utility for the glory of God, the progress of
religion, and the good of the colony. Nothing is
left me to do but to imitate the governor of the Holy
City, — take water, and wash my hands of it.” His
aim now appears. He says that if Detroit were made
a separate government, and he were put at the head
of it, its prospects would improve. “You may well
believe that the company cares for nothing but to
make a profit out of it. It only wants to have a
storehouse and clerks; no officers, no troops, no
inhabitants. Take this business in hand, Monsei-
gneur, and I promise that in two years your Detroit
shall be established of itself.” He then informs the
minister that as the company complain of losing
money, he has told them that if they will make over
their rights to him, he will pay them back all their
past outlays. “I promise you,” he informs Ponchar-
train, “that if they accept my proposal and you
approve it, I will make our Detroit flourish. Judge
if it is agreeable to me to have to answer for my
actions to five or six merchants [the directors of the
company], who not long ago were blacking their
masters’ boots.” He is scarcely more reserved as to
the Jesuits. “I do what I can to make them my
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friends, but, impiety apart, one had better sin against
God than against them; for in that case one gets
one’s pardon, whereas in the other the offence is
never forgiven in this world, and perhaps never
would be in the other, if their credit were as great
there as it is here.”!

The letters of Cadillac to the court are unique.
No governor of New France, not even the audacious
Frontenac, ever wrote to a minister of Louis XIV.
with such off-hand freedom of language as this singu-
lar personage, — a mere captain in the colony troops;
and to a more stable and balanced character it would
have been impossible.

Cadillac’s proposal was accepted. The company
was required to abandon Detroit to him on his pay-
ing them the expenses they had incurred. Their
monopoly was transferred to him; but as far as con-
cerned beaver-skins, his trade was limited to twenty
thousand francs a year. The governor was ordered
to give him as many soldiers as he might want, per-
mit as many persons to settle at Detroit as might
choose to do so, and provide missionaries.2 The
minister exhorted him to quarrel no more with the
Jesuits, or anybody else, to banish blasphemy and

1 La Mothe-Cadillac & Ponchartrain, 81 doit, 1703. “Toute
impiété & part, il vaudroit mieux pescher contre Dieu que contre
eux, parce que d’un costé on en re¢oit son pardon, et de Vautre,
Poffense, mesme prétendue, n’est jamais remise dans ce monde, et
ne le seroit peut-estre jamais dams P’autre, si leur crédit y estoit
aussi grand qu’il est dans ce pays.”

2 Pomchartrain & La Mothe-Cadillac, 14 Juin, 1704,
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bad morals from the post, and not to offend the Five
Nations.

The promised era of prosperity did not come.
Detroit lingered on in a weak and troubled infancy,
disturbed, as we shall see, by startling incidents.
Its occupation by the French produced a noteworthy
result. The Five Nations, filled with jealousy and
alarm, appealed to the King of England for protec-
tion, and, the better to insure it, conveyed the whole
country from Lake Ontario northward to Lake
Superior, and westward as far as Chicago, “unto our
souveraigne Lord King William the Third ” and his
heirs and successors forever. This territory is de-
scribed in the deed as being about eight hundred
miles long and four hundred wide, and was claimed
by the Five Nations as theirs by right of conquest.!
It of course included Detroit itself. The conveyance
was drawn by the English authorities at Albany in a
form to suit their purposes, and included terms of
subjection and sovereignty which the signers could
understand but imperfectly, if at all. The Five
Nations gave away their land to no purpose. The
French remained in undisturbed possession of Detroit.
The English made no attempt to enforce their title,
but they put the deed on file, and used it long after
as the base of their claim to the region of the
Lakes.

1 Deed from the Five Nations to the King of their Beaver Hunting
Ground, in N. Y. Col. Docs., iv. 908. It is signed by the totems of
sachems of all the Nations.

vorL. .—3



CHAPTER IIL
1703-1713.
QUEEN ANNE’'S WAR.

Tere Forrsr OF MAINE.— A TREACHEROUS PBEACE, — A FRONTIER
VILLAGE. — WELLS AND ITS PEOPLE.— ATTACK UPON IT.—
BorDER RAVAGES. — BEAUBASSIN'S WAR-PARTY. — THE “ Wo-
¥ur Droapn.” — A WoppiNg FeasT.—A CarTive Brioe-
GROOM.

For untold ages Maine had been one unbroken
forest, and it was so still. Only along the rocky
seaboard or on the lower waters of one or two great
rivers a few rough settlements had gnawed slight
indentations into this wilderness of woods; and a
little farther inland some dismal clearing around a
blockhouse or stockade let in the sunlight to a soil
that had lain in shadow time out of mind. This
waste of savage vegetation survives, in some part, to
this day, with the same prodigality of vital force, the
same struggle for existence and mutual havoc that
mark all organized beings, from men to mushrooms.
Young seedlings in millions spring every summer
from the black mould, rich with the decay of those
that had preceded them, crowding, choking, and
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killing one another, perishing by their very abun-
dance, —all but a scattered few, stronger than the
rest, or more fortunate in position, which survive by
blighting those about them. They in turn, as they
grow, interlock their boughs, and repeat in a season
or two the same process of mutual suffocation. The
forest is full of lean saplings dead or dying with
vainly stretching towards the light. Not one infant
tree in a thousand lives to maturity; yet these sur-
vivors form an innumerable host, pressed together in
struggling confusion, squeezed out of symmetry ana
robbed of normal development, as men are said to be
in the level sameness of democratic society. Seen
from above, their mingled tops spread in a sea of
verdure basking in light; seen from below, all is
shadow, through which spots of timid sunshine steal
down among legions of lank, mossy trunks, toad-
stools and rank ferns, protruding roots, matted bushes,
and rotting carcasses of fallen trees. A generation
ago one might find here and there the rugged trunk
of some great pine lifting its verdant spire above
the undistinguished myriads of the forest. The
woods of Maine had their aristocracy; but the axe
of the woodman has laid them low, and these lords
of the wilderness are seen no more.

The life and light of this grim solitude were in its
countless streams and lakes, from little brooks steal-
ing clear and cold under the alders, full of the small
fry of trout, to the mighty arteries of the Penobscot
and the Kennebec; from the great reservoir of
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Moosehead to a thousand nameless ponds shining in
the hollow places of the forest.

It had and still has its beast of prey, — wolves,
savage, cowardly, and mean; bears, gentle and mild
compared to their grisly relatives of the Far West,
vegetarians when they can do no better, and not with-
out something grotesque and quaint in manners and
behavior ; sometimes, though rarely, the strong
and sullen wolverine; frequently the lynx; and now
and then the fierce and agile cougar.

The human denizens of this wilderness were no
less fierce, and far more dangerous. These were the
various tribes and sub-tribes of the Abenakis, whose
villages were on the Saco, the Kennebec, the Penob-
scot, and the other great watercourses. Most of them
had been converted by the Jesuits, and, as we have
seen already, some had been persuaded to remove to
Canada, like the converted Iroquois of Caughnawaga.l
The rest remained in their native haunts, where, under
the direction of their missionaries, they could be used
to keep the English settlements in check.

We know how busily they plied their tomahawks
in William and Mary’s War, and what havoc they
made among the scattered settlements of the border.2
Another war with France was declared on the fourth
of May, 1702, on which the Abenakis again assumed
a threatening attitude. In June of the next year
Dudley, governor of Massachusetts, called the chiefs
of the various bands to a council at Casco. Here

1 Count Frontenac, 231. 2 Ibid., chaps. xi. xvi. xvii.
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presently appeared the Norridgewocks from the
Kennebec, the Penobscots and Androscoggins from
the rivers that bear their names, the Penacooks from
the Merrimac, and the Pequawkets from the Saco,
all well armed, and daubed with ceremonial paint.
The principal among them, gathered under a large
tent, were addressed by Dudley in a conciliatory
speech. Their orator replied that they wanted noth-
ing but peace, and that their thoughts were as far
from war as the sun was from the earth, — words
which they duly confirmed by a belt of wampum.!
Presents were distributed among them and received
with apparent satisfaction, while two of their prin-
cipal chiefs, known as Captain Samuel and Captain
Bomazeen, declared that several French missionaries
had lately come among them to excite them against
the English, but that they were “firm as mountains,”
and would remain so “as long as the sun and moon
endured.” They ended the meeting with dancing,
singing, and whoops of joy, followed by a volley of
musketry, answered by another from the English.
It was discovered, however, that the Indians had

1 Penhallow, History of the Wazs of New England with the Eastern
Indians, 16 (ed. 1859). Penhallow was present at the council. In
Judge Sewall’s clumsy abstract of the proceedings (Diary of Sewall,
ii. 85) the Indians are represented as professing neutrality. The
governor and intendant of Canada write that the Abenakis had
begun a treaty of neutrality with the English, but that as “les
Jéguites observoient les sauvages, le traité ne fut pas conclu.*
They add that Rale, Jesuit missionary at Norridgewock, informs
them that his Indians were ready to lift the hatchet against the
English. Vaudreuil et Beauharnois au Ministre, 1708.
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loaded their guns with ball, intending, as the English
believed, to murder Dudley and his attendants if
they could have done so without danger to their
chiefs, whom the governor had prudently kept about
him. It was afterwards found, if we may believe a
highly respectable member of the party, that two
hundred French and Indians were on their way,
“resolved to seize the governor, council, and gentle-
men, and then to sacrifice the inhabitants at pleasure;”
but when they arrived, the English officials had been
gone three days.!

The French governor, Vaudreuil, says that about
this time some of the Abenakis were killed or mal-
treated by Englishmen. It may have been so: des-
peradoes, drunk or sober, were not rare along the
frontier; but Vaudreuil gives no particulars, and the
only English outrage that appears on record at
the time was the act of a gang of vagabonds who
plundered the house of the younger Saint-Castin,
where the town of Castine now stands. He was
Abenaki by his mother; but he was absent when the
attack took place, and the maranders seem to have
shed no blood. Nevertheless, within six weeks after

1 Penhallow, 17,18 (ed. 1859). There was a previous meeting of
conciliation between the English and the Abenakis in 1702. The
Jesuit Bigot says that the Indians assured him that they had scorn-
fully repelled the overtures of the English, and told them that they
would always stand fast by the French. (Relation des Abenakis,
1702.) This is not likely. The Indians probably lied both to the
Jesuit and to the English, telling to each what they knew would be
most acceptable.
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the Treaty of Casco, every unprotected farmhouse in
Maine was in a blaze.

The settlements of Maine, confined to the south-
western corner of what is now the State of Maine,
extended along the coast in a feeble and broken line
from Kittery to Casco. Ten years of murderous
warfare had almost ruined them. East of the village
of Wells little was left except one or two forts and
the so-called “garrisons,” which were private houses
pierced with loopholes and having an upper story
projecting over the lower, so that the defenders could
fire down on assailants battering the door or piling
fagots against the walls. A few were fenced with
palisades, as was the case with the house of Joseph
Storer at the east end of Wells, where an overwhelm-
ing force of French and Indians had been gallantly
repulsed in the summer of 1692.! These fortified
houses were, however, very rarely attacked, except
by surprise and treachery. In case of alarm such of
the inhabitants as found time took refuge in them
with their families, and left their dwellings to the
flames; for the first thought of the settler was to put
his women and children beyond reach of the scalping-
knife. There were several of these asylums in differ-
ent parts of Wells; and without them the place must
have been abandoned. In the little settlement of
York, farther westward, there were five of them,
which had saved a part of the inhabitants when the
rest were surprised and massacred.

1 See “Count Frontenac,” 371.
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Wells was a long, straggling settlement, consisting
at the beginning of William and Mary’s War of
about eighty houses and log-cabins,! strung at inter-
vals along the north side of the rough track, known
as the King’s Road, which ran parallel to the sca.
Behind the houses were rude, half-cloared pastures,
and behind these again, the primeval forest. The
cultivated land was on the south side of the road; in
front of the houses, and beyond it, spread great salt-
marshes, bordering the sca and haunted by innumer-
able game-birds.

The settlements of Maine were a dopendency of
Massachusetts, — « position that did not ploase their
inhabitants, but which they accopted hocause they
neoded the help of their Puritan neighbors, from
whom they differed widely both in their qualities and
in their faults. The Indian wars that checked their
growth had kept them in a condition more than half
barbarous. They wore a hard-working and hard-
drinking race; for though tew and coffee were scarcely
known, the land flowed with New England rum,
which was ranked among the nocessarios of life.
The botter sort could read and writo in a bungling
way; but many were wholly illiterate, and it was not
till long after Queen Anne’s War that the romoter
settlemonts ostablished schools, taught by poor students
from Harvard or less competent instructors, and held
at first in private houses or under sheds. The church
at Wells had been burned by the Indians; and

1 Bourne, History of Wells and Kennobunk.
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though the settlers were beggared by the war, they
voted in town-meeting to build another. The new
temple, begun in 1699, was a plain wooden structure
thirty feet square. For want of money the windows
long remained unglazed, the walls without plaster,
and the floor without seats; yetservices were duly held
here under direction of the minister, Samuel Emery,
to whom they paid £45 a year, half in provincial cur-
rency, and half in farm-produce and fire-wood.

In spite of these efforts to maintain public worship,
they were far from being a religious community; nor
were they a peaceful one. Gossip and scandal ran
riot; social jealousies abounded; and under what
seemed entire democratic equality, the lazy, drunken,
and shiftless envied the industrious and thrifty.
Wells was infested, moreover, by several “frightfully
turbulent women,”” as the chronicle styles them, from
whose rabid tongues the minister himself did not
always escape; and once, in its earlier days, the
town had been indicted for not providing a ducking-
stool to correct these breeders of discord.

Judicial officers were sometimes informally chosen
by popular vote, and sometimes appointed by the
governor of Massachusetts from among the inhab-
itants. As they knew no law, they gave judgment
aceording to their own ideas of justice, and their
sentences were oftener wanting in wisdom than in
geverity. Until after 1700 the county courts met
by beat of drum at some of the primitive inns or
taverns with which the frontier abounded.
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At Wells and other outlying and endangered
hamlots life was still oxcecdingly rude. The log-
cabins of the least thrifty were no better furnished
than Indian wigwams. The house of Kdmond Little-
field, reputed the richest man in Wells, consisted of
two_bedrooms and a kitchen, which last sorved.a
great variety of uses, and was supplied with.a, table,
a_pewter pot, a frying-pan, and a_sgkillet; but npo
chairs, cups, saucers, knives, forks, or spoons, In

and a chegt,  Another village notable — Iinsign John
Barrott — was better provided, being the possessor of
two beds, two chests and a box, four pewter dishos,
four earthen pots, two iron pots, sevem trays, two
buckets, some picces of wooden-ware, a skillet, and
a frying-pan. In the inventory of the patriarchal
Francis Littleficld, who died in 1712, we find the ex-
ceptional items of one looking-glass, two old chairs,
and two old books. Such of the family as had no
bed slept on hay or straw, and no provision for the
toilet is recorded.?

On tho tenth of August, 1703, these rugged bor-
derers were about their usual callings, unconscious
of danger, — tho women at thoeir household work, the
men in the fields or on the more distant salt-marshes.
The wife of Thomas Wells had reached the time of
her confinement, and her husband had gone for a

1 The above particulars are drawn from the History of Wells and
Konnebunk, by the late Edward I, Bourne, of Wolls,~—a work of
admirable thoroughness, fidelity, and candor.
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nurse. Some miles east of Wells’s cabin lived
Stephen Harding, — hunter, blacksmith, and tavern~
keeper, a sturdy, good-natured man, who loved the
woods, and whose frequent hunting trips sometimes
led him nearly to the White Mountains. Distant
gunshots were heard from the westward, and his
quick eye presently discovered Indians approaching,
on which he told his frightened wife to go with their
infant to a certain oak-tree beyond the creek while he
waited to learn whether the strangers were friends or
foes.

That morning several parties of Indians had stolen
out of the dismal woods behind the houses and farms
of Wells, and approached different dwellings of the
far-extended settlement at about the same time.
They entered the cabin of Thomas Wells, where his_
w?ﬁéj_ﬁl»%e pains of childbirth, and murdered her
and her two smaall, childreRe i Suthe S0 methey,
killed Joseph Sayer, a neighbor of Wells, with.all
S fami{Gu |
~“eanwhile Stephen Harding, having senthis wife
and child to a safe_djstance, zeturned to his black-

E{{Pi‘@;s.ws.&‘?B’,,,,&EEl’ seeing nobody, gave a_defignt
whoop; on which four Indians sprang at him from
;ﬁi bushes. He escaped through a back-door of the
';I:Bp, eluded his pursuers, and found his wife and
child in a cornfield, where the woman had fainted
with fright. They spent the night in the woods,
and on the next day, after a circuit of nine miles,
reached the palisaded house of Joseph Storer.




44 QUEEN ANNE'S WAR. [1708.

They found the inmates in distross and agﬂ:atlon
Stm'er S daughtcr Mmry, 9 glrl o{ cxghteon was nuss-
o ki od

ing, The Indians_had, ,gg,mght hegnmﬂw afterwa,;;ds

carried, hor - prisoner, to Qg,mg.p Samuel I1ill and his

AW,

fgumly Jexe.. captured, . and  the younger ochildren
butchered. But it is uscless to rocord the names and
fate of the sufferers. Thirty-nine in_all, chiefly
women and children, were killed or c'urmd off, and
then the Indmns dxsameafgg as qn g}/gkl and, silently
a8 thoy had come, leaving many of the houses in
" o DAL

flatnes.

Tlus rmd aid upon W Wells . was oan Rart of a combmod

i hres IR T

attack on all Jtho.. sottlements., f;:om,,,mtz p;lp,;;gm

(;asco ].‘hose eastward of Wolls had heen, as we
havo seen, abandoned in the last war, oxcopting the
forts and fortified houses; but the inhabitants, reas-
sured, no doubt, by the Treaty of Casco, had begun
to roturn. On this same day, the tenth of August,
they were startled from their security. A band of
Indians mixed with Frenchmen fell upon the settle~
ments about the stone fort near the Falls of the Saco,
killed eleven persons, captured twenty-four, and
vainly attacked the fort itself. Others surprised the
gettlers at a place called Spurwink, and killed or
captured twenty-two. Others, again, destroyed the
huts of the fishermen at Cape Porpoise, and attacked
the fortified house at Winter Harbor, the inmates of
which, after a brave resistance, were forced to capitu-
late. The settlers at Scarborough were also in &
fortified bouse, where they made a long and obstinate
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defence till help at last arrived. Nine families were
settled at Purpooduck Point, near the present city
of Portland. They had no place of refuge, and the
men being, no doubt, fishermen, were all absent,
when the Indians burst into the hamlet, butchered
twenty-five women and children, and carried off
eight.

The fort at Casco, or Falmouth, was held by Major
March, with thirty-six men. He bad no thought of
danger, when three well-known chiefs from Norridge-
wock appeared with a white flag, and asked for an
interview. As they seemed to be alone and unarmed,
he went to meet them, followed by two or three
soldiers and accompanied by two old men named
Phippeny and Kent, inhabitants of the place. They
had hardly reached the spot when the three chiefs
drew hatchets from under a kind of mantle which
they wore and sprang upon them, while other Indians,
ambushed near by, leaped up and joined in the attack.
The two old men were killed at once; but March,
who was noted for strength and agility, wrenched a
hatchet from one of his assailants, and kept them all
at bay till Sergeant Hook came to his aid with a file
of men and drove them off.

They soon reappeared, burned the deserted cabins
in the neighborhood, and beset the garrison in num-
bers that continually increased, till in a few days the
entire force that had been busied in ravaging the
scattered settlements was gathered around the place.
It consisted of about five hundred Indians of several
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tribes, and a few Frenchmen under an officer named
Beaubassin. Being elated with past successes, they
laid siege to the fort, sheltering themselves under a
steep bank by the water-side and burrowing their
way towards the rampart. March could not dislodge
them, and they continued their approaches till the
third day, when Captain Southack, with the Massa-
chusetts armed vessel known as the “ Province Galley,”
sailed into the harbor, recaptured three small vessels
that the Indians had taken along the coast, and
destroyed a great number of their canoes, on which
they gave up their enterprise and disappeared.!

Such was the beginning of Queen Anne’s War.
These attacks were due less to the Abenakis than
to the French who set them on. “Monsicur de
Vaudreuil,” writes the Jesuit historian Charlevoix,
“formed a party of these savages, to whom he joined
some Frenchmen under the direction of the Sieur de
Beaubassin, when they effected some ravages of no
great consequence; they killed, however, about three
hundred men.” This last statement is doubly incor-
rect. The whole number of persons killed and
carried off during the August attacks did not much

1 On these attacks on the frontier of Maine, Penhallow, who well
knew the country and the people, is the best authority. Niles, in
his Indian and French Wars, copies him without acknowledgment,
but not without blunders. As regards the attack on Wells, what
particulars we have are mainly due to the reseaxch of the indefati-
gable Bourne. Compare Belknap, i. 330 ; Folsom, History of Saco
and Biddeford, 198; Coll. Maine Hist. Soc., iii. 140, 348; ‘Williamson,

History of Maine, ii. 42. Beaubassin is called “ Bobasser ” in most of
the English accounts.
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exceed one hundred and sixty;! and these were of
both sexes and all ages, from octogenarians to new-
born infants. The able-bodied men among them
were few, as most of the attacks were made upon
anprotected houses in the absence of the head of the
family; and the only fortified place captured was the
garrison-house at Winter Harbor, which surrendered
on terms of capitulation. The instruments of this
ignoble warfare and the revolting atrocities that
accompanied it were all, or nearly all, converted
Indians of the missions. Charlevoix has no word of
disapproval for it, and seems to regard its partial
success as a gratifying one so far as it went.

One of the objects was, no doubt, to check the
progress of the English settlements; but, pursues
Charlevoix, “the essential point was to commit the
Abenakis in such a manner that they could not draw
back.”? This object was constantly kept in view.
The French claimed at this time that the territory
of Acadia reached as far westward as the Kennebee,
which therefore formed, in their view, the boundary
between the rival nations, and they trusted in the
Abenakis to defend this assumed line of demarcation.
But the Abenakis sorely needed English guns, knives,
hatchets, and kettles, and nothing but the utmost
vigilance could prevent them from coming to terms
with those who could supply their necessities. Hence

1 The careful and well-informed Belknap puts it at only 180
History of New Hampshire, i. 381.
2 (harlevoix, ii. 289, 200 (quarto edition).
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the policy of the French authorities on the frontier
of New England was the opposite of their policy on
the frontier of New York. They left the latter
undisturbed, lest by attacking the Dutch and English
settlers they should stir up the Five Nations to attack
Canada; while, on the other hand, they constantly
spurred the Abenakis against New England, in order
to avert the dreaded event of their making peace
with her.

The attack on Wells, Casco, and the intervening
gettlements was followed by murders and depreda-
tions that lasted through the autumn and extended
along two hundred miles of frontier. Thirty Indians
attacked the village of Hampton, killed the Widow
Mussey, a famous Quakeress, and then fled to escape
pursuit. At Black Point nineteen men going to
their work in the meadows were ambushed by two
hundred Indians, and all but one were shot or cap-
tured. The fort was next attacked. It was gar-
risoned by eight men under Lieutenant Wyatt, who
stood their ground for some time, and then escaped
by means of a sloop in the harbor. At York the wife
and children of Arthur Brandon were killed, and the
Widow Parsons and her daughter carried off. At
Berwick the Indians attacked the fortified house of
Andrew Neal, but were repulsed with the loss of nine
killed and many wounded, for which they revenged
themselves by burning alive Joseph Ring, a prisoner
whom they had taken. Early in February a small
party of them hovered about the fortified house of
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Joseph Bradley at Haverhill, till, seeing the gate
open and nobody on the watch, they rushed in. The
woman of the house was boiling soap, and in her
desperation she snatched up the kettle and threw the
contents over them with such effect that one of them,
it is said, was scalded to death. The man who
should have been on the watch was killed, and
several persons were captured, including the woman.
It was the second time that she had been a prisoner
in Indian hands. Half starved and bearing a heavy
load, she followed her captors in their hasty retreat
towards Canada. After a time she was safely deliv-
ered of an infant in the midst of the winter forest;
but the child pined for want of sustenance, and the
Indians hastened its death by throwing hot coals into
its mouth when it cried. The astonishing vitality of
the woman carried her to the end of the frightful
journey. A Frenchman bought her from the Indians,
and she was finally ransomed by her husband.

By far the most dangerous and harassing attacks
were those of small parties skulking under the edge
of the forest, or lying hidden for days together,
watching their opportunity to murder unawares, and
vanishing when they had done so. Against such an
enemy there was no defence. The Massachusetts
government sent a troop of horse to Portsmouth, and
another to Wells. These had the advantage of rapid
movement in case of alarm along the roads and forest-
paths from settlement to settlement; but once in the

woods, their horses were worse than useless, and they
VOL. t.—4
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could only fight on foot. Fighting, however, was
rarely possible; for on reaching the scene of action
they found nothing but mangled corpses and burning
houses.

The best defence was to take the offensive. In
September Governor Dudley sent three hundred and
sixty men to the upper Saco, the haunt of the
Pequawket tribe; but the place was deserted. Major,
now Colonel, March soon after repeated the attempt,
killing six Indians, and capturing as many more.
The General Court offered £40 for every Indian
scalp, and one Captain Tyng, in consequence, sur-
prised an Indian village in midwinter and brought
back five of these disgusting trophies. In the spring
of 1704 word came from Albany that a band of
French Indians had built a fort and planted corn at
Coos meadows, high up the river Connecticut. On
this, one Caleb Lyman with five friendly Indians,
probably Mohegans, set out from Northampton, and
after a long march through the forest, surprised,
under cover of a thunderstorm, a wigwam containing
nine warriors,— bound, no doubt, against the frontier.
They killed seven of them; and this was all that was
done at present in the way of reprisal or prevention.!

The murders and burnings along the borders were
destined to continue with little variety and little
interruption during ten years. It was a repetition
of what the pedantic Cotton Mather calls Decennium
luctuosum, or the “woful decade” of William and

1 Penhallow, Wars of New England with the Eastern Indians.
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Mary’s War. The wonder is that the outlying settle-
ments were not abandoned. These ghastly, insidious,
and ever-present dangers demanded a more obstinate
courage than the hottest battle in the open field.

One curious frontier incident may be mentioned
here, though it did not happen till towards the end
of the war. In spite of poverty, danger, and tribula-
tion, marrying and giving in marriage did not cease
among the sturdy borderers; and on a day in Sep-
tember there was a notable wedding feast at the
palisaded house of John Wheelwright, one of the
chief men of Wells. Elisha Plaisted was to espouse
Wheelwright’s daughter Hannah, and many guests
were assembled, some from Portsmouth, and even
beyond it. Probably most of them came in sail-
boats; for the way by land was full of peril, especially
on the road from York, which ran through dense
woods, where Indians often waylaid the travel-
ler. The bridegroom’s father was present with the
rest. It was a concourse of men in homespun, and
women and girls in such improvised finery as their
poor resources could supply; possibly, in default of
better, some wore nightgowns, more or less disguised,
over their daily dress, as happened on similar oceca-
sions half a century later among the frontiersmen of
West Virginia.l After an evening of rough merri-
ment and gymnastic dancing, the guests lay down to
sleep under the roof of their host or in adjacent barns
and sheds. When morning came, and they were

1 Doddridge, Notes on Western Virginia and Pennsylvania,
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preparing to depart, it was found that two hoxses
were missing; and not doubting that they had strayed
away, three young men — Sergeant Tucker, Joshua
Downing, and Isaac Cole —went to find them. In
a few minutes several gunshots were heard. The
three young men did not return. Downing and Cole
were killed, and Tucker was wounded and made
prisoner.

Believing that, as usual, the attack came from
some small scalping-party, Elisha Plaisted and eight
or ten more threw themselves on the horses that stood
saddled before the house, and galloped across the
fields in the direction of the firing; while others ran
to cut off the enemy’s retreat. A volley was presently
heard, and several of the party were seen running
back towards the house. Elisha Plaisted and his
companions had fallen into an ambuscade of two
hundred Indians. Omne or more of them were shot,
- and the unfortunate bridegroom was captured. The
distress of his young wife, who was but eighteen,
may be imagined.

Two companies of armed men in the pay of
Massachusetts were then in Wells, and some of them
had come to the wedding. Seventy marksmen went
to meet the Indians, who ensconced themselves in
the edge of the forest, whence they could not be dis-
lodged. There was some desultory firing, and one
of the combatants was killed on each side, after
which the whites gave up the attack, and Lieutenant
Banks went forward with a flag of truce, in the hope



1712.] RANSOM OF PLAISTED. 53

of ransoming the prisoners. He was met by six
chiefs, among whom were two noted Indians of his
acquaintance, Bomazeen and Captain Nathaniel.
They well knew that the living Plaisted was worth
more than his scalp; and though they would not
come to terms at once, they promised to meet the
English at Richmond’s Island in a few days and give
up both him and Tucker on payment of a sufficient
ransom. The flag of truce was respected, and Banks
came back safe, bringing a hasty note to the elder
Plaisted from his captive son. This note now lies
before me, and it runs thus, in the dutiful formality
of the olden time: —

S1r, — I am in the hands of a great many Indians, with
which there is six captains. They say that what they will
have for me is 50 pounds, and thirty pounds for Tucker,
nmy fellow prisomer, in good goods, as broadcloth, some
provisions, some tobacco pipes, Pomisstone [pumice-stone],
stockings, and a little of all things. If you will, come to
Richmond’s Island in 5 days at farthest, for here is 200
Indians, and they belong to Canada.

If you do not come in 5 days, you will not see me, for
Captain Nathaniel the Indian will not stay no longer, for
the Canada Indians is not willing for to sell me. Pray,
Sir, don’t fail, for they have given me one day, for the
days were but 4 at first. Give my kind love to my dear
wife. This from your dutiful son till death,

ErisgA PLAISTED

The alarm being spread and a sufficient number
of men mustered, they set out to attack the enemy
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and recover the prisoners by force; but not an Indian
could be found. '

Bomazeen and Captain Nathaniel were true to the
rendezvous; in due time Klisha Plaisted was ran-
somed and restored to his bride.l

1 On this affair, see the note of Elisha Plaisted in Massachusetts
Archives; Richard Waldron to Governor Dudley, Portsmouth, 19
September, 1712 ; Bourne, Wells and Kennebunk, 278.
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DEERFIELD.
Herrer pE Rouviire. — A FronNTiER VILLAGE. — REv., Jomw
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Apour midwinter the governor of Canada sent
another large war-party against the New England
border. The object of attack was an unoffending
hamlet, that from its position could never be a menace
to the French, and the destruction of which could
profit them nothing. The aim of the enterprise was
not military, but political. “I have sent no war-
party towards Albany,” writes Vaudreuil, “because
we must do nothing that might cause a rupture
between us and the Iroquois; but we must keep
things astir in the direction of Boston, or else the
Abenakis will declare for the English.” In short,
the object was fully to commit these savages to hostil-
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ity against New England, and convince them at the
same time that the French would back their quarrel.?

The party consisted, according to French accounts,
of fifty Canadians and two hundred Abenakis and
Caughnawagas, — the latter of whom, while trading
constantly with Albany, were rarely averse to a raid
against Massachusetts or New Hampshire.2 The
command was given to the younger Hertel de Rouville,
who was accompanied by four of his brothers. They
began their march in the depth of winter, journeyed
nearly three hundred miles on snow-shoes through
the forest, and approached their destination on the
afternoon of the twenty-eighth of February, 1704.
It was the village of Deerfield, which then formed
the extreme northwestern frontier of Massachusetts,
— its feeble neighbor, the infant settlement of North-
field, a little higher up the Connecticut, having been
abandoned during the last war. Rouville halted his
followers at a place now called Petty’s Plain, two
miles from the village; and here, under the shelter
of a pine forest, they all lay hidden, shivering with
cold, — for they dared not make fires, — and hungry
as wolves, for their provisions were spent. Though
their numbers, by the lowest account, were nearly

! Vaudreuil au Ministre, 14 Novembre, 1708; lbid., 8 Avril, 1704
Vaudreuil et Beauharnois au Ministre, 17 Novembre, 1704. French
writers say that the English surprised and killed some of the
Abenakis, who thereupon asked help from Canada., This perhaps
refers to the expeditions of Colonel March and Captain Tyng, who,
after the bloody attacks upon the settlements of Maine, made
reprisal upon Abenaki camps.

1 English accounts make the whole number 842.
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equal to the whole population of Deerfield, — men,
women, and children, — they had no thought of an
open attack, but trusted to darkness and surprise for
an easy victory.

Deerfield stood on a plateau above the river
meadows, and the houses — forty-one in all — were
chiefly along the road towards the villages of Hadley
and Hatfield, a few miles distant. In the middle of
the place, on a rising ground called Meeting-house
Hill, was a small square wooden meeting-house.
This, with about fifteen private houses, besides barns
and sheds, was enclosed by a fence of palisades eight
feet high, flanked by “mounts,” or blockhouses, at
two or more of the corners. The four sides of this
palisaded enclosure, which was called the fort,
measured in all no less than two hundred and two
rods, and within it lived some of the principal inhab-
itants of the village, of which it formed the centre or
citadel. Chief among its inmates was John Williams,
the minister, a man of character and education, who,
after graduating at Harvard, had come to Deerfield
when it was still suffering under the ruinous effects
of King Philip’s War, and entered on his ministry
with a salary of sixty pounds in depreciated New
England currency, payable, not in money, but in
wheat, Indian-corn, and pork.! His parishioners
built him a house, he married, and had now eight
children, one of whom was absent with friends at

1 Stephen W. Williams, Biographical Memoir of Rev. Jokn
Williams.
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Hadley.! His next neighbor was Benoni Stebbins,
sergeant in the county militia, who lived a few rods
from the meeting-house. About fifty yards distant,
and near the northwest angle of the enclosure, stood
the house of Ensign John Sheldon, a framed build-
ing, one of the largest in the village, and, like that
of Stebbins, made bullet-proof by a layer of bricks
between the outer and inner sheathing, while its
small windows and its projecting upper story also
helped to make it defensible.

The space enclosed by the palisade, though much
too large for effective defence, served in time of
alarm as an asylum for the inhabitants outside,
whose houses were scattered, — some on the north
towards the hidden enemy, and some on the south
towards Hadley and Hatfield. Among those on
the south side was that of the militia captain, Jona-
than Wells, which had a palisade of its own, and,
like the so-called fort, served as an asylum for the
neighbors.

These private fortified houses were sometimes built
by the owners alone, though more often they were
the joint work of the owners and of the inhabitants,
to whose safety they contributed. The palisade
fence that enclosed the central part of the village
was made under a vote of the town, each inhabitant
being required to do his share; and as they were
greatly impoverished by the last war, the General
Court of the province remitted for a time a part of

1 Account of y* destruction at Deref%, February 29, 1708/4
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their taxes in consideration of a work which aided
the general defence.l

Down to the Peace of Ryswick the neighborhood
had been constantly infested by scalping-parties, and
once the village had been attacked by a considerable
force of French and Indians, who were beaten off.
Of late there had been warnings of fresh disturbance.
Lord Cornbury, governor of New York, wrote that
he had heard through spies that Deerfield was again
to be attacked, and a message to the same effect came
from Peter Schuyler, who had received intimations
of the danger from Mohawks lately on a visit to their
Caughnawaga relatives. During the autumn the
alarm was so great that the people took refuge within
the palisades, and the houses of the enclosure were
crowded with them; but the panic had now subsided,
and many, though not all, had returned to their
homes. They were reassured by the presence of
twenty volunteers from the villages below, whom,
on application from the minister, Williams, the Gen-~
eral Court had sent as a garrison to Deerfield, where
they were lodged in the houses of the villagers. On
the night when Iertel de Rouville and his band lay
hidden among the pines there were in all the settle-
ment a little less than three hundred souls, of whom
two hundred and sixty-eight were inhabitants, twenty
were yeomen soldiers of the garrison, two were visi-

1 Papers in the Archives of Massachusetts. Among these, a
letter of Rev. John Williams to the governor, 21 October, 1703
states that the palisade is rotten, and must be rebuilt.
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tors from Hatfield, and three were negro slaves.
They were of all ages, — from the Widow Allison,
in her eighty-fifth year, to the infant son of Deacon
French, aged four weeks.!

Heavy snows had lately fallen and buried the
clearings, the meadow, and the frozen river to the
depth of full three feet. On the northwestern side
the drifts were piled nearly to the top of the palisade
fence, so that it was no longer an obstruction to an
active enemy.

As the afternoon waned, the s1ghts and sounds of
the little border hamlet were, no doubt, like those of
any other rustic New England village at the end of a
winter day, —an ox-sledge creaking on the frosty
snow as it brought in the last load of firewood, boys
in homespun snowballing one another in the village
street, farmers feeding their horses and cattle in the
barns, a matron drawing a pail of water with the
help of one of those long well-sweeps still used in
some remote districts, or a girl bringing a pail of
milk from the cow-shed. In the houses, where one
room served as kitchen, dining-room, and parlor, the
housewife cooked the evening meal, children sat at
their bowls of mush and milk, and the men of the
family, their day’s work over, gathered about the
fire, while perhaps some village coquette sat in

1 The names of nearly all the inhabitants are preserved, and
even the ages of most of them have been ascertained, through the
indefatigable research of Mr. George Sheldon, of Deerfleld, among

contemporary records. The house of Thomas French, the town
clerk, was not destroyed, and his papers were saved.
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the corner with fingers busy at the spinning-wheel,
and ears intent on the stammered wooings of her
rustic lover. Deerfield kept early hours, and it is
likely that by nine o’clock all were in their beds.
There was a patrol inside the palisade, but there was
little discipline among these extemporized soldiers;
the watchers grew careless as the frosty night went
on; and it is said that towards morning they, like the
villagers, betook themselves to their beds.

Rouville and his men, savage with hunger, lay
shivering under the pines till about two hours before
dawn; then, leaving their packs and their snow-shoes
behind, they moved cautiously towards their prey.
There was a crust on the snow strong enough to
bear their weight, though not to prevent a rustling
noise as it crunched under the feet of so many men.
It is said that from time to time Rouville commanded
a halt, in order that the sentinels, if such there were,
might mistake the distant sound for rising and fall-
ing gusts of wind. In any case, no alarm was given
till they had mounted the palisade and dropped
silently into the unconscious village. Then with
one accord they screeched the war-whoop, and assailed
the doors of the houses with axes and hatchets.

The hideous din startled the minister, Williams,
from his sleep. Half-wakened, he sprang out of bed,
and saw dimly a crowd of savages bursting through
the shattered door. He shouted to two soldiers who
were lodged in the house; and then, with more valor
than discretion, snatched a pistol that hung at the
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head of the bed, cocked it, and snapped it at the
breast of the foremost Indian, who proved-to be a
Caughnawaga chief. It missed fire, or Williams
would, no doubt, have been killed on the spot.
Amid the screams of his terrified children, three of
the party seized him and bound him fast; for they
came well provided with cords, since prisoners had a
market value. Nevertheless, in the first fury of
their attack they dragged to the door and murdered
two of the children and a mnegro woman called
Parthena, who was probably their nurse. In an
upper room lodged a young man namod Stoddard,
who had time to snatch a cloak, throw himself out of
the window, climb the palisade, and escape in the
darkness. Half-naked as he was, he made his way
over the snow to Hatfield, binding his bare feot with
strips torn from the cloak.

They kept Williams shivering in bis shirt for an
hour while a frightful uproar of yells, shrieks, and
gunshots sounded from without. At length they
permitted him, his wife, and five remaining children
to dress themselves. Meanwhile the Indians and
their allies burst into most of the houses, killed such
of the men as resisted, butchered some of the women
and children, and seized and bound the rest. Some
of the villagers escaped in the confusion, like Stod-
dard, and either fled half dead with cold towards
Hatfield, or sought refuge in the fortified house of
Jonathan Wells.

The house of Stebbins, the minister’s next neigh-
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bor, had not been attacked so soon as the rest, and
the inmates had a little time for preparation. They
consisted of Stebbins himself, with his wife and
five children, David Hoyt, Joseph Catlin, Benjamin
Church, a namesake of the old Indian fighter of
Philip’s War, and three other men, — probably
refugees who had brought their wives and families
within the palisaded enclosure for safety. Thus the
house contained seven men, four or five women, and
a considerable number of children. Though the
walls were bullet-proof, it was not built for defence.
The men, however, were well supplied with guns,
powder, and lead, and they seem to have found some
means of barricading the windows. When the enemy
tried to break in, they drove them back with loss.
On this, the French and Indians gathered in great
numbers before the house, showered bullets upon it,
and tried tosetit on fire. They were again repulsed,
with the loss of several killed and wounded; among
the former a Caughnawaga chief, and among the
latter a French officer. Still the firing continued.
If the assailants had made a resolute assault, the
defenders must have been overpowered; but to risk
lives in open attack was contrary to every maxim of
forest warfare. The women in the house behaved
with great courage, and moulded bullets, which the
men shot at the enemy. Stebbins was killed out-
right, and Church was wounded, as was also the
wife of David Hoyt. At length most of the French
and Indians, disgusted with the obstinacy of the
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defence, turned their attention to other quarters;
though some kept up their fire under cover of the
meeting-house and another building within easy
range of gunshot.

This building was the house of Ensign John
Sheldon, already mentioned. The Indians had had
some difficulty in mastering it; for the door being of
thick oak plank, studded with nails of wrought iron
and well barred, they could not break it-open. After
a time, however, they hacked a hole in it, through
which they fired and killed Mrs. Sheldon as she sat
on the edge of a bed in a lower room. Her husband,
a man of great resolution, seems to have been absent.
Their son John, with Hannah his wife, jumped
from an upper chamber window. The young woman
sprained her ankle in the fall, and lay helpless, but
begged her husband to run to Hatfield for aid, which
be did, while she remained a prisoner. The Indians
soon got in at a back door, seized Mercy Sheldon, a
little girl of two years, and dashed out her brains on
the door-stone. Her two brothers and her sister
Mary, a girl of sixteen, were captured. The house
was used for a short time as a depot for prisoners,
and here also was brought the French officer wounded
in the attack on the Stebbins house. A family tra-
dition relates that as he lay in great torment he
begged for water, and that it was brought him by
one of the prisoners, Mrs. Jobn Catlin, whose hus-
band, son, and infant grandson had been killed, and
who, nevertheless, did all in her power to relieve the



1704.1 ATTEMPTED RESCUE. 65

sufferings of the wounded man. Probably it was in
recognition of this charity that when the other
prisoners were led away, Mrs. Catlin was left be-
hind. She died of grief a few weeks later.

The sun was scarcely an hour high when the mis-
erable drove of captives was conducted across the
river to the foot of a mountain or high hill. Williams
and his family were soon compelled to follow, and
his house was set on fire. As they led him off he
saw that other houses within the palisade were burn-
ing, and that all were in the power of the enemy
except that of his neighbor Stebbins, where the gal-
lant defenders still kept their assailants at bay.
Having collected all their prisoners, the main body
of the French and Indians began to withdraw towards
the pine forest, where they had left their packs and
snow-shoes, and to prepare for a retreat before the
country should be roused, first murdering in cold
blood Marah Carter, a little girl of five years, whom
they probably thought unequal to the march. Several
parties, however, still lingered in the village, firing
on the Stebbins house, killing cattle, hogs, and sheep,
anhd gathering such plunder as the place afforded.

Early in the attack, and while it was yet dark, the
light of burning houses, reflected from the fields of
snow, had been seen at Hatfield, Hadley, and North-
ampton. The alarm was sounded through the slum
bering hamlets, and parties of men mounted on
farm-horses, with saddles or without, hastened to the
rescue, not doubting that the fires were kindled by

voL. L.—b8
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Indians. When the sun was about two hours high,
between thirty and forty of them were gathered at
the fortified house of Jonathan Wells, at the southern
end of the village. The houses of this neighborhood
were still standing, and seem not to have been
attacked, — the stubborn defence of the Stebbins
house having apparently prevented the enemy from
pushing much beyond the palisaded enclosure. The
house of Wells was full of refugee families. A few
Deerfield men here joined the horsemen from the
lower towns, as also did four or five of the yeoman
soldiers who had escaped the fate of most of their
comrades. The horsemen left their horses within
Wells’s fence; he himself took the lead, and the
whole party rushed in together at the southern gate
of the palisaded enclosure, drove out the plunderers,
and retook a part of their plunder. The asshilants
of the Stebbins house, after firing at it for three
hours, were put to flight, and those of its male occu-
pants who were still alive joined their countrymen,
while the women and children ran back for harborage
to the house of Wells.

Wells and his men, now upwards of fifty, drove
the flying enemy more than a mile across the river
meadows, and ran in headlong pursuit over the crusted
snow, killing a considerable number. In the eager-
ness of the chase many threw off their overcoats, and
even their jackets. Wells saw the danger, and
vainly called on them to stop. Their blood was up,
and most of them were young and inexperienced.
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Meanwhile the firing at the village had been heard
by Rouville’s main body, who had already begun
their retreat northward. They turned back to sup-
port their comrades, and hid themselves under the
bank of the river till the pursuers drew near, when
they gave them a close volley and rushed upon them
with the war-whoop. Some of the English were
shot down, and the rest driven back. There was no
panic. “We retreated,” says Wells, “facing about
and firing.” When they reached the palisade they
made a final stand, covering by their fire such of
their comrades as had fallen within range of musket-
shot, and thus saving them from the scalping-knife.
The French did not try to dislodge them. Nine of
them had been killed, several were wounded, and
one was captured.?

The number of English carried off prisoners was
one hundred and eleven, and the number killed was
according to ome list forty-seven, and according to

1 On the thirty-first of May, 1704, Jonathan Wells and Ebenezer
‘Wright petitioned the General Court for compensation for the losses
of those who drove the enemy out of Deerfield and chased them into
the meadow. The petition, which was granted, gives an account of
the affair, followed by a list of all the men engaged. They number
fifty-seven, including the nine who were killed. A list of the
plunder retaken from the enemy, consisting of guns, blankets,
hatchets, etc., is also added. Several other petitions for the relief
of men wounded at the same time are preserved in the archives of
Massachusetts. In 1730 the survivors of the party, with the repre-
sentatives of those who had died, petitioned the General Court for
allotments of land, in recognition of their services. This petition
also was granted. It is accompanied by a narrative written by

Wells. These and other papers on the same subject have been
racently printed by Mr. George Sheldon, of Deerfield.
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another fifty-three, the latter including some whe
were smothered in the cellars of their burning houses.
The names, and in most cases the ages, of both
captives and slain are preserved. Those who escaped
with life and freedom were, by the best account, one
hundred and thirty-seven. An official tabular state-
ment, drawn up on the spot, sets the number of
houses burned at seventeen. The house of the town
clerk, Thomas French, escaped, as before mentioned,
and the town records, with other papers in his
charge, were saved. The meeting-house also was
left standing. The house of Sheldon was hastily set
on fire by the French and Indians when their rear
was driven out of the village by Wells and his men;
but the fire was extinguished, and “the Old Indian
House,” as it was called, stood till the year 1849.
Its door, deeply scarred with hatchets, and with a
hole cut near the middle, is still preserved in the
Memorial Hall at Deerfield.?

Vaudreuil wrote to the minister, Ponchartrain,
that the French lost two or three killed, and twenty
or twenty-one wounded, Rouville himself being
among the latter. This cannot include the Indians,
since there is proof that the enemy left behind a con-
siderable number of their dead. "Wherever resistance

1 After the old house was demolished, this door was purchased
by my friend Dr. Daniel Denison Slade, and given by him to the
town of Deerfleld, on condition that it should be carefully pre-
served, For an engraving of “the Old Indian House,” see Hoyt,
Indian Wars (ed, 1824).
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was possible, it had been of the most prompt and
determined character.?

Long before noon the French and Indians were on
their northward march with their train of captives.
More armed men came up from the settlements below,
and by midnight about eighty were gathered at the
ruined village. Couriers had been sent to rouse the
country, and before evening of the next day (the first
of March) the force at Deerfield was increased to two
hundred and fifty; but a thaw and a warm rain
had set in, and as few of the men had snow-shoes,
pursuit was out of the question. Even could the
agile savages and their allies have been overtaken,
the probable consequence would have been the mur-
dering of the captives to prevent their escape.

In spite of the foul blow dealt upon it, Deerfield
was not abandoned. Such of its men as were left
were taken as soldiers into the pay of the province,
while the women and children were sent to the vil-
lages below. A small garrison was also stationed at
the spot, under command of Captain Jonathan Wells,
and thus the village held its ground till the storm of
war should pass over.?

1 Governor Dudley, writing to Lord ——on 21 April, 1704, says
that thirty dead bodies of the enemy were found in the village and
on the meadow. Williams, the minister, says that they did not
seem inclined to rejoice over their success, and continued for
several days to bury members of their party who died of wounds
on the return march, He adds that he learned in Canada that they
lost more than forty, though Vaudreuil assured him that they lost

but eleven.
3 On the attack of Deerfield, see Williams, The Redeemed Cap
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We have seen that the minister, Williams, with
his wife and family, were led from their burning

tive Returning to Zion. This is the narrative ot the minister, John
Williams. Account of the Captivity of Stephen Williams, written by
himself. This is the narrative of one of the minister’s sons, eleven
years old when captured. It is printed in the Appendix to the Bio-
graphical Memoir of Rev. John Williams (Hartford, 1837) ; An account
of y* destruction at Dereyd. febr. 29, 1703/4, in Proceedings of the Mass.
Hist. Soc., 1807, p. 478. This valuable document was found among
the papers of Fitz-John Winthrop, governor of Connecticut. The
authorities of that province, on hearing of tho catastrophe at Deer-
field, promptly sent an armed force to its relief, which, however,
could not arrive till long after the enemy were gone. The paper in
question secms to be the official report of one of the Connccticut
officers. After recounting what had taken place, ho gives a tabular
list of the captives, the slain, and those who escaped, with the ecsti-
mated losses in property of cach inhabitant. The list of captives
is not quite complete. Compare the lists given by Stephen Williams
at the end of his marrative. The town rccords of Hatfield give
various particulars concerning the attack on its unfortunate neigh-
bor, as do the letters of Colonel Samuecl Partridge, commanding the
noilitia of the county. Hoyt, dntiquarian Researches, gives a valu-
able account of it. The careful and unwearied rescarch of Mr.
George Sheldon, the lineal descendant of Ensign John Sheldon,
among all sources, public or private, manuscript or in print, that
could throw light on the subject cannot be too strongly com-
mended, and I am indebted to him for much valued information.

Penhallow’s short account is inexact, and mapy of the muore
recent narratives are not only exaggerated, but sometimes absurdly
incorrect.

The French notices of the affair are short, and give few par-
ticulars. Vaudreuil in one letter sets the number of prisoners at
one hundred and fifty, and increases it in another to two hundred
and fifty, Ramesay, governor of Montreal, who hated Hertel de
Rouville, and bore no love to Vaudreuil, says that fifty-six women
and children were murdered on the way to Canada, —which is a
gross exaggeration. (Ramesay au Ministre, 14 Novembre, 1704.) The
account by Dr. Ethier in the Revue Canadienne of 1874 is drawn
entirely from the Redeemed Captive of Williams, with running
tomments by the Canadian writer, but no new information. The
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house across the river to the foot of the mountain,
where the crowd of terrified and disconsolate captives
— friends, neighbors, and relatives — were already
gathered. Here they presently saw the fight in the
meadow, and were told that if their countrymen
attempted a rescue, they should all be put to death.
“After this,” writes Williams, “we went up the
mountain, and saw the smoke of the fires in town,
and beheld the awful desolation of Deerfield; and
before we marched any farther they killed a sucking
child of the English.”

The French and Indians marched that afternoon
only four or five miles, — to Greenfield meadows, —"
where they stopped to encamp, dug away the snow,
laid spruce-boughs on the ground for beds, and bound
fast such of the prisoners as seemed able to escape.
The Indians then held a carousal on some liquor they
had found in the village, and in their drunken rage
murdered a negro man belonging to Williams. In
spite of their precautions, Joseph Alexander, one of
the prisoners, escaped during the night, at which
they were greatly incensed; and Rouville ordered
Williams to tell his companions in misfortune that if
any more of them ran off, the rest should be burned
alive.l

The prisoners were the property of those who had
comments chiefly consist in praise of Williams for truth when he
speaks favorably of the Canadians, and charges of lying when he
speaks otherwise.

1 John Williams, The Redeemed Captive. Compare Stephen
Williams, .dccount of the Captivity, ete.
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taken them. Williams had two masters, one of the
three who had seized him having been shot in the
attack on the house of Stebbins. His principal owner
was a surly fellow who would not let him speak to
the other prisoners; but as he was presently chosen
to guard the rear, the minister was left in the hands
of his other master, who allowed him to walk beside
his wife and help her on the way. Having borne a
child a few weeks before, she was in no condition for
such a march, and felt that her hour was near.
Williams speaks of her in the strongest terms of
affection. She made no complaint, and accepted bher
fate with resignation. “We discoursed,” he says,
“of the happiness of those who had God for a father
and friend, as also that it was our reasonable duty
quietly to submit to his will.” Her thoughts were
for her remaining children, whom she commended to
her husband’s care. Their intercourse was short.
The Indian who had gone to the rear of the train
soon returned, separated them, ordered Williams to
the front, “and so made me take a last farewell of
my dear wife, the desire of my eyes and companion
in many mercies and afflictions.” They came soon
after to Green River, a stream then about knee-deep,
and so swift that the water had not frozen. After
wading it with difficulty, they climbed a snow-covered
hill beyond. The minister, with strength almost
spent, was permitted to rest a few moments at the
top; and as the other prisoners passed by in turn, he
questioned each for news of his wife. He was not
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left long in suspense. She had fallen from weakness
in fording the stream, but gained her feet again,
and, drenched in the icy current, struggled to the
farther bank, when the savage who owned her, find-
ing that she could not climb the hill, killed her with
one stroke of his hatchet. Her body was left on the
snow till a few of her townsmen, who had followed
the trail, found it a day or two after, carried it back
to Deerfield, and buried it in the churchyard.

On the next day the Indians killed an infant and
a little girl of eleven years; on the day following,
Friday, they tomahawked a woman, and on Saturday
four others. - This apparent cruelty was in fact a
kind of mercy. The victims could not keep up with
the party, and the death-blow saved them from a
lonely and lingering death from cold and starvation.
Some of the children, when spent with the march,
were carried on the backs of their owners, — partly,
perhaps, through kindness, and partly because every
child had its price. _

On the fourth day of the march they came to the
mouth of West River, which enters the Connecticut
a little above the present town of Brattleboro’.
Some of the Indians were discontented with the
distribution of the captives, alleging that others had
got more than their share; on which the whole troop
were mustered together, and some changes of owner-
ship were agreed upon. At this place dog-trains and
sledges had been left, and these served to carry their
wounded, as well as some of the captive children.
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Williams was stripped of the better part of his clothes,
and others given him instead, so full of vermin that
they were a torment to him through all the journey.
The march now continued with pitiless speed up the
frozen Connecticut, where the recent thaw had cov-
ered the ice with slush and water ankle-deep.

On Sunday they made a halt, and the minister
was permitted to preach a sermon from the text,
“Hear, all people, and behold my sorrow: my
virgins and my young men are gone into captivity.”
Then amid the ice, the snow, the forest, and the
savages, his forlorn flock joined their voices in a
psalm.!  On Monday guns were heard from the rear,
and the Indians and their allies, in great alarm,
bound their prisoners fast, and prepared for battle.
It proved, however, that the guns had been fired at
wild geese by some of their own number; on which
they recovered their spirits, fired a volley for joy, and
boasted that the English could not overtake them.2
More women fainted by the way and died under the
hatchet, — some with pious resignation, some with
despairing apathy, some with a desperate joy.

Two hundred miles of wilderness still lay between
them and the Canadian settlements. It was a waste
without a house or even a wigwam, except here and
there the bark shed of some savage hunter. At the

1 The small stream at the mouth of which Williams is supposed
to have preached is still called Williams River.

2 Stephen Williams, Account of the Captivity, etc. His father also
notices the incident.
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mouth of White River, the party divided into small
bands, —no doubt in order to subsist by hunting, for
provisions were fast failing. The Williams family
were separated. Stephen was carried up the Con-
necticut; Samuel and Eunice, with two younger
children, were carried off in various directions; while
the wretched father, along with two small children
of one of his parishioners, was compelled to follow
his Indian masters up the valley of White River.
One of the children —a little girl — was killed on the
next morning by her Caughnawaga owner, who was
unable to carry her.! On the next Sunday the min-
ister was left in camp with one Indian and the sur-
viving child, — a boy of nine, — while the rest of the
party were hunting. “My spirit,” he says, “was
almost overwhelmed within me.” But he found
comfort in the text, “Leave thy fatherless children,
I will preserve them alive.” Nor was his hope
deceived. His youngest surviving child, —a boy of
four, — though harshly treated by his owners, was
carried on their shoulders or dragged on a sledge to
the end of the journey. His youngest daughter —
seven years old — was treated with great kindness
throughout. Samuel and Eunice suffered much
from "hunger, but were dragged on sledges when too
faint to walk. Stephen nearly starved to death; but
after eight months in the forest, he safely reached
Chambly with his Indian masters.

1 The name Macquas (Mohawks) is always given to the Caugh
nawagas by the elder Williams.
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Of the whole band of captives, only about half ever
again saw friends and home. Seventeen broke down
on the way and were killed; while David Hoyt and
Jacob Hix died of starvation at Coos Meadows, on
the upper Connecticut. During the entire march, no
woman seems to have been subjected to violence;
and this holds true, with rare exceptions, in all the
Indian wars of New England. This remarkable for-
bearance towards female prisoners, so different from
the practice of many western tribes, was probably
due to a form of superstition, aided perhaps by the
influence of the missionaries.! Itis to be observed,
however, that the heathen savages of King Philip’s
War, who had never seen a Jesuit, were no less for-
bearing in this respect.

The hunters of Williams’s party killed five moose,
the flesh of which, smoked and dried, was carried on
their backs and that of the prisoner whom they had
provided with snow-shoes. Thus burdened, the min-
ister toiled on, following his masters along the frozen
current of White River till, crossing the snowy backs
of the Green Mountains, they struck the headwaters
of the stream then called French River, now the
Winooski, or Onion. Being in great fear of a thaw,
they pushed on with double speed. Williams was
not used to snow-shoes, and they gave him those
painful cramps of the legs and ankles called in Canada
mal & la raquette. One morning at dawn he was

1 The Troquois are well known to have had superstitions in
connection with sexual abstinence.
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waked by his chief master and ordered to get up, say
his prayers, and eat his breakfast, for they must make
a long march that day. The minister was in despair.
“ After prayer,” he says, “I arose from my knees; but
my feet were so tender, swollen, bruised, and full of
pain that I could scarce stand upon them without
holding on the wigwam. And when the Indians
said, ¢ You must run to-day,’ I answered I could not
run. My master, pointing to his hatchet, said to me,
‘ Then I must dash out your brains and take your
gcalp.”” The Indian proved better than his word,
and Williams was suffered to struggle on as he could.
“God wonderfully supported me,” he writes, “and
my strength was restored and renewed to admiration.”
He thinks that he walked that day forty miles on
the snow. Following the Winooski to its mouth, the
party reached Lake Champlain a little north of the
present city of Burlington. Here the swollen feet of
the prisoner were tortured by the rough ice, till snow
began to fall and cover it with a soft carpet. Bend-
ing under his load, and powdered by the falling
flakes, he toiled on till, at noon of a Saturday, lean,
tired, and ragged, he and his masters reached the
French outpost of Chambly, twelve or fifteen miles
from Montreal.

Here the unhappy wayfarer was treated with great
kindness both by the officers of the fort and by the
inhabitants, one of the chief among whom lodged
him in his house and welcomed him to his table.
After a short stay at Chambly, Williams and his
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masters set out in a canoe for Sorel. On the way a
Frenchwoman came down to the bank of the river
and invited the party to her house, telling the min-
ister that she herself had once been a prisoner among
the Indians, and knew how to feel for him. She
seated him at a table, spread a table-cloth, and placed
food before him, while the Indians, to their great
indignation, were supplied with a meal in the chimney-
corner. Similar kindness was shown by the inhab-
itants along the way till the party reached their
destination, the Abenaki village of St. Francis, to
which his masters belonged. Here there was a fort,
in which lived two Jesuits, directors of the mission,
and here Williams found several English children,
captured the summer before during the raid on the
settlements of Maine, and already transformed into
little Indians both in dress and behavior. At the
gate of the fort one of the Jesuits met him, and
asked him to go into the church and give thanks to
God for sparing his life, to which he replied that he
would give thanks in some other place. The priest
then commanded him to go, which he refused to do.
When on the next day the bell rang for mass, one
of his Indian masters seized him and dragged him
into the church, where he got behind the door, and
watched the service from his retreat with extreme
disapprobation. One of the Jesuits telling him that
he would go to hell for not accepting the apostolic
traditions, and trusting only in the Bible, he replied
that he was glad to know that Christ was to be his
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judge, and not they. His chief master, who was a
zealot in his way, and as much bound to the rites and
forms of the Church as he had been before his con-
version to his “medicines,” or practices of heathen
superstition, one day ordered him to make the sign
of the cross, and on his refusal, tried to force him.
But as the minister was tough and muscular, the
Indian could not guide his hand. Then, pulling out
a crucifix that hung at his neck, he told Williams
in broken English to kiss it; and being again refused,
he brandished his hatchet over him and threatened to
knock out his brains. This failing of the desired
effect, he threw down the hatchet and said he would
first bite out the minister’s finger-nails, — a form of
torture then in vogue among the northern Indians,
both converts and heathen. Williams offered him a
hand and invited him to begin; on which he gave the
thumb-nail a gripe with his teeth, and then let it go,
saying, “No good minister, bad as the devil.” The
failure seems to have discouraged him, for he made
no further attempt to convert the intractable heretic.
The direct and simple narrative of Williams is
plainly the work of an honest and courageous man.
He was the most important capture of the year; and
the governor, hearing that he was at St. Francis,
despatched a canoe to request the Jesuits of the mis-
gion to send him to Montreal. Thither, therefore,
his masters carried him, expecting, no doubt, a good
price for their prisoner. Vaudreuil, in fact, bought
him, exchanged his tattered clothes for good ones.
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lodged him in his house, and, in the words of
Williams, “was in all respects relating to my out-
ward man courteous and charitable to admiration.”
He sent for two of the minister’s children who were
in the town, bought his eldest daughter from the
Indians, and promised to do what he could to get
the others out of their hands. His youngest son was
bought by a lady of the place, and his eldest by a
merchant. His youngest daughter, Eunice, then
seven or eight years old, was at the mission of St.
Louis, or Caughnawaga. Vaudreuil sent a priest to
conduct Williams thither and try to ransom the
child. But the Jesuits of the mission flatly refused
to let him speak to or see her. Williams says that
Vaudreuil was very angry at hearing of this; and a
few days after, he went himself to Caughnawaga
with the minister. This time the Jesuits, whose
authority within their mission seemed almost to over-
ride that of the governor himself, yielded so far as to
permit the father to see his child, on condition that
he spoke to no other English prisoner. Ile talked
with her for an hour, exhorting her never to forget
her catechism, which she had learned by rote.
Vaudreuil and his wife afterwards did all in their
power to procure her ransom; but the Indians, or the
missionaries in their name, would not let her go.
“She is there still,” writes Williams two years later,
“and has forgotten to speak English.” What grieved
him still more, Eunice had forgotten her catechism.
While he was at Montreal, his movements were
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continually watched, lest he should speak to other
prisoners and prevent their conversion. He thinks
these precautions were due to the priests, whose con-
stant endeavor it was to turn the captives, or at least
the younger and more manageable among them, into
Catholics and Canadians. The governor’s kindness
towards him never failed, though he told him that he
should not be set free till the English gave up one
Captain Baptiste, a noted sea-rover whom they had
captured some time before.

He was soon after sent down the river to Quebec
along with the superior of the Jesuits. Here he
lodged seven weeks with a member of the council,
who treated him kindly, but told him that if he did
not avoid intercourse with the other English prisoners
he would be sent farther away. He saw much of the
Jesuits, who courteously asked him to dine; though
he says that one of them afterwards made some Latin
verses about him, in which he was likened to a cap-
tive wolf. Another Jesuit told him that when the
mission Indians set out on their raid against Deer-
field, he charged them to baptize all children before
killing them, — such, he said, was his desire for the
salvation even of his enemies. To murdering the
children after they were baptized, he appears to have
made no objection. Williams says that in their
dread lest he should prevent the conversion of the
other prisoners, the missionaries promised him a
pension from the King and free intercourse with his
children and neighbors if he would embrace the

VoL, I.—8
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Catholic faith and remain in Canada; to which he
answered that he would do so without reward if he
thought their religion was true, but as he believed
the contrary, “the offer of the whole world would
tempt him no more than a blackberry.”

To prevent him more effectually from perverting
the minds of his captive countrymen, and fortifying
them in their heresy, he was sent to Chfiteau Richer,
a little below Quebec, and lodged with the parish
priest, who was very kind to him. “Iam persuaded,”
he writes, “that he abhorred their sending down the
heathen to cominit outrages against the English, say-
ing it is more like committing murders than carrying
on war.”

He was sorely tried by tne incessant efforts to
convert the prisoners. “Sometimes they would tell
me my children, sometimes my neighbors, were turned
to be of their religion. Some made it their work to
allure poor souls by flatteries and great promises;
some threatened, some offered abuse to such as
refused to go to church and be present at mass; and
some they industriously contrived to get married
among them. I understood they would tell the
English that I was turned, that they might gain
them to change their religion. These their endeavors
to seduce to popery were very exercising tv me.”

After a time he was permitted to return to Quebec,
where he met an English Franciscan, who, he says,
had been sent from France to aid in converting the
prisoners. Lest the minister should counteract the
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efforts of the friar, the priests had him sent back to
Chateau Richer; “but,” he observes, *“God showed
his dislike of such a persecuting spirit; for the very
next day the Seminary, a very famous building, was
most of it burnt down, by a joiner letting a coal of
fire drop among the shavings.”1

The heaviest of all his tribulations now fell upon
him. His son Samuel, about sixteen years old, had
been kept at Montreal under the tutelage of Father
Meriel, a priest of St. Sulpice. The boy afterwards
declared that he was promised great rewards if he
would make the sign of the cross, and severe punish-
ment if he would not. Proving obstinate, he was
whipped till at last he made the sign; after which
he was told to go to mass, and on his refusal, four
stout boys of the school were ordered to drag him in.
Williams presently received a letter in Samuel’s
handwriting, though dictated, as the father believed,
by his priestly tutors. In this was recounted, with
many edifying particulars, the deathbed conversion
of two New England women; and to the minister’s
unspeakable grief and horror, the messenger who
brought the letter told him that the boy himself had
turned Catholic. “I have heard the news,” he wrote
to his recreant son, “with the most distressing, afflict-
ing, sorrowful spirit. Oh, I pity you, I mourn over
you day and night. Oh, I pity your weakness that,

1 Williams remarks that the Seminary had also been burned
three years before. This was the fire of November, 1701. See “0ld
Régime in Canada,” 451.
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through the craftiness of man, you are turned from
the simplicity of the gospel.” Though his corre-
spondence was strictly watched, he managed to con-
vey to the boy a long exposition, from his own pen,
of the infallible truth of Calvinistic orthodoxy, and
the dammable errors of Rome. This, or something
else, had its effect. Samuel returned to the creed
of his fathers; and being at last exchanged, went
home to Deerfield, where he was chosen town-clerk
in 1713, and where he soon after died.!

Williams gives many particulars of the efforts of
the priests to convert the prisoners, and his account,
like the rest of his story, bears the marks of truth.
There was a treble motive for conversion: it recruited
the Church, weakened the enemy, and strengthened
Canada, since few of the converts would peril their
souls by returning to their heretic relatives. The
means of conversion varied. They were gentle when
gentleness seemed likely to answer the purpose.
Little girls and young women were placed in con-
vents, where it is safe to assume that they were
treated with the most tender kindness by the sister-
hood, who fully believed that to gain them to the
faith was to snatch them from perdition. But when
they or their brothers proved obdurate, different
means were used. Threats of hell were varied by
threats of a whipping, which, according to Williams,
were often put into execution. Parents were rigor-
ously severed from their families ; though one Lalande,

1 Note of Mr. George Sheldon.
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who had been sent to watch the elder prisoners,
reported that they would persist in trying to see
their children, till some of them were killed in the
attempt. “Here,” writes Williams, “might be a
history in itself of the trials and sufferings of many
of our children, who, after separation from grown
persons, have been made to do as they would have
them. I mourned when I thought with myself that
I had one child with the Maquas [Caughnawagas],
a second turned papist, and a little child of six years
of age in danger to be instructed in popery, and
knew full well that all endeavors would be used to
prevent my seeing or speaking with them.” He also
says that he and others were told that if they would
turn Catholic their children should be restored to
them; and among other devices, some of his parish-
ioners were assured that their pastor himself had seen
the error of his ways and bowed in submission to
Holy Church.

In midwinter, not quite a year after their capture,
the prisoners were visited by a gleam of hope. John
Sheldon, accompanied by young John Wells, of
Deerfield, and Captain Livingston, of Albany, came
to Montreal with letters from Governor Dudley,
proposing an exchange. Sheldon’s wife and infant
child, his brother-in-law, and his son-in-law had been
killed. Four of his children, with his daughter-in-
law, Hannah, — the same who bad sprained her ankle
in leaping from her chamber window, — besides
others of his near relatives and connections, were
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prisoners in Canada; and so also was the mother of
young Wells. In the last December, Sheldon and
Wells had gone to Boston and begged to be sent as
envoys to the French governor. The petition was
readily granted, and Livingston, who chanced to be
in the town, was engaged to accompany them.
After a snow-shoe journey of extreme hardship they
reached their destination, and were received with
courtesy by Vaudreuil. But difficulties arose. The
French, and above all the clergy, were unwilling to
part with captives, many of whom they hoped to
transform into Canadians by conversion and adoption.
Many also were in the hands of the Indians, who
demanded payment for them, — which Dudley had
always refused, declaring that he would not “set up
an Algiers trade” by buying them from their pre-
tended owners; and he wrote to Vaudreuil that for
his own part he “would never permit a savage to tell
him that any Christian prisoner was at his disposal.”
Vaudreuil had insisted that his Indians could not be
compelled to give up their captives, since they were
not subjects of France, but only allies, — which, so
far as concerned the mission Indians within the
colony, was but a pretext. Itis true, however, that
the French authorities were in such fear of offending
even these that they rarely ventured to cross their
interests or their passions. Other difficulties were
raised, and though the envoys remained in Canada
till late in spring, they accomplished little. At last,
probably to get rid of their importunities, five prisoners
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were given up to them, — Sheldon’s daughter-in-law,
Hannah; Esther Williams, eldest daughter of the
minister; a certain Ebenezer Carter; and two others
unknown. With these, Sheldon and his companions
set out in May on their return; and soon after they
were gone, four young men, — Baker, Nims, Kellogg,
and Petty, — desperate at being left in captivity,
made their escape from Montreal, and reached
Deerfield before the end of June, half dead with
hunger.

Sheldon and his party were escorted homeward by
eight soldiers under Courtemanche, an officer of dis-
tinction, whose orders were to ‘“make himself ac-
quainted with the country.” He fell ill at Boston,
where he was treated with much kindness, and on
his recovery was sent home by sea, along with Captain
Vetch and Samuel Hill, charged to open a fresh nego-
tiation. With these, at the request of Courtemanche,
went young William Dudley, son of the governor.!

They were received at Quebec with a courtesy
qualified by extreme caution, lest they should spy
out the secrets of the land. The mission was not
very successful, though the elder Dudley had now a
good number of French prisoners in his hands, cap-
tured in Acadia or on the adjacent seas. A few only
of the English were released, including the boy,

1 The elder Dudley speaks with great warmth of Courtemanche,
who, on his part, seems equally pleased with his entertainers.
Young Dudley was a boy of eighteen. “Il a du mérite,” says

Vaudreuil. Dudley to Vaudreuil, 4 July, 1705 ; Vaudreuil au Ministre,
19 Octobre, 1706.
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Stephen Williams, whom Vaudreuil had bought for
forty crowns from his Indian master.

In the following winter John Sheldon made an-
other journey on foot to Canada, with larger powers
than before. He arrived in March, 1706, and returned
with forty-four of his released countrymen, who, says
Williams, were chiefly adults permitted to go because
there was no hope of converting them. The English
governor had by this time seen the necessity of greater
concessions, and had even consented to release the
noted Captain Baptiste, whom the Boston merchants
regarded as a pirate. In the same summer Samuel
Appleton and John Bonner, in the brigantine “ Hope,”
brought a considerable number of French prisoners
to Quebec, and returned to Boston at the end of
October with fifty-seven English, of all ages. For
three, at least, of this number money was paid by
the English, probably on account of prisoners bought
by Frenchmen from the Indians. The minister,
Williams, was exchanged for Baptiste, the so-called
pirate, and two of his children were also redeemed,
though the Caughnawagas, or their missionaries,
refused to part with his daughter Eunice. Williams
says that the priests made great efforts to induce the
prisoners to remain in Canada, tempting some with
the prospect of pensions from the King, and frighten-
ing others with promises of dammation, joined with
predictions of shipwreck on the way home. He
thinks that about one hundred were left in Canada,
many of whom were children in the hands of the
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Indians, who could easily hide them in the woods,
and who were known in some cases to have done so.
Seven more were redeemed in the following year
by the indefatigable Sheldon, on a third visit to
Canada.?

The exchanged prisoners had been captured at
various times and places. Those from Deerfield
amounted in all to about sixty, or a little more than
half the whole number carried off. Most of the
others were dead or converted. Some married Cana-
dians, and others their fellow-captives. The history
of some of them can be traced with certainty. Thus,
Thomas French, blacksmith and town clerk of Deer-
field, and deacon of the church, was captured, with
his wife and six children. His wife and infant child
were killed on the way to Canada. He and his two
eldest children were exchanged and brought home.
His daughter Freedom was converted, baptized under
the name of Marie Francoise, and married to Jean
Daulnay, a Canadian. His daughter Martha was
baptized as Marguerite, and married to Jacques Roy,
on whose death she married Jean Louis Ménard, by
whom she became ancestress of Joseph Plessis,
eleventh bishop of Quebec. Elizabeth Corse, eight

1 In 1878 Miss C. Alice Baker, of Cambridge, Mass., a descendant
of Abigail Stebbins, read a paper on John Sheldon before the
Memorial Association at Deerfield. It is the result of great re-
gearch, and contains much original matter, including correspond-
ence between Sheldon and the captives when in Canada, as well as
a full and authentic account of his several missions. Mr. George
Sheldon has also traced out with great minuteness the history of
his ancestor’s negotiations.



30 DEERFIELD. [1704-1740.

years old when captured, was baptized under her
own name, and married to Jean Dumontel. Abigail
Stebbins, baptized as Marguerite, lived many years
at Boucherville, wife of Jacques de Noyon, a sergeant
in the colony troops. The widow, Sarah Hurst,
whose youngest child, Benjamin, had been murdered
on the Deerfield meadows, was baptized as Marie
Jeanne.! Joanna Kellogg, eleven years old when
taken, married a Caughnawaga chief, and became, at
all points, an Indian squaw.

She was not alone in this strange transformation.
Eunice Williams, the namesake of her slaughtered
mother, remained in the wigwams of the Caugh-
nawagas, forgot, as we have seen, her English and
her catechism, was baptized, and in due time married
to an Indian of the tribe, who thenceforward called
himself Williams. Thus her hybrid children bore
ber family name. Her father, who returned to his
parish at Deerfield, and her brother Stephen, who
became a minister like his parent, never ceased to
pray for her return to her country and her faith.

1 The above is drawn mainly from extracts made by Miss Baker
from the registers of the Church of Notre Dame at Montreal.
Many of the acts of baptism bear the signature of Father Meriel,
so often mentioned in the narrative of Williams. .Apparently,
Meriel spoke English. At least there is a letter in English from

* him, relating to Eunice Williams, in the Massachusetts Archives,
vol. 51. Some of the correspondence beween Dudley and Vau-
dreuil concerning exchange of prisoners will be found among the
Paris documents in the State House at Boston. Copies of these
papers were printed at Quebec in 1883-1885, though with many
inaccuracies.
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Many years after, in 1740, she came with her hus-
band to visit her relatives in Deerfield, dressed as a
squaw and wrapped in an Indian blanket. Nothing
would induce her to stay, though she was persuaded
on one occasion to put on a civilized dress and go to
church; after which she impatiently discarded her
gown and resumed her blanket. As she was kindly
treated by her relatives, and as no attempt was made
to detain her against her will, she came again in the
next year, bringing two of her half-breed children,
and twice afterwards repeated the visit. She and
her husband were offered a tract of land if they
would settle in New England; but she positively
refused, saying that it would endanger her soul. She
lived to a great age, a squaw to the last.?

One of her grandsons, Eleazer Williams, turned
Protestant, was educated at Dartmouth College at
the charge of friends in New England, and was for a
time missionary to the Indians of Green Bay, in
Wisconsin. His character for veracity was not of
the best. He deceived the excellent antiquarian,
Hoyt, by various inventions touching the attack on
Deerfield, and in the latter part of his life tried
to pass himself off as the lost Dauphin, son of
Louis XVI.2 '

1 Stephen W, Williams, Memoir of the Rev. Jokn Williams, 53.
Sermon preached at Mansfield, August 4, 1741, on behalf of Mrs. Eunice,
the daughter of Rev. John Williams; by Solomon Williams, A.M.
Letter of Mrs. Colton, great granddaughter of Jokn Williams (in appen-
dix to the Memoir of Rev. John Williams).

3 I remember to have seen Eleazer Williams at my father’s house
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Here it may be observed that the descendants of
young captives brought into Canada by the mission
Indians during the various wars with the English
colonies became a considerable element in the Ca-
nadian population. Perbaps the most prominent
example is that of the Gill family. In June, 1697,
a boy named Samuel Gill, then in his tenth year, was
captured by the Abenakis at Salisbury in Massachu-
setts, carried to St. Francis, and converted. Some
years later he married a young English girl, said to
have been named James, and to have been captured

_at Kennebunk.! In 1866 the late Abbé Maurault,
missionary at St. Francis, computed their descendants

in Boston, when a boy. My impression of him is that of a good-
looking and somewhat portly man, showing little trace of Indian
blood, and whose features, I was told, resermbled those of the Bour-
bons. Probably this likeness, real or imagined, suggested the
imposition he was practising at the time. The story of the “ Bell
of St. Regis” is probably another of his inventions. It is to the
effect that the bell of the church at Deerfleld was carried by the
Indians to the mission of St. Regis, and that it is there still. But
there is reason to believe that there was no church bell at Deerficld,
and it is certain that St. Regis did not exist till more than a half-
century after Deerfield was attacked. It has been said that the
story is true, except that the name of Caughnawaga should be sub-
stituted for that of St. Regis; but the evidence for this conjecture
is weak. On the legend of the bell, see Le Moine, Maple Leaves,
New Series (1878), 29 ; Proceedings of the Mass. Hist. Soc., 1869, 1870,
811; Hist. Mag. 2d Series, ix. 401. Hough, Hist. St. Lawrence and
Franklin Counties, 116, gives the story without criticism.

1 The earlier editions of this book follow, in regard to Samuel
Gill, the statements of Maurault, which are erroncous, as has been
proved by the careful and untiring research of Miss C. Alice Baker,
to whose kindness I owe the means of correcting them. Papers in
the archives of Massachusetts leave no doubt as to the time and
place of Samuel Gill’s capture.
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at nine hundred and fifty-two, in whose veins French,
English, and Abenaki blood were mixed in every
conceivable proportion. He gives the tables of
genealogy in full, and says that two hundred and
thirteen of this prolific race still bear the surname
of Gill. “If,” concludes the worthy priest, “one
should trace out all the English families brought into
Canada by the Abenakis, one would be astonished at
the number of persons who to-day are indebted to
these savages for the blessing of being Catholics and
the advantage of being Canadians,” ! — an advantage
for which French-Canadians are so ungrateful that
they migrate to the United States by myriads.

1 Maurault, Hist. des Abenakis, 377. I am indebted to R. A.
Ramsay, Esq., of Montreal, for a paper on the Gill family, by Mr.
Charles Gill, who confirms the statements of Maurault so far as re-
lates to the genealogies.

John and Zechariah Tarbell, captured when boys at Groton,
became Caughnawaga chiefs; and one of them, about 1760, founded

the mission of St. Regis. Green, Groton during the Indian Wars,
116, 117-120.



CHAPTER V.
1704-1713.
THE TORMENTED FRONTIER.

BORDER RAIDS,— HAVERHILL.— ATTACE AND DEFENCE.— WAR
To TER KNirE. — MoTIVES OF THEE FRENCH.— PROPosEp NBU-
TRALITY. — JOSEPE DUDLEY. —Towx AND COUNTRY.

I sAVE told the fate of Deerfield in full, as an
example of the desolating raids which for years swept
the borders of Massachusetts and New Hampshire.
The rest of the miserable story may be passed more
briefly. It is in the main a weary detail of the
murder of one, two, three, or more men, women, or
children waylaid in fields, woods, and lonely roads,
or surprised in solitary cabins. Sometimes the attacks
were on a larger scale. Thus, not long after the
capture of Deerfield, a band of fifty or more Indians
fell at dawn of day on a hamlet of five houses near
Northampton. The alarm was sounded, and they
were pursued. Eight of the prisoners were rescued,
and three escaped; most of the others being knocked
in the head by their captors. At Oyster River the
Indians attacked a loopholed house, in which the
women of the neighboring farms had taken refuge
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while the men were at work in the fields. The
women disguised themselves in hats and jackets,
fired from the loopholes, and drove off the assailants.
In 1709 a hundred and eighty French and Indians
again attacked Deerfield, but failed to surprise it,
and were put to flight. At Dover, on a Sunday,
while the people were at church, a scalping-party
approached a fortified house, the garrison of which
consisted of one woman, — Esther Jones, who, on
seeing them, called out to an imaginary force within,
“Here they are! come on! come on!” on which the
Indians disappeared.

Soon after the capture of Deerfield, the French
authorities, being, according to the prisoner Williams,
“wonderfully lifted up with pride,” formed a grand
war-party, and assured the minister that they would
catch so many prisoners that they should not know
what to do with them. Beaucour, an officer of great
repute, had chief command, and his force consisted
of between seven and eight hundred men, of whom
about a hundred and twenty were French, and the
rest mission Indians.! They declared that they would
lay waste all the settlements on the Connecticut, —
meaning, it seems, to begin with Hatfield. *This
army,” says Williams, “went away in such a boast-
ing, triumphant manner that I had great hopes God
would discover and disappoint their designs.” In
fact, their plans came to nought, owing, according
to French accounts, to the fright of the Indians; for

1 Vaudreuil et Beauharnoss au Ministre, 17 Novembre, 1704
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a soldier having deserted within a day’s march of the
English settlements, most of them turned back,
despairing of a surprise, and the rest broke up into
small parties to gather scalps on the outlying farms.1
In the summer of 1708 there was a more successful
attempt. The converts of all the Canadian missions
were mustered at Montreal, where Vaudreuil, by
exercising, as he says, “the patience of an angel,”
soothed their mutual jealousies and persuaded them
to go upon a war-party against Newbury, Portsmouth,
and other New England villages. Fortunately for
the English, the Caughnawagas were only half-
hearted towards the enterprise; and through them
the watchful Peter Schuyler got hints of it which
enabled him, at the eleventh hour, to set the intended
victims on their guard. The party consisted of
about four hundred, of whom one hundred were
French, under twelve young officers and cadets; the
whole commanded by Saint-Ours des Chaillons and
Hertel de Rouville. For the sake of speed and secrecy,
they set out in three bodies, by different routes. The
rendezvous was at Lake Winnepesaukee, where they
were to be joined by the Norridgewocks, Penobscots,
and other eastern Abenakis. The Caughnawagas
and Hurons turned back by reason of evil omens and
a disease which broke out among them. The rest
met on the shores of the lake, — probably at Alton

1 Vaudreuil et Beavharnois au Ministre, 17T Novembre, 1704; Vau-
dreuil au Ministre, 16 Novembre, 1704; Ramesay au Ministre, 14
Novembre, 1704, Compare Penhallow.,
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Bay, — where, after waiting in vain for their eastern
allies, they resolved to make no attempt on Ports-
mouth or Newbury, but to turn all their strength
upon the smaller village of Haverhill, on the
Merrimac. Advancing quickly under cover of night,
they made their onslaught at half an hour before
dawn, on Sunday, the twenty-ninth of August.

Haverhill consisted of between twenty and thirty
dwelling-houses, a meeting-house, and a small picket
fort. A body of militia from the lower Massachusetts
towns had been hastily distributed along the frontier,
on the vague reports of danger sent by Schuyler from
Albany; and as the intended point of attack was
unknown, the men were of necessity widely scat-
tered. French accounts say that there were thirty
of them in the fort at Haverhill, and more in the
houses of the villagers; while others still were posted
among the distant farms and hamlets.

In spite of darkness and surprise, the assailants
met a stiff resistance and a hot and persistent fusil-
lade. Vaudreuil says that they could dislodge the
defenders only by setting fire to both houses and fort.
In this they were not very successful, as but few
of the dwellings were burned. A fire was kindled
against the meeting-house, which was saved by one
Davis and a few others, who made a dash from behind
the adjacent parsonage, drove the Indians off, and
put out the flames. Rolfe, the minister, had already
been killed while defending his house. His wife
and one of his children were butchered; but twa

vor. L. —1T
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others — little girls of six and eight years — were
saved by the self-devotion of his maid-servant, Hagar,
apparently a negress, who dragged them into the
cellar and hid them under two inverted tubs, where
they crouched, dumb with terror, while the Indians
ransacked the place without finding them. English
accounts say that the number of persons killed —
men, women, and children — was forty-eight; which
the French increase to a hundred.

The distant roll of drums was presently heard,
warning the people on the scattered farms; on which
the assailants made a hasty retreat. Posted near
Haverhill were three militia officers, — Turner, Price,
and Gardner, — lately arrived from Salem. With
such men as they had with them, or could hastily get
together, they ambushed themselves at the edge of a
piece of woods, in the path of the retiring enemy,
to the number, as the French say, of sixty or seventy,
which it is safe to diminish by a half. The French
and Indians, approaching rapidly, were met by a
volley which stopped them for the moment; then,
throwing down their packs, they rushed on, and
after a sharp skirmish broke through the ambuscade
and continued their retreat. Vaudreuil sets their
total loss at eight killed and eighteen wounded, —
the former including two officers, Verchéres and
Chambly. He further declares that in the skirmish
all the English, except ten or twelve, were killed
outright; while the English accounts say that the
French and Indians took to the woods, leaving nine
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of their number dead on the spot, along with their
medicine chest and all their packs.!

Scarcely a hamlet of the Massachusetts and New
Hampshire borders escaped a visit from the nimble
enemy. Groton, Lancaster, Exeter, Dover, Kittery,
Casco, Kingston, York, Berwick, Wells, Winter
Harbor, Brookfield, Amesbury, Marlborough, were
all more or less infested, usually by small scalping-
parties, hiding in the outskirts, waylaying stragglers,
or shooting men at work in the fields, and disappear-
ing as soon as their blow was struck. These swift
and intangible persecutors were found a far surer
and more effectual means of annoyance than larger
bodies. As all the warriors were converts of the
Canadian missions, and as prisoners were an article
of value, cases of torture were not very common;
though now and then, as at Exeter, they would roast
some poor wretch alive, or bite off his fingers and
sear the stumps with red-hot tobacco pipes.

This system of petty, secret, and transient attack
put the impoverished colonies to an immense charge
in maintaining a cordon of militia along their northern
frontier, — a precaution often as vain as it was costly;
for the wily savages, covered by the forest, found
little difficulty in dodging the scouting-parties,
pouncing on their victims, and escaping. Rewards
were offered for scalps; but one writer calculates

1 Vaudreuil au Ministre, 5 Novembre, 1708 ; Vaudreuil et Raudot au
Ministre, 14 Novembre, 1708 ; Hutchinson, ii. 156 ; Mass. Hist. Coll
2d Series, iv. 129 ; Sewall, Diary, ii. 234 Renhallow-.
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that, all things considered, it cost Massachusetts a
thousand pounds of her currency to kill an Indian.?

In 1703-1704 six hundred men were kept ranging
the woods all winter without finding a single Indian,
the enemy bhaving deserted their usual haunts and
sought refuge with the French, to emerge in February
for the destruction of Deerfield. In the next sum-
mer nineteen hundred men were posted along two
hundred miles of frontier.? This attitude of passive
defence exasperated the young men of Massachusetts,
and it is said that five hundred of them begged
Dudley for leave to make a raid into Canada, on the
characteristic condition of choosing their own officers.
The governor consented; but on a message from
Peter Schuyler that he had at last got a promise from
the Caughnawagas and other mission Indians to
attack the New England borders no more, the raid
was countermanded, lest it should waken the tempest
anew.?

What was the object of these murderous attacks,

1 The rewards for scalps were confined to male Indians thought
old enough to bear arms, — that is to say, above twelve years. Act
of General Court, 19 August, 1706.

3 Dudley to Lord 5 21 April, 1704. Address of Council and
Assembly to the Queen, 12 July, 1704. The burden on the people was
8o severe that one writer —not remarkable, however, for exactness
of statement-—declares that he “is credibly informed that some

1have been forced to cut open their beds and sell the feathers to pay

their taxes.” The general poverty did not prevent a contribution
in New England for the suffering inhabitants of the Island of St
Christopher.

3 Vaudreuil au Ministre, 12 Novembre, 1708. Vaudreuil says that
be got his information from prisoners.
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which stung the enemy without disabling him, con-
firmed the Indians in their native savagery, and
taught the French to emulate it? In the time of
Frontenac there was a palliating motive for such bar-
barous warfare. Canada was then prostrate and
stunned under the blows of the Iroquois war. Suec-
cessful war-parties were needed as a tonic and a
stimulant to rouse the dashed spirits of French and
Indians alike; but the remedy was a dangerous one,
and it drew upon the colony the attack under Sir
William Phips, which was near proving its ruin. At
present there was no such pressing call for butcher-
ing women, children, and peaceful farmers. The
motive, such as it was, lay in the fear that the Indian
allies of France might pass over to the English, or
at least stand neutral. These allies were the Chris-
tian savages of the missions, who, all told, from the
Caughnawagas to the Micmacs, could hardly have
mustered a thousand warriors. The danger was that
the Caughnawagas, always open to influence from
Albany, might be induced to lay down the hatchet
and persuade the rest to follow their example.
Therefore, as there was for the time a virtual truce
with New York, no pains were spared to commit
them irrevocably to war against New England.
With the Abenaki tribes of Maine and New Hampshire
the need was still more urgent, for they were con-
tinually drawn to New England by the cheapness and
excellence of English goods; and the only sure
means to prevent their trading with the ememy was
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to incite them to kill him. Some of these savages
had been settled in Canada, to keep them under
influence and out of temptation; but the rest were
still in their native haunts, where it was thought
best to keep them well watched by their missionaries,
as sentinels and outposts to the colony.

There were those among the French to whom this
barbarous warfare was repugnant. The minister,
Ponchartrain, by no means a person of tender
scruples, also condemned it for a time. After the
attack on Wells and other places under Beaubassin
in 1703, he wrote: “It would have been well if this
expedition had not taken place. I have certain
knowledge that the English want only peace, know-
ing that war is contrary to the interests of all the
colonies. Hostilities in Canada bave always been
begun by the French.”! Afterwards, when these
bloody raids had produced their natural effect and
spurred the sufferers to attempt the ending of their
woes once for all by the conquest of Canada, Pon-
chartrain changed his mind and encouraged the

1 Resumé d'une Lettre de MM. de Vaudreuil et de Beauharnois du
15 Novembre, 1708, avec les Observations du Ministre. Subercase, gov-
ernor of Acadia, writes on 25 December, 1708, that he hears that a
party of Canadians and Indians have attacked a place on the
Maramet (Merrimac), “ et qu’ils y ont égorgé 4 & 500 personnes sans
faire quartier aux femmes ni aux enfans.” This is an exaggerated
report of the affair of Haverhill. M. de Chevry writes in the mar-
gin of the letter: “Ces actions de cruauté devroient étre modé.
rées:” to which Ponchartrain adds: “Bon; les défendre.” His
attitude, however, was uncertain; for as early as 1707 we find him
approving Vaudreuil for directing the missionaries to prorwpt the
Abenakis to war. N. Y. Col. Docs., ix. 806.
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sending out of war-parties, to keep the English busy
at home.

The schemes of a radical cure date from the attack
on Deerfield and the murders of the following sum-
mer. In the autumn we find Governor Dudley urg-
ing the capture of Quebec. “In the last two years,”
he says, “the Assembly of Massachusetts has spent
about £50,000 in defending the Province, whereas
three or four of the Queen’s ships and fifteen hundred
New England men would rid us of the French and
make further outlay needless,” — a view, it must be
admitted, sufficiently sanguine.!

But before seeking peace with the sword, Dudley
tried less strenuous methods. It may be remembered
that in 1705 Captain Vetch and Samuel Hill, together
with the governor’s young son William, went to
Quebec to procure an exchange of prisoners. Their
mission had also another object. Vetch carried a
letter from Dudley to Vaudreuil, proposing a treaty
of neutrality between their respective colonies, and
Vaudreuil seems to have welcomed the proposal.
Notwithstanding the pacific relations between Canada
and New York, he was in constant fear that Dutch
and English influence might turn the Five Nations
into open enemies of the French; and he therefore
declared himself ready to accept the proposals of
Dudley, on condition that New York and the other
English colonies should be included in the treaty,
and that the English should be excluded from fish-

1 Dudley to , 26 November, 1704.




104 THE TORMENTED FRONTIER. [1702-1715

ing in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Acadian
geas. The first condition was difficult, and the sec-
ond impracticable; for nothing could have induced the
people of New England to accept it. Vaudreuil,
moreover, would not promise to give up prisoners in
the hands of the Indians, but only to do what he
could to persuade their owners to give them up. The
negotiations dragged on for several years. For the
first three or four months Vaudreuil stopped his war-
parties; but he let them loose again in the spring, and
the New England borders were tormented as before.

The French governor thought that the New Eng-
land country people, who had to bear the brunt of
the war, were ready to accept his terms. The French
court approved the plan, though not without dis-
trust; for some enemy of the governor told Ponchar-
train that under pretence of negotiations he and
Dudley were carrying on trading speculations, —
which is certainly a baseless slander.! Vaudreuil on
his part had strougly suspected Dudley’s emissary,
Veteh, of illicit trade during his visit to Quebec; and
perhaps there was ground for the suspicion. It is
certain that Vetch, who had visited the St. Lawrence
before, lost no opportunity of studying the river, and
looked forward to a time when he could turn his
knowledge to practical account.?

1 Abreye d’une lettre de M. de Vaudreuil, avec les notes du Ministre,
19 Octobre, 1705.

2 On the negotiations for neutrality, see the correspondence and
other papers in the Paris Documents in the Boston State House;
also V. Y. Col. Docs., ix. 770, 776, 779, 809 ; Hutchinson, ii. 141.
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Joseph Dudley, governor of Massachusetts and
New Hampshire, was the son of a former governor
of Massachusetts, — that upright, sturdy, narrow,
bigoted old Puritan, Thomas Dudley, in whose pocket
was found after his death the notable couplet, —

“ Let men of God in courts and churches watch
Q’er such as do a toleration hatch.”

Such a son of such a father was the marvel of
New England. Those who clung to the old tradi-
tions and mourned for the old theocracy wnder the
old charter, hated Joseph Dudley as a renegade; and
the worshippers of the Puritans have not forgiven him
to this day. He had been president of the council
under the detested Andros, and when that represen-
tative of the Stuarts was overthrown by a popular
revolution, both he and Dudley were sent prisoners
to England. Here they found a reception different
from the expectations and wishes of those who sent
them. Dudley became a member of Parliament and
lieutenant-governor of the Isle of Wight, and was
at length, in the beginning of the reign of Queen
Anne, sent back to govern those who had cast him
out. Any governor imposed on them by England
would have been an offence; but Joseph Dudley
was more than they could bear.

He found bitter opposition from the old Puritan
party. The two Mathers, father and son, who
through policy had at first favored him, soon de-
nounced him with insolent malignity, and the honest
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and conscientious Samuel Sewall regarded him with
as much asperity as his kindly nature would permit.
To the party of religious and political independency
he was an abomination, and great efforts were made
to get him recalled. Two pamphlets of the time, one
printed in 1707 and the other in the next year, reflect
the bitter animosity he excited.! Both seem to be
the work of several persons, one of whom, there can
be little doubt, was Cotton Mather; for it is not easy
to mistake the mingled flippancy and pedantry of his
style. He bore the governor a grudge, for Dudley
had chafed him in his inordinate vanity and love of
power.

If Dudley loved himself first, he loved his native
New England next, and was glad to serve her if he
could do so in his own way and without too much
sacrifice of his own interests. He was possessed by
a restless ambition, apparently of the cheap kind that
prefers the first place in a small community to the
second in a large one. He was skilled in the arts of
the politician, and knew how, by attentions, dinners,
or commissions in the militia, to influence his Coun-
cil and Assembly to do his will. His abilities were
beyond question, and his manners easy and graceful;
but his instincts were arbitrary. He stood fast for

1 A Memorial of the Present Deplorable State of New England,
Boston, 1707. The Deplorable State of New England, by Reason of &
Cuvetous and Treacherous Governour and Pusillantmous Counsellors,
London, 1708. The first of the above is answered by a pamphlet
called a Modest Inquiry. All three are reprinted in Mass. Hist. Coll.,
$th Series, vi.
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prerogative, and even his hereditary Calvinism had
strong Episcopal leanings. He was a man of the
world in the better as well as the worse sense of the
term; was loved and admired by some as much as
he was hated by others; and in the words of one of
his successors, “had as many virtues as can consist
with so great a thirst for honor and power.”?1

His enemies, however, set no bounds to their denun-
ciation. ‘“All the people here are bought and sold
betwixt the governour and his son Paul,” says one.
“It is my belief,” says another, probably Cotton
Mather, “that he means to help the French and
Indians to destroy all they can.” And again, “He
is a criminal governour. . . . His God is Mammon,
his aim is the ruin of his country.” The meagreness
and uncertainty of his salary, which was granted by
yearly votes of the Assembly, gave color to the
charge that he abused his official position to improve
his income. The worst accusation against him was
that of conniving in trade with the French and
Indians under pretence of exchanging prisoners.
Six prominent men of the colony — Borland, Vetch,
Lawson, Rous, Phillips, and Coffin, only three of
whom were of New England origin — were brought
to trial before the Assembly for trading at Port
Royal; and it was said that Dudley, though he had
no direct share in the business, found means to make
profit from it. All the accused were convicted and
fined. The more strenuous of their judges were for

1 Hutchinson, ii. 194.
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sending them to jail, and Rous was to have been
sentenced to “sit an hour upon the gallows with a
rope about his neck;” but the governor and council
objected to these severities, and the Assembly forbore
to impose them. The popular indignation against
the accused was extreme, and probably not without
cause.! There was no doubt an illicit trade between
Boston and the French of Acadia, who during the
war often depended on their enemies for the neces-
saries of life, since supplies from France, precarious
at the best, were made doubly so by New England
cruisers. Thus the Acadians and their Indian allies
were but too happy to exchange their furs for very
modest supplies of tools, utensils, and perhaps, at
times, of arms, powder, and lead.? What with
privateering and illicit trade, it was clear that the
war was a source of profit to some of the chief
persons in Boston. That place, moreover, felt itself
tolerably safe from attack, while the borders were
stung from end to end as by a swarm of wasps; and

1 The agent of Massachusetts at London, speaking of the three
chief offenders, says that they were neither “of English extraction,
nor patives of the place, and two of them were very new comers.”
Jeremiah Dummer, Letter to a Noble Lord concerning the late Expedi-
tion to Canada.

2 The French naval captain Bonaventure says that the Acadians
were forced to depend on Boston traders, who sometimes plundered
them, and sometimes sold them supplies. (Bonaventure au Ministre,
80 Novembre, 1705.) Colonel Quary, Judge of Admiralty at New
York, writes: “There hath been and still is, as I am informed, a
Trade carried on with Port Royal by some of the topping men of
that government [Boston], under colour of sending and receiving
Flaggs of truce.” — Quary to the Lords of Trade, 10 January, 1708,
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thus the country conceived the idea that the town
was fattening at its expense. Vaudreuil reports to
the minister that the people of New England want
to avenge themselves by an attack on Canada, but
that their chief men are for a policy of defence. This
was far from being wholly true; but the notion that
the rural population bore a grudge against Boston
had taken strong hold of the French, who even
believed that if the town were attacked, the country
would not move hand or foot to help it. Perhaps it
was well for them that they did not act on the belief,
which, as afterwards appeared, was one of their many
mistakes touching the character and disposition of
their English neighbors.

The sentences on Borland and his five companions
were annulled by the Queen and Council, on the
ground that the Assembly was not competent to try
the case.! The passionate charges against Dudley
and a petition to the Queen for his removal were
equally unavailing. The Assemblies of Massachu-
setts and New Hampshire, the chief merchants, the
officers of militia, and many of the ministers sent
addresses to the Queen in praise of the governor’s
administration;? and though his enemies declared
that the votes and signatures were obtained by the
arts familiar to him, his recall was prevented, and
he held his office seven years longer.

1 Council Record, in Hutchinson, ii. 144.

2 These addresses are appended to A Modest Inquiry tnto the
Grounds and Occasions of a late Pampkhlet intituled a Memorial of the
present Deplorable State of New England. London, 1707.



CHAPTER VI
1700-1710.
THE OLD REGIME IN ACADIA.

Tee FIsHERY QUESTION. — PRIVATEERS °AND PIrATES. — PORT
Roy¥avr.— Orriciar Gossip.— ABUSE OF BRrOUILLAN. — Com-
PLAINTS OF DE GOUTIN.— SUBERCASE AND HI1s O¥FICERS. —
CHURCH AND STATE. — PATBRNAL GOVERNMENT.

Tae French province of Acadia, answering to the
present Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, was a gov-
ernment separate from Canada and subordinate to it.
Jacques Frangois de Brouillan, appointed to com-~
mand it, Janded at Chibucto, the site of Halifax, in
1702, and crossed by hills and forests to the Basin of
Mines, where he found a small but prosperous settle-
ment. “It seems to me,”” he wrote to the minister,
“that these people live like true republicans, acknowl-
edging mneither royal authority nor courts of law.””3
It was merely that their remoteness and isolation
made them independent, of necessity, so far as
concerned temporal government. When Brouillan
reached Port Royal he found a different state of
things. The fort and garrison were in bad condi-
tion; but the adjacent settlement, primitive as it
was, appeared on the whole duly submissive.

1 Brouillan au Ministre, 6 Octobre, 1702.
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Possibly it would have been less so if it had been
more prosperous; but the inhabitants had lately been
deprived of fishing, their best resource, by a New
England privateer which had driven their craft from
the neighboring seas; and when the governor sent
Lieutenant Neuvillette in an armed vessel to seize
the interloping stranger, a fight ensued, in which the
lieutenant was killed, and his vessel captured. New
England is said to have had no less than three hun-
dred vessels every year in these waters.! Before the
war a French officer proposed that New England
sailors should be hired to teach the Acadians how to
fish, and the King seems to have approved the plan.?
Whether it was adopted or not, New England in
peace or war had a lion’s share of the Acadian
fisheries. “It grieves me to the heart,” writes
Subercase, Brouillan’s successor, “to see Messieurs
les Bastonnais enrich themselves in our domain; for
the base of their commerce is the fish which they
catch off our coasts, and send to all parts of the
world.”

When the war broke out, Brouillan’s fighting
resources were so small that he was forced to depend
largely for help on sea-rovers of more than doubtful
character. They came chiefly from the West Indies,
— the old haunt of buccaneers, — and were sometimes
mere pirates, and sometimes semi-piratical privateers

1 Mémoire de Subercase.
2 Memoire du Roy au Sieur de Brouillan, 28 Mars, 1700; Lg
Ministre & Villebon, 9 duril, 1700.
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commissioned by French West Indian governors.
Brouillan’s successor writes that their opportunities
are good, since at least a thousand vessels enter
Boston every year.! Besides these irregular allies,
the governor usually had at his disposal two French
frigates of thirty and sixty guns, to which was
opposed the Massachusetts navy, consisting of a ship
of fifty-six guns, and the “province galley,” of
twenty-two. In 1710 one of these Massachusetts
vessels appeared off the coast escorting a fishing-fleet
of no less than two hundred and fifty sail, some of
which were afterwards captured by French corsairs. -
A good number of these last, however, were taken
from time to time by Boston sea-rovers, who, like
their enemies, sometimes bore a close likeness to
pirates. They seized French fishing and trading
vessels, attacked French corsairs, sometimes traded
with the Acadians, and sometimes plundered them.
What with West India rum brought by the French
freebooters, and New England rum brought by the
English, it is reported that one could get drunk in
Acadia for two sous. ‘
Port Royal, now Annapolis, was the seat of gov-
ernment, and the only place of any strength in the
colony. The fort, a sodded earthwork, lately put
into tolerable repair by the joint labor of the soldiers
and inhabitants, stood on the point of land between
the mouth of the river Anmnapolis and that of the
small stream now called Allen’s River, whence it
1 Subercase au Ministre, 8 Janvier, 1710.
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looked down the long basin, or land-locked bay,
which, framed in hills and forests, had so won the
heart of the Baron de Poutrincourt a century before.!
The garrison was small, counting in 1704 only a
hundred and eighty-five soldiers and eight commis-
sioned officers. At the right of the fort, between it
and the mouth of the Annapolis, was the Acadian
village, consisting of seventy or eighty small houses
of one story and an attic, built of planks, boards, or
logs, simple and rude, but tolerably comfortable. It
had also a small, new wooden church, to the build-
ing of which the inhabitants had contributed eight
hundred francs, while the King paid the rest. The
inhabitants had no voice whatever in public affairs,
though the colonial minister had granted them the
privilege of travelling in time of peace without pass-
ports. The ruling class, civil and military, formed
a group apart, living in or near the fort, in complete
independence of public opinion, supposing such to
have existed. They looked only to their masters at
Versailles; and hence a state of things as curious as
it was lamentable. The little settlement was a
hot-bed of gossip, backbiting, and slander. Officials
of every degree were continually trying to undermine
and supplant one another, besieging the minister
with mutual charges. Brouillan, the governor, was
a frequent object of attack. He seems to have been
of an irritable temper, aggravated perhaps by an old
unhealed wound in the cheek, which gave him con-

1 Pioneers of France in the New World, 268.
VOL.L.—8
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stant annoyance. One writer declares that Acadia
languishes under selfish greed and petty tyranny;
that everything was hoped from Brouillan when he
first came, but that hope has changed to despair; that
he abuses the King’s authority to make money, sells
wine and brandy at retail, quarrels with officers who
are not punctilious enough in saluting him, forces
the inhabitants to catch seal and cod for the King,
and then cheats them of their pay, and countenances
an obnoxious churchwarden whose daughter is his
mistress. “The country groans, but dares not utter
a word,” concludes the accuser, as he closes his
indictment.!

Brouillan died in the autumn of 1705, on which
M. de Goutin, a magistrate who acted as intendant,
and was therefore at once the colleague of the late
governor and a spy upon him, writes to the minister
that “the divine justice has at last taken pity on the
good people of this country,” but that as it is base to
accuse a dead man, he will not say that the public
could not help showing their joy at the late governor’s
departure; and he adds that the deceased was charged
with a scandalous connection with the Widow de
Freneuse. Nor will he reply, he says, to the gover-
nor’s complaint to the court about a pretended cabal,
of which he, De Goutin, was the head, and which
was in reality only three or four honest men, inca-
pable of any kind of deviation, who used to meet in

\ La Touche, Mémoire sur I'Acadie, 1702 (adressé & Ponchar
wain).
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a friendly way, and had given offence by not bowing
down before the beast.?

Then he changes the subject, and goes on to say
that on a certain festal occasion he was invited by
Bonaventure, who acted as governor after the death
of Brouillan, to share with him the honor of touching
off a bonfire before the fort gate; and that this
excited such envy, jealousy, and discord that he begs
the minister, once for all, to settle the question
whether a first magistrate has not the right to the
honor of touching off a bonfire jointly with a
governor.

De Goutin sometimes discourses of more serious
matters. He tells the minister that the inhabitants
have plenty of cattle, and more hemp than they
can use, but neither pots, scythes, sickles, knives,
hatchets, kettles for the Indians, nor salt for them-
selves. “We should be fortunate if our enemies
would continue to supply our necessities and take the
beaver-skins with which the colony is gorged;” add-
ing, however, that the Acadians hate the English,
and will not trade with them if they can help it.2

In the next year the “Bastonnais” were again

1 « Que trois ou quatre amis, honnétes gens, incapables de gau-
chir en quoigue ce 8oit, pour n’avoir pas fléché devant la béte, aient
&té qualifies de cabalistes.”” — De Goutin au Ministre, 4 Décembre,
1705.

2 De Goutin au Ministre, 22 Décembre, 1707. In 1705 Bonaventure,
in a time of scarcity, sent a vessel to Boston to buy provisions, on
pretence of exchanging prisoners. Bonaventure au Ministre, 80
Novembre, 1706.
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bringing supplies, and the Acadians again receiving
them. The new governor, Subercase, far from being
pleased at this, was much annoyed, or professed to
be so, and wrote to Ponchartrain, “Nobody could
suffer more than I do at seeing the English so coolly
carry on their trade under our very noses.” Then
he proceeds to the inevitable personalities. “You
wish me to write without reserve of the officers here;
I have little good to tell you;” and he names two
who to the best of his belief have lost their wits, a
third who is incorrigibly lazy, and a fourth who is
eccentric; adding that he is tolerably well satisfied
with the rest, except M. de la Ronde. “You see,
Monseigneur, that I am as much in need of a mad-
house as of barracks; and what is worse, I am afraid
that the mawvais esprit of this country will drive me
crazy too.”1 “You write to me,” he continues, “that
you are informed that M. Labat has killed some
cattle belonging to the inhabitants. If so, he has
expiated his fault by blowing off his thumb by the
bursting of his gun while he was firing at a sheep.
I am sure that the moon has a good deal to do with
his behavior; he always acts very strangely when
ghe is on the wane.”

The charge brought against Brouillan in regard to
Madame de Fremeuse was brought also against
Bonaventure in connection with the same lady.
“The story,” says Subercase, “was pushed as far as

1 “Ne me fasse & mon tour tourner la cervelle” — Subercase a¢
Ministre. 20 Décembre, 1708.
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hell could desire;”? and he partially defends the
accused, declaring that at least his fidelity to the
King is beyond question.

De Goutin had a quarrel with Subercase, and
writes: “I do all that is possible to live on good
terms with him, and to that end I walk as if in the
chamber of a sick prince whose sleep is of the lightest.”
As Subercase defends Bonaventure, De Goutin at-
tacks him, and gives particulars concerning him and
Madame de Freneuse which need not be recounted
bere. Then comes a story about a quarrel caused by
some cows belonging to Madame de Freneuse which
got into the garden of Madame de Saint-Vincent, and
were driven out by a soldier who presumed to strike
one of them with a long stick. “The facts,” gravely
adds De Goutin, “have been certified to me as I have
the honor to relate them to your Grandeur.”? Then
the minister is treated to a story of one Allein. “He
insulted Madame de Belleisle at the church door
after high mass, and when her son, a boy of fourteen,
interposed, Allein gave him such a box on the ear
that it drew blood; and I am assured that M. Petit,
the priest, ran to the rescue in his sacerdotal robes.”
Subercase, on his side, after complaining that the
price of a certain canoe had been unjustly deducted
from his pay, though he never had the said canoe at
all, protests to Ponchartrain, “there is no country on

1 “On apoussé la chose aussi loin que I'enfer le pouvait désirer *
= Subercase au Ministre, 20 Décembre, 1708.
3 De Goutin au Ministre, 29 Décembre, 1708.
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earth where I would not rather live than in this, by
reason of the ill-disposed persons who inhabit it.” 1
There was the usual friction between the temporal
and the spiritual powers. “The Church,” writes
Subercase, “has long claimed the right of command-
ing here, or at least of sharing authority with the
civil rulers.””2 The Church had formerly been repre-
sented by the Capuchin friars, and afterwards by the
Récollets. Every complaint was of course carried to
the minister. In 1700 we find M. de Villieu, who
then held a provisional command in the colony, accus-
ing the ecclesiastics of illicit trade with the English.?
Bonaventure reports to Ponchartrain that Pére Félix,
chaplain of the fort, asked that the gate might be
opened, in order that he might carry the sacraments
to a sick man, his real object being to marry Captain
Duvivier to a young woman named Marie Muis de
Poubomcoup, — contrary, as the governor thought,
to the good of the service. He therefore forbade the
match; on which the priests told him that when they
had made up their minds to do anything, nobody had
power to turn them from it; and the chaplain pres-
ently added that he cared no more for the governor
than for the mud on his shoes.* He carried his point,
and married Duvivier in spite of the commander.
Every king’s ship from Acadia brought to Pon-
chartrain letters full of matters like these. In one

1 Subercase au Ministre, 20 Décembre, 1708, 3 Ibid.

3 Villieu au Ministre, 20 Octobre, 1700.

4 « 11 répondit qu’il se soucioit de moi comme de la boue de ses
vouliers.” -— Bonaventure ay Ministre, 30 Novembre, 1706,
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year, 1708, he got at least fourteen such. If half of
what Saint-Simon tells us of him is true, it is not to
be supposed that he gave himself much trouble con-
cerning them. This does not make it the less aston-
ishing that in the midst of a great and disastrous war
a minister of State should be expected to waste time
on matters worthy of a knot of old gossips babbling
round a tea-table. That pompous spectre which calls
itself the Dignity of History would scorn to take note
of them; yet they are highly instructive, for the
morbid anatomy of this little colony has a scientifie
value as exhibiting, all the more vividly for the nar-
rowness of the field, the workings of an unmitigated
paternalism acting from across the Atlantic. The
King’s servants in Acadia pestered his minister at
Versailles with their pettiest squabbles, while Marl-
borough and Eugene were threatening his throne
with destruction.! The same system prevailed in
Canada; but as there the field was broader and the
men often larger, the effects are less whimsically
vivid than they appear under the Acadian micro-
scope. The two provinces, however, were ruled
alike; and about this time the Canadian Intendant
Raudot was writing to Ponchartrain in a strain
worthy of De Goutin, Subercase, or Bonaventure.?

1 These letters of Acadian officials are in the Archives du
Ministere de la Marine et des Colonies at Paris. Copies of some of
them will be found in the 8d series of the Correspondance Officiells
at Ottawa.

2 Raudot au Ministre, 20 Septembre, 1709. The copy before me
covers 108 folio pages, filled with gossiping personalities.
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1704-1710.
ACADIA CHANGES HANDS.

ReprisAL ror DEmrrFIELD. — MaJor BenJamiyx CHUROH: HIS
RAVAGES AT GRAND-PRE. — PorT ROYAL EXPEDITION. — FUTILE
PROCEEDINGS, — A DISOCREDITABLE AFFAIR. — FrENCH Suc-
ORSSES IN NEWFOUNDLAND. — SCHEMES OF SAMUEL VETOH. —
A Gpaxp ENTERPRISE. — NIOHOLSON’S ADVANOR, — AN In-
FECTED CAMP. — MINISTERIAL PROMISES BROKEN, — A New
SorEME. — PORT ROYAL ATTACKED.— ACADIA CONQUERED.

‘WHEN war-parties from Canada struck the English
borders, reprisal was difficult against those who had
provoked it. Canada was made almost inaccessible
by a hundred leagues of pathless forest, prowled by
her Indian allies, who were sure to give the alarm
of an approaching foe; while, on the other hand, the
New Englanders could easily reach Acadia by their
familiar element, the sea; and hence that unfortunate
colony often made vicarious atonement for the sins
of her northern sister. It was from French priva-
teers and fishing-vessels on the Acadian seas that
Massachusetts drew most of the prisoners whom she
exchanged for her own people held captive in
Canada.
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Major Benjamin Church, the noted Indian fighter
of King Philip’s War, was at Tiverton in Rhode
Island when he heard of Hertel de Rouville’s attack
on Deerfield. Boiling with rage, he mounted his
horse and rode to Boston to propose a stroke of
retaliation. Church was energetic, impetuous, and
bull-headed, sixty-five years old, and grown so fat
that when pushing through the woods on the trail of
Indians, he kept a stout sergeant by him to hoist
him over fallen trees. Governor Dudley approved
his scheme, and appointed him to command the ex-
pedition, with the rank of colonel. Church repaired
to his native Duxbury; and here, as well as in
Plymouth and other neighboring settlements, the
militia were called out, and the veteran readily per-
suaded a sufficient number to volunteer under him.
With the Indians of Cape Cod he found more diffi-
culty, they being, as his son observes, “a people that
need much treating, especially with drink.” At
last, however, some of them were induced to join
him. Church now returned to Boston, and begged
that an attack on Port Royal might be included in
his instructions, — which was refused, on the ground
that a plan to that effect had been laid before the
Queen, and that nothing could be done till her
answer was received. The governor’s enemies seized
the occasion to say that he wished Port Royal to
remain French, in order to make money by trading
with it.

The whole force, including Indians and sailors,
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amounted to about seven hundred men; they sailed
to Matinicus in brigs and sloops, the province galley,
and two British frigates. From Matinicus most of
the sailing-vessels were sent to Mount Desert to wait
orders, while the main body rowed eastward in
whale-boats. Touching at Saint-Castin’s fort, where
the town of Castine now stands, they killed or
captured everybody they found there. Receiving
false information that there was a large war-party
on the west side of Passamaquoddy Bay, they has-
tened to the place, reached it in the night, and
pushed into the woods in hope of surprising the
enemy. The movement was difficult; and Church’s
men, being little better than a mob, disregarded his
commands, and fell into disorder. He raged and
stormed; and presently, in the darkness and confu-
sion, descrying a hut or cabin on the farther side of
a small brook, with a crowd gathered about it, he
demanded what was the matter, and was told that
there were Frenchmen inside who would not come
out. “Then knock them in the head,” shouted the
ch