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Charles Albanel, S.J., returned to Hudson Bay; Charles Bayly brought him back to England with Chouart
DesGroseilliers and Radisson; the explorers resigned from the Hudson Bay Company:

January 1674 to July 1676 — Charles Albanel, S.J., departed for Tadoussac with letters from Frontenac addressed
to Charles Bayly and Chouart DesGroseilliers. By 13 January 1674, he was en route to Hudson Bay or the
Northern Sea. A burden fell on his back immobilizing him and forcing him to winter at Lake St. Jean, where
Francois de Crespieul, S.J., visited Albanel in January, February and March. The remainder of Albanel’s voyage
is only known from English sources. Albanel reached the Rupert River on 30 August 1674 with a Native
American and a Frenchman born of English parents. Although Albanel brought Frontenac’s friendly letters, the
Hudson Bay Company officials treated Albanel as a traitor who Frontenac had sent to Hudson Bay to lure the
Native Americans away from the English in order to trade with the French. Bayly detained them and after giving
them clothes and money brought them to England with DesGroseilliers and Radisson. The Hudson Bay Company
supported Bayly in his quarrels with DesGroseilliers and Radisson, resulting in their resignation from the Company
and their return to France. Albanel returned to New France on 22 July 1676 bearing a letter which explained to his
superiors that Bayly had forcibly taken him to England.?

French Canadians were prohibited from trading with the Native Americans:
12 February 1674 — New France’s officials issued an ordinance which prohibited the sale of clothing, powder, and
shot to the Native Americans.®

War between the Algonquin and Sioux:

Spring 1674 — After Algonquin warriors from Sault Ste. Marie attacked the Sioux in their own country and took 80
prisoners, the tribe sent ten ambassadors to Sault Ste. Marie to make peace with the Algonquin tribes who lived in
the area. The ambassadors were well received by most of the residents, except the Cree and Missisaquis (possibly
the Mississauga). The Cree resolved to prevent the peace and kill the ambassadors, who had been placed in the
missionaries’” house for their safety and instruction by Gabriel Druillettes, S.J. When the Native Americans from
the area gathered in the French house to conclude the peace, they were searched for weapons. Five or six warriors,
including a Cree, managed to sneak in with their knives. One warrior confronted a Sioux ambassador and stabbed
him. His fellow Sioux, who had not been searched for weapons, then attacked the other Native Americans gathered
in the room, killing a number of them. Some of the Sioux found guns and guarded the door of the house, others
Sioux fired on the fleeing Algonquin. After some of the Algonquin set fire to the house, the Sioux retreated to a
cabin where they fired upon their enemies until their ammunition ran out and the village residents killed them. In
addition to the ambassadors, the village residents killed two Sioux women. They spared a third woman, a Sioux
slave, who was Algonquin. During the battle, forty village residents were killed or wounded, including a number of
the “leading and most notable men.” All of the village residents fled the area after the battle because they feared a
retaliatory attack by the Sioux.*

! Events occurring in the St. Lawrence settlements of New France have been included in the timeline to add
perspective.

2 University of Toronto and Université Laval, Dictionary of Canadian Biography Online,
(http://www.biographi.ca/index-e.html ), hereafter DCB, Radisson’s, DesGroseilliers, Bayly’s, Lydall’s and
Albanel’s biographies; Grace Lee Nute, Caesars of the Wilderness Médard Chouart, Sieur des Groseillers and
Pierre Esprit Radisson, 1618-1710 (New York and London: D. Appleton-Century Company Incorporated, reprint
1978), pp. 152-153; Joseph Burr Tyrrel, Documents relating to the early History of Hudson Bay (Toronto:
Champlain Society, 1931), p. 9. Future reference to the Hudson Bay Company’s employees will be limited to the
most important events.

% Public Archives of Canada, Douglas Brymner, Archivist, Report on Canadian Archives 1885 (Ottawa, Ontario:
Maclean, Roger and Co., 1886), hereafter PAC1885-1886, p. xxxvi.

4 Thwaites, Ruben Gold, editor, The Jesuit Relations and Allied Documents (Cleveland: The Burrows Brothers).
Available online at: ( http:/puffin.creighton.edu/jesuit/relations/ ), hereafter JR, Vol. 58, p. 16, 253-263; JR, Vol.
59, p. 70.
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The erection of Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac enraged the habitants, fur traders, and merchants:

Circa spring 1674 — The erection of Fort Cataracoui enraged the fur traders and merchants of Montréal because they
feared that the post would deprive them of some part of the fur trade with the western allies of the French. The
habitants were incensed because Frontenac had used them to construct the fort and to transport supplies to it.
Francois Marie Perrot, governor of Montréal and a participant in the fur trade, helped foster the colonists anger
against Frontenac in order to hinder Frontenac’s attempts to gain a large part of the western fur trade. Frontenac
retaliated by ordering Perrot’s arrest under dubious circumstances.®

The Compagnie des Indes Occidentales was dissolved:
1674 — The Compagnie des Indes Occidentales was dissolved.®

Colbert sent Louis XIV’s orders to Frontenac:

17 May 1674 — Colbert informed Frontenac that the English had withdrawn from the war in Europe, but that
Spain had declared war on France. Louis XIV intended to concentrate his efforts on land which would leave the
Dutch masters of the sea. Frontenac should not make long voyages up the St. Lawrence. Louis XIV thought that
it was wiser to form compact and accessible settlements than to scatter them far and wide. The King ordered
Frontenac to apply his efforts to clear the land and settle it, rather than thinking of discoveries in the interior so
remote that they could never be inhabited or possessed by French Canadians. Two exceptions to this order were
lands that were necessary to the fur trade, or lands that another nation might occupy which would trouble French-
Canadian trade and commerce; neither exception applied, however. Louis X1V believed that the Native Americans
should continue to bring their furs to New France, rather than Frontenac putting himself to the trouble of going so
far to seek them. Colbert reminded Frontenac that his authority regarding the administration of justice was limited
to the presidency of the Conseil Souverainand that he must allow full liberty to the Conseil Souverain and judges.”

La Salle proposed taking over Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac:

Circa spring 1674 to 14 November 1674 — La Salle proposed to Frontenac that he take over the costs and
maintenance of Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac and reimburse Frontenac for his expenses. Frontenac accepted La
Salle’s proposal and advised him to sail to France to obtain an audience and permission from Colbert for his
proposal. On 14 November 1674, Frontenac recommended to Colbert that La Salle was the “best fitted” for all
enterprises of discovery.®

The Conseil Souverain prosecuted two French Canadians for trading without a license:

22 June 1674 — The Conseil Souverain condemned Jean Thomas dit Le Breton to death for violating the 5 July
1673 royal ordinance which forbad fur trading without a license. Guillaume Yvelin dit Crosson was condemned to
witness Thomas’ execution, as well as to kneel and beg forgiveness from God, the king and the justices.®

The Jesuits built a new chapel at St. Ignace:

1674 to 1675 — The Jesuits built a new chapel at St. Ignace. By 1675, Philippe Pierson, S.J., ministered to the
Huron/Petun mission, while Henri Nouvel, S.J., ministered to the Ottawa. Although few details about the physical
details of the mission have survived, Dunnigan believes the Jesuits enclosed the mission in a fort made of cedar
posts, similar to Sault Ste. Marie.*®

°> DCB, Frontenac’s biography.

6 DCB, Talon’s biography.

7 John Romeyn Brodhead (agent) and E.B. O’Callaghan, M.D. (editor) Documents Relative to the Colonial History
of New York (Albany, New York: Weed, Parsons and Co, 1855), hereafter NYCD Vol. 9, pp. 114-116 (excerpts from
Colbert’s letter to Frontenac); Richard A. Preston, Royal Fort Frontenac (Toronto: The Champlain Society, 1958),
pp. 114-115 (excerpts from Colbert’s letter to Frontenac); Public Archives of Canada, Edouard Richard, Archivist,
Supplement to Dr. Brymner’s Report on Canadian Archives 1899 (Ottawa, Ontario: S.E. Dawson, 1901), hereafter
PAC1900-1901, pp. 256-257

8 DCB, La Salle’s biography; Preston, p. 31.

® PAC1900-1901, pp. 61-62.

10 Brian Leigh Dunnigan, A Picturesque Situation, Mackinac before Photography 1615 — 1860 (Detroit: Wayne
State University Press. 2008), pp. 16, 355 (chronology).
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Marquette and his companions wintered near present-day Chicago, Marquette died shortly after founding
the mission to the lllinois and Kaskaskia near Utica, Illinois:

25 October 1674 to 1676 — Marquette, Jacques Largillier, and Pierre Porteret left the St. Frangois Xavier
mission for a trip to the Kaskaskia (an Illinois band or tribe) on the Illinois River where Marquette intended to
found a mission. Weather forced them to stop on 4 December 1674 at a site in the suburbs of present-day Chicago.
During the winter, Pierre Moreau dit La Toupine and a surgeon identified as Jean la Rouxeliére (or Rouxcel de
Larousseliere) visited them. During Easter Week (11 — 14 April) 1675, Marquette established the Mission de la
Conception near present-day Utica, Illinois, a mission to the Kaskaskia and Illinois. On 18 May 1675, Marquette
died at present-day Ludington, Michigan. In the following spring, his body was moved to St. Ignace.*

Father Marquette National Memorial in St. Ignace, Michigan
(http://www.michigan.org/property/father-marquette-national-memorial/)

Frontenac informed Colbert about events occurring during 1674:

12 or 14 November 1674 — In addition to events already covered in this timeline, Frontenac informed Colbert
about a number of issues including the following: The Dutch had sent 20 envoys to the Iroquois to induce them to
renew their war on New France. Fort Frontenac had prevented the Iroquois from yielding to Dutch pressures.
Frontenac ordered the merchants to retain half of the powder and guns that they received in 1674 until 1675 or
whenever they learn what the Dutch intended to do in the St. Lawrence. The Iroquois brought eight children to
Québec as hostages, promised to stop the Munsee or Wolf tribe (a Delaware tribe) from making war on the Ottawa,
and they promised to discontinue their trade with the Ottawa. Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac had provided safety for
the missionaries in lroquoia and increased the number of Native Americans who travelled to Montréal with their
furs. Frontenac believed that these considerations fell within the two exceptions stated in Colbert’s 14 May 1674
letter regarding new establishments. Frontenac informed Colbert that Charles Bazire, Jacques Leber and the
leading men in the colony believed that they must maintain Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac in order to preserve the safety
of the colony and the fur trade. Frontenac could not continue to maintain the fort at his own expense; therefore, he
leased the fort to Leber and Bazire for a year; he hoped that Colbert would approve of the agreement. This
arrangement would not cost Louis XIV anything. Frontenac hoped that Colbert would approve the agreement
with Bazire and Leber. Objections were raised to Leber’s and Bazire’s new company because the Company of
Canada which financed the expenses of the colony primarily through the fur trade, had granted the monopoly on the
fur trade to Rouer de Villeray.*?

11 Jean Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., Life and Voyages of Louis Jolliet (1645-1700) (Chicago: Institute of Jesuit History,
1948), hereafter Delanglez, Jolliet, p. 129; JR, Vol. 59, pp. 16-17; 163-211; Louise Phelps Kellogg, editor, Early
Narratives of the Northwest 1634 — 1699 (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1917), hereafter Kellogg, Early
Narratives, pp. 259-278 (from Dablon’s account in the JR); DCB, Marquette’s biographies (states they stopped in
Chicago on 14 December) and Largillier’s biographies; Raymond Douville, Jacques Largillier dit /e castor’,
coureur des bois et ‘frére donné,” in Les Cahiers des Dix, (Montréal: Société des Dix, 1964), Vol. 29, 48, hereafter
Largillier article, pp. 53-54 (Douville states that Jean la Rouxeliére may have been the surgeon).

12 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 116-121 (excerpts from Frontenac’s 14 November 1674); Preston, 25, pp. 115-116 (excerpts
from Frontenac’s 12 November 1674 letter to Colbert); DCB, Leber’s biography (under Le Ber).
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Colbert and Louis XIV sent orders and instructions to Frontenac:

15 March 1675 and 22 April 1675 — Colbert wrote to Frontenac about Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac, stating that there
was no doubt that it would help maintain peace with the Iroquois. Louis XIV was pleased that the Iroquois had
brought eight children as hostages. The King was convinced that by doing a good trade with the Native Americans
and by letting the Iroquois know that Frontenac would severely punish those who broke the peace, that the
Iroquois would increase the fur trade “which is the only means of strengthening and enriching the colony.” Louis
XIV wrote to Frontenac on 22 April. The King had no doubt that the fort was advantageous and attracted a great
number of Native Americans into the settlements. Frontenac must be careful, however, to crowd the settlements
as much as possible in order to increase the number of people and in order to make them more easily assembled for
defense.*®

The King’s Council granted the Compagnie de la Ferme the monopoly of the fur trade in New France:

11 May 1675 — Louis XIV’s Council accepted the petition of the colonists of New France and granted Jean
Oudiette and the Compagnie de la Ferme the exclusive permission to buy all the beaver of New France and sell
them in France for a period of seven years starting 1 June 1675. On 24 May 1675, the Council awarded Oudiette ¥4
of the beaver, 1/10™" of the moose and other duties/dues of Canada. On 4 June 1675, Jacques Duchesneau (future
intendant) was given the responsibility to decide how these duties would be levied.

Louis X1V granted Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac to La Salle:

13 May 1675 — Louis X1V accepted the offers made by La Salle respecting the grant of Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac
and the lands adjacent to it; and granted the fort to him upon fulfillment of certain conditions. La Salle’s proposal
required him to (1) pay and maintain a garrison as large as Montréal’s (2) pay and maintain 15 or 20 workers during
the first two years who would clear the lands; (3) reimburse Frontenac for his expenses (10,000 livres); (4) attract
Native American and French Canadians as residents; (5) train and educate the Native Americans to live as the
French Canadians did; (6) build a church; (7) maintain two Récollets; and (8) place the fort in a state of defense.
If La Salle granted land to others in his lands, they would be required to contribute to the maintenance of the fort in
proportion to their holdings. Prior to departing for New France, La Salle obtained loans from his family to cover his
expenses. When La Salle arrived in New France during the late summer, he repaid Charles Bazire 10,000 livres
and spent additional funds to repay other debts and to prepare for the exploitation of his new seigneurie. La Salle
registered his deed in Québec on 23 September 1675; Frontenac confirmed the grant on 12 October 1675.1°

Louis X1V appointed Jacques Duchesneau intendant of New France:
30 May to August 1675 — Louis XIV appointed Jacques Duchesneau, sieur de La Poupiniére and d’Ambrault,
intendant of New France. He arrived in New France in August 1675.

Colbert ordered Frontenac to avoid any personal involvement in the fur trade:

30 May 1675 — Colbert informed Frontenac that Louis XIV did not give credence to the complaints charging that
Frontenac had engaged in the fur trade, but Frontenac must avoid doing anything that would cause others to
suspect that he was personally involved in the fur trade.*”

New France’s officials reorganized the Conseil Souverain:
5 June 1675 — New France’s officials reorganized the Conseil Souverain.®

13 NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 123 (excerpts from Colbert’s memo); Preston, 116-117.

14 PAC1900-1901, pp. 67, 68, 258; DCB, Charles Aubert de LaChesnaye’s biography.

15 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 122 (La Salle’s proposal), 123-124 (decree accepting La Salle’s proposal), 125 (letters patent
to Fort Frontenac); Preston, pp. 31-32; 118-119 (La Salle’s proposal), 119 — 120 (decree accepting La Salle’s
proposal), 120-122 (letters patent to Fort Frontenac); Cornelius Jaenen, editor, The French Regime in the Upper
Country of Canada During the Seventeenth Century (Toronto, Ontario: The Champlain Society in Cooperation with
The Government of Ontario, 1996), pp. 159-160 (confirmation of grant); DCB, La Salle’s biography; PAC1900-
1901, pp. 67, 257; Public Archives of Canada, Report concerning Canadian Archives for the Year 1905 (Ottawa,
Ontario: S.E. Dawson, 1906), hereafter PAC1905-1906,PAC1905-1906, pp. xxxv/42; Iv-1vi/62-63.

16 PAC1900-1901, pp. 68, 257; DCB, Duchesneau’s biography [5 June]; Jetté, p. 374; Trudel, p. 152.

17 PAC1900-1901 p., 257.

18 DCB, Duchesneau’s biography.
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The population of New France was 7,832:
1675 — The population of New France was 7,832.°

La Salle departed for Fort Cataracoui/Frontenac with sailors and tradesmen:

Circa October 1675 — La Salle departed from the St. Lawrence settlements mother colony for Fort
Cataracoui/Frontenac accompanied by soldiers, sailors, masons, carpenters, a blacksmith, armorer, and other
tradesmen. Over the course of the next two years, his men demolished Frontenac’s fort, built a rampart with fours
bastions twice the size of the old fort; three sides were constructed of masonry three feet thick and twelve feet high.
The remaining side was constructed of wooden stakes. Inside the fort, they built a house of squared logs that was
100 feet long, a blacksmith shop, guardhouse, officer’s quarters, a well and cow house. They dug ditches 15 feet
wide around the fort with a moat across the peninsula. The carpenters built a barque named Frontenac and three
other smaller vessels. La Salle expended 44,521 livres for the fort, including the 10,000 livres that he had repaid to
Charles Bazire the previous month.°
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Map/Plan of Fort Frontenac, circa 1685%

Nouvel’s mission to the Amikwa/Amikoué in Michigan’s Lower Peninsula:

8 November 1675 to mid-March 1676 — During the fall of 1675 Henri Nouvel, S.J., volunteered to follow the
Amikwa/Amikoué or Beaver Nation to their winter camp “near Lake Erie.” He left on his journey with two
French Canadians on 8 November 1675, relying on a map the Amikoué had drawn. They followed the
northeastern shore of present-day Michigan’s Lower Peninsula where he met some Abenaki. Their wives were
Christian Algonquin who Nouvel had baptized and seen at Sillery and Tadoussac. They also passed a cabin of
Abenaki who had married Nipissing women. Nouvel and his companions continued on their journey to present-day
Saginaw River (on Saginaw Bay) which they reached on 1 December. On 3 December, Nouvel celebrated Mass at a
point between present-day Saginaw and the junction of the present-day Saginaw and Flint Rivers. On the following

19 Statistics Canada, Early French Settlements (1605-1691) (http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/98-187-x/4064812-
eng.htm), Statistics Canada.

20 Preston, pp. 32, 122-123 (statement of La Salle’s expenses); Robert S. Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, the Ruin
of La Salle (College Station, Texas: Texas A&M University Press: 2001), hereafter Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle,
pp. 42-46. Weddle’s book provides a critical analysis of La Salle’s life from his birth through his death; it also
includes information about the survivors of the Texas colony. The endnotes and bibliography list the major sources
dealing with a particular aspect of La Salle’s life.

2L www.wikipedia.org, accessed 8 January 2014,
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day they came to the junction of the Saginaw and Tittabawasee Rivers which they followed north to the junction
with the present-day Chippewa River (in present-day Midland County, Michigan). They continued on the Chippewa
River until 7 December when they decided to make their winter camp and met the members of the Amikoué tribe
who were waiting for them. Their log cabin and chapel served as a center for excursions that Nouvel made to other
Tribes wintering in the area. On 29 December, Nouvel left on a visit to the Nipissing who were wintering nine or
ten leagues from Nouvel’s camp. He also made a journey about mid-January to a Mississauga camp. After Nouvel
returned to his camp, he learned that about 65 Mississauga who had gone on a hunting expedition had died of
hunger. Nouvel left his camp about mid-March 1676 to return to St. Ignace. Nouvel was the first missionary
documented to have celebrated Mass in Michigan’s Lower Peninsula.??

The Hudson Bay Company filed a protest Albanel, Chouart DesGroseilliers, and Radisson:

24 January 1676 (O.S) — The Hudson Bay Company filed a protest in the Royal Council in London against “some ill
practices” of Albanel, Chouart DesGroseilliers, and Radisson. The Council resolved to ask the French
government to hinder any practices that may be prejudicial to the Hudson Bay Company.?®

Frontenac sent Hughes Randin to Sault Ste. Marie:
1676 — Frontenac sent Hughes Randin to Sault Ste. Marie as a peace ambassador to the Sioux and to regulate and
open trade with the tribe.?*

Louis XIV granted special privileges to Chouart de Groiseilliers and Radisson: 6 April 1676 — Louis XIV
granted Chouart de Groiseilliers and Radisson the privilege of establishing a fishery of white porpoise and seal on
the St. Lawrence; the privilege for 20 years of seal fishing off Anticosti only, and of porpoise fishing from Anticosti
as far as Montréal 2°

Louis X1V ordered Frontenac to maintain and support the Compagnie de la Ferme:

15/16 April 1676 — Louis X1V informed Frontenac that he had withdrawn from the Compagnie des Indes
Occidentales all the rights it had in New France and other places and has leased its rights to the Compagnie de la
Ferme. Frontenac must use his authority to maintain the new company in the full and free enjoyment of its rights.2

Louis X1V provided Frontenac with additional instructions:

15/16 April 1676 — Louis XIV provided Frontenac with additional instructions. Frontenac must not undertake to
form new colonies except in case of great necessity and to understand that it is much better to occupy less territory
and people it well, than to extend it further and have feeble colonies that could be destroyed by all kinds of
accidents. It would be beneficial to establish public fairs to encourage trade and manufactures, and to promote
marriages. He must afford protection to the Compagnie de la Ferme. He must not allow any secular or
ecclesiastical dignitaries to carry on any commerce or barter, nor their servants or households. The King forbad
Frontenac to grant any trading licenses. He must not exceed his authority in any matter.?”

Frontenac enacted a number of ordinances:

11 May 1676 — Frontenac enacted a number of ordinances. Included in the ordinances were the following: (1) all
persons who were owed debts by the Native Americans were forbidden to take their clothing, blankets, guns,
powder, shot, wives, or children as payment for the debts. (2) The Native Americans were forbidden to get drunk.

22 JR, Vol. 60, 19, pp. 213-229; George Paré, The Catholic Church in Detroit 1701-1888 (Detroit, Michigan: The
Gabriel Richard Press, 1951), pp. 41-45 (in addition to quoting from the journal, Paré gives the present-day day
locations for Nouvel’s journey; the exact location of his winter camp is not known).

2 JR, Vol. 60, p. 318, footnote 14.

24 DCB, Randin’s biography; Louise Phelps Kellogg, The French Régime in Wisconsin and the Northwest (Madison:
Wisconsin State Historical Society of Wisconsin, 1925), hereafter French Régime in Wisconsin, p. 201; Justin
Winsor, editor, Narrative and Critical History of America, French Explorations and Settlements in North America
and Those of the Portuguese, Dutch and Swedes, 1500-1700 (Boston and New York: Houghton, Mifflin and
Company, 1884), hereafter Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, p. 181.

25 PAC1900-1901, p. 258.

26 PAC1900-1901, pp. 69, 259.

2T NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 126 (excerpts from Louis XIV’s memo); PAC1900-1901, pp. 68-69, 258-2509.
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(3) The Native Americans were liable to the penalties provided by laws of France for offenses of robbery, murder,
rape, drunkenness and other crimes. (4) Persons of the Reformed religion (Protestants) were forbidden to meet or
exercise their faith in New France. (5) No one was permitted to keep taverns or serve meals without certificates of
honesty and good morals; tavern keepers were forbidden to sell on credit or to sell liquor after 9 p.m. (6) All
residents were forbidden to drink to the point of intoxication in taverns; offenders were subject to imprisonment. (7)
Foreign merchants were forbidden to sell liquor by retail, to sell tobacco in quantities of less than one pound, or to
trade with the Native Americans. (8) Foreign merchants were further forbidden to deliver or lease any goods to the
Native Americans in their shops or other places. (9) Officials were ordered to keep a list of the price and quantity
of the merchandise arriving in the colony.?

The Jesuits founded the St. Francois Xavier du Sault mission:
1676 — The Jesuits founded the St. Frangois Xavier du Sault mission, serving the lroquois at Caughnawaga,
Québec.?®

The population of New France was 8,415:
1676 — The population of New France was 8,415.%

Jolliet requested permission to settle in Illinois:

Circa 1676 — Jolliet wrote to Colbert, requesting permission to settle with 20 men in the land of the Illinois, build
forts, and carry on trade. Charles Aubert de LaChesnaye offered to defray the costs of the project. Colbert
informed Duchesneau on 23 April 1678 that he denied Jolliet’s request, stating that New France must increase the
number of new settlers prior to thinking of other lands.3!

The Jesuits appointed Charles Albanel, S.J., superior of the St. Francois Xavier mission in Baie des Puants:
25 July 1676 — The Jesuits appointed Charles Albanel, S.J., superior of the mission at St. Frangois Xavier mission
in Baie des Puants (present-day De Pere, Wisconsin). He replaced the original chapel the same year with a church.®2

Some of the Abenaki took refuge at Sillery:

1676 — Some of the Abenaki who had killed English settlers during King Philip’s War took refuge at Sillery.
Frontenac permitted them to stay at Sillery provided that they not undertake any attacks upon the English colonies.
The Jesuits welcomed the Abenaki and instructed them at the Sillery mission.*

The Conseil Souverain prohibited all trading with Native Americans in any places other than Québec,
Montréal, or Trois-Rivieres:

5 October 1676 — The Conseil Souverain prohibited all trading with Native Americans in any places other than
Québec, Montreéal, or Trois-Riviéres. On the 11 October, they ordered the establishment of public markets in the
three cities and once again, forbad it in other places.®*

Duchesneau held a meeting to discuss fixing the price of beaver:
19 October 1676 — Duchesneau held a meeting with a number of the explorers and fur merchants to discuss fixing
prices on beaver.*®

28 Provincial Registrars’ Department of Quebec, Charles Langelier (Provincial Secretary and Registrar), Fifth Report
of the Secretary of the Province of Quebec for the Year 1890-1891(Quebec: Charles-Francois Langlois: 1891),
hereafter PRDQ1890-1891, pp. 92-95.

29 JR, Vol. 60, pp. 273-293; Tanner, Chart: French Missions in the Great Lakes.

%0 Statistics Canada.

31 DCB, Jolliet’s biography; Jaenen, p. 150; PAC1900-1901, p. 260 (extract from Colbert’s letter to Duchesneau).

32 DCB, Albanel’s biography; JR, Vol. 60, pp. 127-129.

33 JR, Vol. 60, pp. 131-133, 229-243 (subsequent history of the mission to January 1677).

34 PAC1900-1901, p. 69.

%5 PAC1900-1901, p. 40.
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Allouez continued Marquette’s mission to the Illinois:

October 1676 to 27 April 1677 — Claude Allouez, S.J., continued Marquette’s mission among the Illinois having
departed from present-day De Pere, Wisconsin, near the end of October 1676. He arrived at their village on 27 April
1677. The great Illinois village was then located near present-day Utica, Illinois; it contained 351 cabins, and was
home to eight different tribes. The Illinois Confederacy did not move to present-day Kaskaskia, Illinois until
1700.%

Colbert sent instructions to Duchesneau:

28 April 1677 — Colbert informed Duchesneau that he must completely abolish the custom adopted by the
ecclesiastics of trading themselves, or through their servants. On 1 May he explained Louis XIV’s intentions
regarding certain points, one of which was the sale of liquor to the Native Americans. The King agreed with
Frontenac that the liquor trade did not cause the evils of which the Bishop complained. Before siding with the
Bishop and against Frontenac, Duchesneau should have informed himself fully and submitted the evidence to
Colbert.*

Louis X1V sent instructions to Frontenac:

28 April 1677 — Louis XIV informed Frontenac of his victories in Europe. The King was surprised to learn that
the clergy were carrying out a petty trade in furs. Frontenac must maintain a good understanding with the English
and be careful not to give them any cause for complaint; he must not permit anything contrary to the treaties that
France had concluded with the English.®

Colbert sent instructions to Frontenac:

18 May 1677 — Colbert informed Frontenac that the clergy had sent him an opinion regarding the excesses caused
by the liquor trade with the Native Americans. If the facts are true, Frontenac must suppress the trade, but after
consulting with Talon and others, Colbert believed that the clergy greatly exaggerated the claims. If the Native
Americans are but little more likely to get drunk than Germans or Bretons, then Frontenac must prevent the clergy
from interfering in any way, outside of the church, in a matter which is purely one of administration. Colbert also
ordered Frontenac to live in peace with Duchesneau.3®

Ecclesiastics and Intellectuals often influenced Louis XIV’s and Colbert’s decisions:

1677 — Ecclesiastics and Intellectuals often influenced Louis XIV’s and Colbert’s decisions regarding North
America. The group included César d’Estrées (Cardinal of Laon), Eusébe Renaudot (editor of the Gazette de
France), Abbé Claude Bernou (a politician and diplomat), Francois de Calliere (brother of Louis Hector
Calliére, future governor of New France), and Esprit Cabart de Villermont (a linguist and geographer). On a
religious level, many of them favored the Recollects over the Jesuits and Louis XIV’s disputes with the Papacy
regarding the independent power of the monarchs in church affairs. Renaudot and Bernou belonged to the
Jansenistic faction (a theology movement which the Jesuits condemned as being close to Calvinists). The men were
also interested in science, geography, and exploration, especially in North America. Bernou dreamed of a French
conquest of Mexico; on a personal level, he acted as an agent for a number of explorers; and his ambitions included
a bishopric in the Americas. Bernou also acted as an agent for a number of explorers, including Pierre Esprit
Radisson. Bernou developed a series of model petitions for different explorers that often incorporated the same
facts and arguments. Bernou and Renaudot did not trust anyone else to write the petitions that would be presented
to the Court. They knew that they were better writers than explorers or missionaries and that their petitions would
have greater chances of Court approval.*

% JR, Vol. 60, pp. 148-167; JR, Vol. 64, pp. 157-161 and footnote 28; Ruben Gold Thwaites (editor), Collections of
the State Historical Society of Wisconsin (Madison: Democrat Printing Company, 1902), hereafter WiHC, Vol. 16,
pp. 92, 97.

37 PAC1900-1901, p. 260.

3 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 126-127; PAC1900-1901, p. 261.

39 PAC1900-1901, p. 261.

40 Jean Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., Some La Salle Journeys (Chicago: Institute of Jesuit History, 1938), pp. 10-13; Jean
Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., La Salle’s Expedition of 1682, in Mid-America (Chicago: Loyola University, Vol. 22 (1),
January 1940), pp. 3-36, specifically 19, reprinted in Mildred Mott Wedel, A Jean Delanglez, S.J., Anthology (New
York and London: Garland Press: 1985); Nute, pp. 156-165 (Nute dates a Radisson petition to 1677 and believes
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The Native Americans established additional villages at St. Ignace:

1677 to Winter 1678/1679 — The Ottawa established a second village at Gros Cap (approximately 20 miles
northwest of St. Ignace on Michigan’s Upper Peninsula). In November 1677, Henri Nouvel, S.J., moved into a
small bark cabin between the village of the Kiskakon (one of the four Ottawa clans) and the new village of the
Ottawa,; his lodging was located about ¥ of a league from the mission house and church of St. Ignace. Jean
Enjalran, S.J., moved into the mission house at St. Ignace on 2 December. A small bark church had been built
adjoining the missionaries’ cabin; the smaller church was dedicated to St. Francois Borgia; it was used on alternate
days by the Kiskakon Ottawa village and those of the newer Ottawa village. The St. Ignace church served the
Huron during the winter, because the Algonquin did not winter at St. Ignace. During the winter of 1678/1679,
Henri Nouvel, S.J., ministered to about 1,300 Kiskakon, while Philippe Pierson, S.J., ministered to about 300
Huron/Petun.*

The residents of New France elected a superintendent to oversee the execution of an ordinance regarding the
prices of beaver and moose skins:

July 1677 — The residents of Québec, Trois-Riviéres, and Montréal elected a superintendent to oversee the execution
of an ordinance enacted by Louis XIV regarding the prices of beaver and moose skins.*?

Frontenac ordered the investigation of the murder of a Native American:

August 1677 — Frontenac ordered an investigation and report regarding the murder of a Native American by
Anontaguelté (a chief), that occurred after a band of Native Americans broke into the door of a building owned by
Francois Lenoir dit Rolland in order to obtain liquor. The scope of the investigation was to include determining
whether the disturbances had been caused by drinking liquor and whether liquor had been supplied to any of the
participants French-Canadians. Pierre Couc acted as interpreter during the examination of Native-American
witnesses or participants; Michel Messier, Cybard Courault, and Pierre Picoté de Belestre appeared as witnesses.
On 4 October, Michel Messier testified regarding the disorders caused by Native Americans when they were
intoxicated. In January 1678, Francois Decus dit Lamiatte was arrested and charged with trading liquor with the
Native Americans.*?

Frontenac took a census of Fort Frontenac:

7 September 1677 — Frontenac took a census of Fort Frontenac. Many of the men who would accompany La
Salle on his future voyages were residents of the Fort. By this time, La Salle had made most of his improvements to
the fort. Following are names of the individuals recorded in the census: La Salle (governor), Frangois Daupin,
sieur de LaForest (major), Louis Hennepin (a Récollet), Luc Buisset (a Récollet), Sieur Jean Péré. Soldiers: La
Fleur (sergeant), Duplessis, La Boise, Jean Baptiste Fafard dit Macons/Macouce, Meunier/Meusnier dit
Laliberté, Jean Michel, André Hunault, Deslauriers, Antoine Brossard (ordered to go to meet the Onondaga),
Léveille (gone down to Montréal to bring up the carpenter disembarked lately), Gabriel Barbier dit
LeMinime/Mimine (ordered into the brigantine), Jacques Bourdon, sieur d’Autray (ordered into the brigantine),
Mabheu (ordered into the brigantine), Jean la Rouxeliére/ Rouxcel de Larousseliére (surgeon absent on duty),
Cauchois/Cochois (a servant of sieur de La Salle, ordered into the brigantine), Fontaine (a pilot of the barque
called Le Frontenac). Workers: Olivier Quesnel (an armorer), Moise Hilaret (ship’s carpenter gone down to make
a shallop in Lac St. Sacrament), Jean Fontaine (ship’s carpenter gone down to make a shallop in Lac St.
Sacrament), Laforge (the blacksmith gone to take them), Pierre Lecellier, Jolycoeur, Louis Méline, Jean Baptiste
Brossard, Dubois (tailor gone down to Montréal ten days ago, sick), Joseph (joiner gone down to Montréal ten
days ago, sick), Louis Douceregnié, Larose/La Rosée (mason), Jean Baptiste Caron/Colon/Coron dit La
Violette de Paris (mason), Thomas Brésil (mason), René Gervais (mason), Pierre Perrault/Perot (carpenter),
Pierre Perrault/Perot (his son), Jean Barraud, Antoine Alain. Habitants: Curaillon, Jean Michaud (has his
wife and four children), Jacques de LaMétairie, Mathurin Grégoire (wife and three children). In addition to the
individuals named in the census, the following men brought supplies to Fort Frontenac: Lavigne, Bourbonnais,

that Bernou developed a series of model petitions for different explorers that often incorporated the same facts and
arguments).

41 JR, Vol. 61, pp. 100-147; Dunnigan, pp. 16, 355 (chronology).

2 PRDQ1890-1891, p. 98.

43 PRDQ1890-1891, pp. 99-100.
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Charles Diel, Picard, Pigoret, Lariviéere de Tours, Charles Ptolomée, Nicolas Bonhomme, Nicolas
Gagné/Gaigner, Laforge, and Charlier.*

LA SALLE'S IMPROVEMENTS AT FORT FRONTENAC. [Imaginative painting
based on documentary information by Cpl. Walter B. Des Champs,
R.C.E., Canadian Army Staff College, Fort Frontenac. By permission
of Brig. M. P, Bogert, Commandant, C.A.S.C.| 45

New France’s officials enacted additional ordinances regarding the liquor trade:

26 October 1677 — An ordinance was enacted which prohibited anyone from interfering with or doing violence to
the officers of justice. On the same day, the ordinance which prohibited anyone from selling liquor by the glass
without a certificate of good conduct was republished. On the same day, Charles Testard dit Folleville was
summoned to produce his certificate of good conduct; his permission to sell liquor had been granted by Francois
Marie Perrot, governor of Montréal. An inquiry regarding this issue was held on 14 February 1678; witnesses
were called for the inquiry on 14 February and on 23 March. The ordinances were republished on 1 March 1678.4¢

William 111, Prince of Orange, married his cousin, Mary Stuart:

November 1677 — William 111, Prince of Orange and stadholder of Holland, married his cousin Mary Stuart,
daughter of James, Duke of York, and the future James Il of England, and Anne Hyde. Charles Il of England
agreed to the marriage because many British subjects felt that the royal family was “too Catholic.”*’

La Salle returned to France to obtain permission to build two new establishments:

1677 to 12 May 1678 — La Salle returned to France where he hoped to receive Louis XIV’s permission to build two
establishments at his own expense, one at the entrance to Lake Erie and the other at the exit from Lake Illinois (Lake
Michigan). While La Salle was in France, he met Renaudot and Bernou. Bernou wrote the document known as
the Mémoire sur le projet du Sieur de la Salle. . . . . This memoir was presented to Louis XIV and formed the basis
for the royal grant. Renaudot wrote the account of La Salle’s first 11 years in Canada, known as the Récit d 'un ami
de I’abbe de Galinée *®

44 Preston, pp. 32, pp. 122-125. Names have been standardized per Jetté if possible; many individuals are not found
in Jetté; others are listed by dit names.

45 Preston, between pp. 66-67.

46 PRDQ1890-1891, pp. 101-102.

47 www. Wikipedia.org, accessed 4 October 2009.

8 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 46-48, 88; DCB, La Salle’s biography; Preston, pp. 33-34, 125; Jaenen, pp.
156, 160-161; NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 127; B. F. French, Historical Collections of Louisiana, Embracing Many Rare and
Valuable Documents Relating to the Natural, Civil and Political History of that State (New York: Wiley and
Putnam, 1846), hereafter French, Louisiana, pp. 35-36; Delanglez, Some La Salle Journeys, pp. 8-29, 43-61,
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Bernou wrote a proposal to Louis XIV on behalf of Don Diego de Pefialosa; the proposal called for an attack
on New Spain in the name of France:

1678 — Bernou and his group wished to humiliate Spain by acquiring some of the territory that Spain claimed in the
Gulf of Mexico. Bernou submitted a proposal to Louis XIV on behalf of Don Diego de Pefialosa. Pefialosa was
an exiled and discredited former governor of New Mexico (1661-1664), who moved to France by 1673. The
proposal called for the conquest of the area known as Quivira and Tegago/Teguayo (probably the region of present-
day Wichita, Kansas, and the Wichita Mountains in present-day Oklahoma) that were rich in precious metals. At the
time that this proposal was made, Louis XIV was at war with Holland and Spain. It was reported that Pefialosa
was told that his proposals would be carefully considered once the war had been concluded. Although the Treaties
of Nijmegen, signed 10 August 1678 with Holland and 17 September 1678 with Spain, ended the war, no
immediate action was taken about this proposal. Peifalosa’s future proposals played a prominent role in La Salle’s
1684 expedition to present-day Texas.*®

The Cree and Monsonis decided to take their furs to the English at Hudson Bay:
1678 — The Ottawa plundered the Cree and Monsonis. After the attack, they decided to take their furs to the
English at Hudson Bay unless they could establish their own trading relations with the French.>

French Canadians testified about the coureurs de bois:

1 March 1678 — Guillaume Daoust, Jean Moreau, Jean Petit, René Fezeret, Marie Cartin, Elizabeth Camus,
and other unnamed witnesses testified about the coureurs de bois who traded in liquor and goods with the Native
Americans, violating Louis XIV’s ordinances. On 23 March 1678, Jean Baryot, Francois Sabatier, Joseph (de)
Montenon, Nicolas Hubert and other unnamed witnesses testified about the same issues.%*

Louis X1V issued additional ordinances regarding fur trading:

12 May 1678 — Louis XIV informed Frontenac that he had learned that French Canadians were violating the
ordinance of 1676 which forbad trading expeditions under the pretext that the ordinance did not apply to trade in
Acadia. The King, issued two additional ordinances. Louis XIV warned Frontenac that he must not engage in
trade of any kind, directly or indirectly, nor even give grounds for suspicion of doing so.%

New France’s officials enacted an ordinance regarding hunting:
May 1678 — New France’s officials enacted an ordinance which prohibited hunting beyond the limits of cleared and
inhabited lands and a circuit of one league.®

provides biographical information on Bernou and Renaudot as well as discusses the Mémoire and the Récit. Margry
used both documents to “prove” La Salle’s alleged discovery of the Ohio and Mississippi. Renaudot used the Récit
to insert disparaging remarks about the Jesuits. See Pierre Margry (editor), Voyages des Frangais sur les Grands
Lacs et découverte de I'Ohio et du Mississipi (1614-1684) (Paris: Impr. de D. Jouaust, 1876), hereafter Margry, Vol.
1, pp. 329-336 (Mémoire) and 345-402 (Récit); Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, p. 289.

49 Delanglez, Some La Salle Journeys, p. 28; Nute, pp. 164-165; John Gilmary Shea (editor) and Nicholas de
Freytas, O.S.F., The Expedition of Don Diego Dionisio de Pefialosa, Governor of New Mexico (New York: John G.
Shea, 1882), hereafter Shea, Pefialosa, pp. 8-12 (Shea believed that the narrative was authentic); William Edward
Dunn, Spanish and French Rivalry in the Gulf Region of the United States, 1678-1702, The Beginnings of Texas and
Pensacola (Austin, Texas: University of Texas Bulletin, 20 January 1917), pp. 12-16. After his recall as Governor of
New Mexico, Pefialosa went to Mexico where he proposed the conquest of lands that he had discovered. He was
arrested in 1665, imprisoned, his possessions sold, and he was then exiled from New Spain. He went to England in
1670 where he sought the aid of Charles Il in an attack on Santa Domingo or South America; but left England after
the Spanish ambassador sought his arrest. Historians believe that Pefialosa forged the Expedition about 1673 when
he moved to France. It was based on a report written fifty years earlier by Franciscan, Francisco Benavides. See
William L. Langer, An Encyclopedia of World History (Boston, Massachusetts: Houghton Mifflin Company, Fifth
Edition, 1972), p. 479 for the treaty information.

%0 DCB, Greysolon du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography.

1 PRDQ1890-1891, pp. 102-103.

52 PAC1900-1901, p. 262; NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 128 contains extracts that are not relevant to the timeline.

53 PAC1885-1886, p. XXXVi.
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Louis X1V prohibited the sale of liquor to Native Americans:

12 May 1678 — Louis XIV issued an ordinance which prohibited the sale of intoxicating drink to the Native
Americans. On 24 May, New France’s officials prepared a memorandum for Louis XIV which discussed the
difficulties regarding the sale of intoxicants to Native Americans.>*

Louis XIV ordered New France’s officials to hold a meeting regarding the sale of liquor to the Native
Americans:

12 May 1678 — Louis XIV ordered New France’s officials to hold a meeting with 20 of the principal inhabitants of
New France regarding the sale of liquor to the Native Americans to obtain their advice regarding the liquor trade.
On 24 May, Colbert wrote separately to Frontenac and Duchesneau that Louis X1V wanted further information
regarding the question of the liquor trade; they prepared a memorial regarding the trade.>®

Louis X1V granted La Salle permission to go on a voyage of discovery to the Western part of New France;

12 May 1678 — Louis X1V granted La Salle permission to go on a voyage of discovery to the Western part of New
France under the same conditions as his grant to Fort Frontenac. His expeditions were to be made at his own
expense and he was expressly forbidden to trade with the Ottawa or other Native Americans who brought their furs
to Montréal. The permission was good for a period of five years. Prior to obtaining permission for the voyage, La
Salle had to pay a commission to Sieur Bellinzani, Colbert’s director of commerce; the commission cost La Salle
12,000 livres and an additional 6,000 livres over six years. In order to pay this commission, La Salle had to borrow
additional money from his family. He also obtained 16,000 livres from his cousin, Sieur Plet, 4,000 livres from
Sieur Simounet, 6,000 livres from M. Dumont and 24,000 livres from M. Raoul.>®

Colbert ordered Frontenac to extend his protection to Charles Aubert, sieur de LaChesnaye:
26 June 1678 — Colbert ordered Frontenac to extend his protection to Charles Aubert, sieur de LaChesnaye, who
was returning to New France as an associate of the Compagnie de la Ferme due to the death of Bazire.>’

The Wisconsin missions:

Circa 1678/1679 — The St. Francois Xavier mission in present-day Du Pere, Wisconsin served as the center for
Jesuit missions in Wisconsin; approximately 20,000 Native Americans lived near the missions. The St. Francois
Xavier mission served six nations who spoke two languages. The mission to the Fox served four nations; while the
mission to the Mascoutin served as many as twelve nations who spoke three languages. Within the previous six
years, seven or eight Jesuits served the three missions. Charles Albanel, S.J., acted as superior of the mission of
St. Frangois Xavier since 1676; Louis André, S.J., worked in the mission since 1673, although he frequently
travelled to six different nations who lived 10 to 15 leagues apart. Claude Allouez, S.J., and Antoine Silvy, S.J., d
ministered to the Fox in the St. Marc mission and the Mascoutin in the St. Jacques’ mission. In 1678, Andre
Bonneau/Bonnault, S.J., replaced Silvy when the Jesuits assigned him to the missions of Tadoussac. Allouez had
taken over the Illinois mission.®

The Treaties of Nijmegen ended the Second Dutch War:
10 August 1678 to September 1679 — The Treaties of Nijmegen ended the wars that had involved France in Europe
since 1672 in the Second Dutch War. France and Holland’s treaty was signed on 10 August 1678, France and

5 PAC1885-1886, p. Xxxvii.

%5 PAC1900-1901, pp. 262-263 (states that the Conseil Souverain issued the decree, but it was issued at St. Germain
en Laye in France; W.J. Eccles, Frontenac- The Courtier Governor (Lincoln, Nebraska and London: University of
Nebraska Press, 2003), hereafter Eccles, Frontenac, pp. 61-62 (states that Louis X1V issued the decree).

%6 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 46-48; H.W. Beckwith (editor) and Board of Trustees of the Illinois State
Historical Library, Collections of the Illinois State Historical Library (Springfield, Ill.: HW. Rokker Co., 1903),
hereafter ILHC, Vol. 1, p. 44; NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 127; DCB, La Salle’s biography. Preston, pp. 33-34, 125; Jaenen,
pp. 160-161, 164-168 (extracts from a French memo, possibly authored by La Salle’s attorney, Abbé Claude Bernou,
about La Salle’s observations about New France, including attacks on the Jesuits who La Salle believed tried to
block his exploration); PAC1900-1901, pp. 70, 263; PAC1905-1906, pp. 518/897.

5" PAC1900-1901, p. 263.

%8 JR, Vol. 61, pp. 147-157.
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Spain’s on 17 September. France’s treaty with the Holy Roman Emperor and Sweden was signed on 6 February
1679 and France’s treaty with Denmark was signed on 2 September 1679.5°

Daniel Greysolon, sieur Du Lhut, and seven companions left for the Great Lakes:

1 September 1678 to Spring 1679 — Daniel Greysolon, sieur Du Lhut, Francois Lemaitre, sieur de LaMorille;
Christophe Gerbault dit Bellegarde, Pepin, Pierre Pepin, Jean Fafard dit Macouce/Macons (his interpreter),
Paul Tessier dit Lavigne, and Joseph Montenon, sieur de LaRue, left Montréal secretly for the Western Great
Lakes to negotiate a permanent peace between the Sioux, Chippewa, and other tribes that lived west and north of
Lake Superior. He also wanted to prevent the Cree and Monsonis (a tribe associated with the Cree and with the
Chippewa or Ojibwa) from taking their furs to the English on Hudson Bay. They wintered with the Chippewa
near Sault Ste. Marie and set out in spring 1679 for an arranged rendezvous with the Sioux at the western end of
Lake Superior. Pierre Gaillou dit LaTaille and Jacques Passard, sieur de LaBretonniére, may have been with
du Lhut during part of his journey to the west.®°

| — —d

Francis Lee Jaques circa 1922 painting of
Daniel Greysolon, sieur Du Lhut, and some of his companions at the head of the lakes
Displayed at the Minnesota Historical Society®

%9 Langer, p. 479.

®DCB, Greysolon Du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Pierre Margry, Exploration des affluents du Mississipi et
découverte des montagnes Rocheuses (1679-1754) (Paris: Impr. Jouaust et Sigaux, 1886) hereafter Margry, Vol. 6,
pp. 26-24 (Du Lhut’s 5 April 1679 letter to Frontenac names the men, sometimes only using their dit names;
Fafard’s dit name is spelled Masson; it is impossible to identify Pierre Pepin’s brother with certainty); Kellogg,
Early Narratives, pp. 323-330; Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, p. 181; Jaenen, pp. 184-185, 187-191 (Greysolon Du
Lhut’s Memoir to Colbert de Seignelay on the Sioux Country, 1678-1682); Kellogg, French Régime in Wisconsin,
pp. 209-210; Bibliotheque et Archives nationales du Québec (http://www.bang.gc.ca/accueil/index.html) hereafter
BANQ, Pistard Archives, TP1, S28, P2461. Christophe Gerbault dit Bellegarde, Jacques Passard and Pierre Gaillou
dit LaTaille were sentenced on 28 May 1681 for illegal trading with the Native Americans.

1 Minnesota Historical Society, http://collections.mnhs.org/cms/display.php?irn=10609004 , accessed 9 January
2014.
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La Salle arrived in New France and sent a number of men to explore the area of Niagara Falls:

15 September 1678 to December 1678 — La Salle arrived in New France with 30 craftsmen, seamen and gentlemen,
including Henri Tonty and Dominique Lamothe/La Motte, sieur de Luciére. In November, La Salle sent
Lamothe/La Motte, Louis Hennepin, a Récollet, and a small group of men to the area of Niagara Falls as scouts
and to prepare for the building of a fort and a barque above the falls. On 18 November, they boarded a 10 ton
brigantine, commanded by Lamothe/La Motte. The group reached the Niagara River on 6 December and the falls
on 8 December. Lamothe/La Motte and Hennepin visited the Seneca to obtain their permission to build a fort, but
they couldn’t get a definite answer from them. La Salle joined them sometime during December and succeeded in
his efforts to get permission from the Seneca to build the fort.5?

A facsimile of Louis Hennepin’s depiction of Niagara Falls®

La Salle violated his grant from Louis XIV by sending 15 men to the western Great Lakes to trade:

Fall 1678 — La Salle sent 15 men to the western Great Lakes to trade; a clear violation of Louis XIV’s orders, which
prohibited La Salle from trading with the Ottawa and other tribes that brought their furs to Montréal. While en
route, they were told that the Griffon would never reach Michilimackinac. Six men (Gabriel Barbier dit
LeMinime, André(?) Hunault, Le Barbier, Poupart, Jean Rouxcel de Larousseliére, and Saint Croix) deserted
the group on the way to Michilimackinac, carrying off 4,000 livres worth of goods to pay themselves and promising
to restore any deficit.®

Frontenac held the “brandy parliament:”

26 October 1678 — In compliance with Louis XIV’s orders, Frontenac held a meeting, frequently referred to as the
“brandy parliament” with the leading residents regarding the sale of brandy or liquor to the Native Americans. The
following attendees believed that the trade in spirits should be prohibited or restricted: Jean Bourdon, Thierry
Delestre dit Le Vallon, Nicolas Gatineau dit Duplessis, Louis Jolliet, and Jacques Leber. The remaining men
were in favor of trading brandy with the Native Americans because they believed that the prohibition would cause
the fur trade to be lost to the English or Dutch who sold brandy to the Native Americans. Following are the names
of the men who voted for allowing brandy trading: Alexander Berthier sieur de Bellechasse, René Robert
Cavelier, sieur de La Salle; Claude Charron, Francois Chorel, sieur de Saint Romain; Jean Crevier, Roger de
Coulombiere, Sidrac Michel Dugué, sieur de Boisbriant; Francois Jarret, sieur de Verchéres; Jean Baptiste
Legardeur, sieur de Repentigny; Michel Pelletier, sieur de LaPrade; Etienne Pezard, sieur de LaTouche and
Champlain; Pierre Picoté, sieur de Belestre; René Robineau, sieur de Bécancour; Pierre Saint Ours, sieur de
L’Echaillon; and Pierre de Saurel or Sorel. The following men had been invited to the meeting, but did not attend:

62 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 50-51; DCB, La Salle’s, Hennepin’s and Lamothe/La Motte’s biographies;
Jaenen, pp. 161-164 (1691 report to Colbert de Seignelay, possibly authored by Tonty).

8 Library and Archives Canada (LAC), Mikan #3109065; Louis Hennepin, Rueben Gold Thwaites (editor), A New
Discovery of a Vast Country in America (Chicago: A.C. McClurg & Co., 1903), Vol. 1, opposite p. 54.

64 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, p. 54; ILHC, Vol. 1, pp. 52-53.
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Charles d’Ailleboust, sieur de Musseaux; Pierre Boucher, sieur de Grosbois and Boucherville; and Pierre
Boulanger, sieur de Saint Pierre. They were replaced by Bourdon, La Salle, and Pelletier.%

Henri Tonty supervised the construction of the Griffon:

December 1678 to spring 1679 — La Salle arrived at the Niagara River in late December. In January 1679 Henri
Tonty supervised La Salle’s crew as they constructed the Griffon, a sailing vessel, at the mouth of Cayuga Creek (a
small river in present-day New York State which enters Lake Erie between present-day Buffalo and West Seneca,
New York). On 8 January, a ship that had been left on Lake Ontario was wrecked. On 1 February La Salle selected
the site for Fort Conti, later to be named Fort Niagara. La Salle’s men built the blockhouse at the entrance to the
Niagara River.%®

THE BUILDING OF THE GRIFFON, 1679.

Fac-simile reproduction of the original copper-plate engraving first published in Hennepin's “ Nouvelle Decouverte,” Amsterdam, 1704

67

8 PAC1900-1901, p. 71.
% Henri Tonty, Melville B. Anderson (translator) Relation of Henri de Tonty Concerning the Explorations of
LaSalle from 1678 to 1683 (Chicago: The Caxton Club, 1898), hereafter Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 9-19 (the

Relation appears in Margry, Vol. 1, p. 573. Margry believed that the Relation was addressed to Renaudot);
Anonymous (Bernou) and Melville B. Anderson, translator, Relation of the Discoveries and Voyages of Cavelier de
La Salle from 1679 to 1681 (Chicago, Illinois: The Caxton Club, 1901), hereafter Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 3-
29; Margry Vol. 1, starting at p. 435; Delanglez, in La Salle Calendar, 283-284 (discusses his conclusion that the
Relation was written by Claude Bernou, based on some La Salle letters, as well as information sent to France about
the Dollier Galinée expedition. Bernou wrote the Relation in the early part of 1682 and handed it to Jean Baptiste
Colbert de Seignelay along with another Bernou memoir), 291-292 (dates and supporting evidence for the dates);
pp. 291-292; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 50-54; DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Winsor,
Narrative, Vol. 4, pp. 182-183; Dunnigan, p. 18, figure 1.8, 19. Additional sources: Tonty in ILHC, Vol. 1, p. 129
(Tonty’s Memoir of 1693), 129; Kellogg, Early Narratives, pp. 281-285 (Introduction); pp. 286-287 (Tonty’s 1693
Memoir, reprinted with “many textual corrections” from ILHC); John Gilmary Shea, Discovery and Exploration of
the Mississippi Valley with the original narratives of Marquette, Allouez, Membré, Hennepin and Anastase Douay
(Albany, New York: Joseph McDonough, 2™ edition, 1903), hereafter Shea, Discovery and Exploration of the
Mississippi Valley, 1, pp. 82-86 (introduction, biographical information regarding Chrétien LeClercq; Shea also
provides brief background material on the relations between the Récollets and the Jesuits in New France and
expresses his belief that some of the more objectionable material in this volume was written by others), pp. 87-97
(Membré’s account as written by Chrétien LeClercq); Dunnigan, pp. 18, figure 1.8, 19 (illustration of the
construction of the Griffon. The Griffon was a mythical beast; Frontenac used Griffons to support his coat of arms).
Conflicting dates may appear in some of the narratives because some were written from memory.

67 Cyrus Kingsbury Pemington, The Ship-Yard of the Griffon (Ontario: Archives of Ontario Library),
http://www.archives.gov.on.ca/en/explore/online/franco_ontarian/big/big_06 griffon.aspx.  The  artists  who
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Louis X1V issued an edict regarding hunting:

24 April 1679 — Louis X1V issued an edict which prohibited hunting beyond the limits of cleared land and an area
of one league beyond. On the following day, an ordinance was enacted which allowed Frontenac to give hunting
licenses.®®

Louis X1V sent orders to Frontenac:

25 April 1679 — Louis XIV informed Frontenac that France had made peace with the Dutch, the Spanish, and the
Holy Roman Empire. He instructed Frontenac to maintain peace, friendship, and good correspondence with the
English and Dutch without forgoing any French rights or advantages. He was happy to learn that the Native
Americans were living in peace. The King recommended that Frontenac (1) always keep his subjects at peace; (2)
that he make sure justice was well administered; (3) that he break up the Coureurs des Bois who contribute only to
the destruction of the colony and not to their prosperity; and (4) oblige every person to apply themselves to
agriculture, the clearing of land, and establishment of manufactures and trade.®°

Louis Jolliet’s voyage to Hudson Bay:

Spring 1679 — Josias Boisseau, the agent for the syndicate holding the Tadoussac trading commission, and Charles
Aubert, sieur de LaChesnaye, commissioned Louis Jolliet to explore the area north of Tadoussac, including
Hudson Bay, establish trading relations with the Native Americans and the St. Francgois Xavier mission at
Nemiskau. Jolliet departed from Quebec on 13 April 1679 with his brother Zacharie Jolliet and seven other men;
two Native Americans guided them to the bay, where they met Charles Bayly, the Hudson Bay Company governor
of the area. Jolliet gathered information and turned down Bayly’s offer of employment. The group returned to
Québec on 25 October. Jolliet was convinced that the English were doing the finest trade in Canada and believed
that if they were not stopped, they would make themselves masters of all the fur trade in six (or ten) years. He
warned the Ottawa might take the furs gathered from other tribes to the English at Hudson Bay.”

Hennepin left the area of Niagara Falls to return to Fort Frontenac:
11 May 1679 - On 11 May, Hennepin returned to Fort Frontenac to bring back his fellow Récollets, Gabriel de la
Laribourde and Zénobe Membré.”

Louis X1V issued a compromise regulation regarding the sale of liquor to Native Americans:

24 May 1679 — Louis X1V issued a compromise regulation regarding the sale of liquor to Native Americans. He
prohibited French Canadians from selling liquor to Native Americans, except in French establishments. This
position satisfied neither group that had met on 20 October 1678.72

La Salle returned to Fort Frontenac:

Spring 1679 — La Salle returned to Fort Frontenac and remained there until July. While he was there, he learned
that his creditors planned to seize all of his belongings in Montréal and Québec. La Salle departed from Fort
Frontenac after 18 July; he arrived at Niagara before 22 July.”

La Salle granted Francois Daupin, sieur de LaForest, the Island of Belle Isle:
10 June 1679 — La Salle granted Francois Daupin, sieur de LaForest, the Island of Belle Isle located at the
entrance of Lake Frontenac (Lake Ontario).”

illustrated many 17" and 18" century relied on the authors for descriptions of the scenes, unfortunately they
frequently included trees or other elements that would not have grown in the area. For example, artists or
lithographers often included palm trees in the background of scenes in areas such as New York.

8 PAC1885-1886, p. xxxviii.

89 NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 128; PAC1900-1901, p. 263.

0 DCB, Jolliet’s biography.

"1 DCB, La Salle’s, Hennepin’s and Lamothe/La Motte’s biographies; Jaenen, pp. 161-164 (1691 report to Colbert
de Seignelay, possibly authored by Tonty).

2 PRDQ1890-1891, p. 106; PAC1900-1901, p. 264 (Colbert informed Duchesneau that the Archbishop of Paris
believed that the trade should be prohibited and that the Bishop would bring his reserved case within the terms of the
ordinance issued by Louis XIV); PAC1885-1886, p. xxxviii (no details regarding the edict are given).

3 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, p. 52.
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Henri de Tonty explored Lake Ontario and the Détroit River and eventually rendezvoused with La Salle:
Summer 1679 — Henri de Tonty and five men left Fort Conti to explore the area “six times twenty leagues” ahead.
When they passed through the Detroit River on 9 August, Tonty stopped to inquire about the fifteen men who La
Salle had sent on a trading voyage to the Great Lakes the previous year. Tonty learned that this group had traveled
beyond Detroit. Tonty rendezvoused with La Salle on a sandy point at the mouth of the Detroit River.”

The population of New France was 9,400; the population of Acadia was 515:
1679 — The population of New France was 9,400; the population of Acadia was 515.78

Daniel Greysolon du Lhut took possession of the area populated by the Sioux:

2 July 1679 — Daniel Greysolon du Lhut took possession of the area populated by the Sioux in an Isanti village on
Lake Mille Lac (north of present-day Minneapolis and Saint Paul, Minnesota). Earlier in the year, he had also taken
possession of the Songaskiton (possibly the Teton Sioux) and Houetbaton (possibly the Yankton Sioux) villages
120 leagues distant from the lzatys village. Three of his men were left with the Sioux and told to continue their
exploration as far west as possible. They visited a Sioux village whose warriors had been on the warpath twenty
days further westward to a great lake of salt. They may have visited a Teton village in Big Stone Lake in present-
day South Dakota. On 15 September, Greysolon du Lhut brought about a peace between the Sioux and the
Assiniboine (a Dakota tribe that had broken off from the Yankton, one of the Dakota Sioux divisions) in a council
held at the head of Lake Superior.”’ R
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The Griffon set sail from Fort Conti but was lost in a storm after it departed from present-day Green Bay:
7 August 1679 to 18 September 1679 — The Griffon set sail on 7 August 1679 from Fort Conti with 32 on board,
including La Salle, Louis Hennepin,” Gabriel (de) Laribourde, and Zénobe Membré. It passed through the

74 Preston, pp. 125-127.

S Ernest J. Lajeunesse, C.S.B., The Windsor Border Region (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1960), p. XXXV;
Jaenen, pp. 161-164 (excerpts from 1691 report to Colbert de Seignelay, possibly authored by Tonty).

76 Statistics Canada.

" DCB, Greysolon Du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Jaenen, pp. 187-191; Kellogg, French Régime in Wisconsin, pp.
209-211; Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, pp. 181-182.

8 BANQ, (http://www.bang.qc.ca/accueil/) Collections> Collection numérique> Cartes et plans.

17


mailto:Bluecolumbine@comcast.net
http://www.banq.qc.ca/accueil/
http://www.banq.qc.ca/collections/
http://www.banq.qc.ca/collections/
http://services.banq.qc.ca/sdx/cep/accueil.xsp?db=notice

French-Canadian Exploration, Missionary Work, and Fur Trading in Hudson Bay, the Great
Lakes, and Mississippi Valley During the 17t Century — Part 6 — 1674 to December 1681
Diane Wolford Sheppard® 2010, 2014, FCHSM member (bluecolumbine@comcast.net)

Détroit River on 10 August 1679. Tonty rendezvoused with La Salle on 11 August. The Griffon reached
Michilimackinac on 27 August 1679 and was greeted by a cannon salute. La Salle and Tonty arrested four of the
men who had deserted La Salle’s trading group after they heard rumors that the Griffon would never reach
Michilimackinac (Gabriel Barbier dit LeMinime, Le Barbier, Poupart, and Saint Croix). Tonty and six men
went to arrest André(?) Hunault and Jean Rouxcel de Larousseliére at Sault Ste. Marie. La Salle and his crew
left Michilimackinac on 12 September in the Griffon, bound for present-day Green Bay, Wisconsin, to pick up a
load of furs. On 18 September La Salle ordered the crew of the Griffon to bring merchandise to Michilimackinac
for storage, return to Lake Erie to drop off its load of furs, and then to return to the southern end of Lake Michigan.
They departed the same day from present-day Washington Island (an island at the mouth of Green Bay), but the ship
was wrecked in Lake Michigan. Native Americans later told La Salle that a great storm had arisen and that his pilot
had initially sought shelter, but he ignored the advice of Native Americans and set sail again; the ship did not reach
Michilimackinac on its return voyage. La Salle and fourteen men departed the next day; they headed south on Lake
Michigan, following the western shore.®°

Woodcut depiction of the Griffon from Louis Hennepin’s 1697 Nouvelle Découverte®!

Louis X1V issued another edict regarding trading with the Native Americans:
22 August 1679 — Louis XIV issued an edict which prohibited inhabitants of New France from going to the
habitations of the Native Americans to trade in furs.?

8 Hennepin was a prolific and controversial author. As an example, he claimed that he, not La Salle, was the first
man to have traveled on the Mississippi to the Gulf of Mexico. Therefore, his biography in the DCB should be read
prior to reading any of his narratives. See: Jean Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., Hennepin’s Description of Louisiana - A
Critical Essay (Chicago: Institute of Jesuit History, 1941), hereafter Hennepin’s Louisiana. Delanglez concluded
that the first two-thirds of the book had been plagiarized from Relation — La Salle, 1679.

80 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 54-55 (Tonty and La Salle arrested four of the men who deserted his trading
group at Michilimackinac; two others were arrested at the Sault); DCB, Hennepin’s, La Salle’s and Tonty’s
biographies; Dunnigan, pp. 16, 18-19, 355 (chronology); Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, pp. 183, 223; Relation — La
Salle, 1679, pp. 29-47; Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 19-23; Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, pp. 292-293; DCB,
Hennepin’s, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Dunnigan, pp. 16, 18-19, 355; Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, pp. 183,
223; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 29-47; Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 19-23. As of January 2014, testing is still being
conducted on a 20 foot section of timber found in Lake Michigan. Experts differ on whether or not this piece of
timber came from the Griffon or a 19" century vessel.

81 www.Wikipedia.org, accessed 9 January 2014.

82 PRDQ1890-1891, p. 108.
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La Salle’s creditors sued to recover payment of his debts:

Fall 1679 — On 4 September 1679, Jean Guiton, a La Rochelle merchant, was given an order to seize La Salle’s
furs. Etienne Peloquin, Frangois Charron, and Simone C6té objected to the order the following day. La Salle
(through his agent, Charles de Monseignat) objected to the order on 9 September; on the same day Pierre
Cabazier, a bailiff, inventoried the furs in the presence of René Cuillerier. The inventoried furs were sent to
Québec. Between 9 September and 8 November 1679, judgments were rendered in favor of the following
individuals against Charles de Monsgignat, as La Salle’s clerk: Etienne Peloquin: 2,168 livres; Jean Baptiste
Migeon: 700 livres; Frangois Charron: 1,615 livres; Jacques Barrois: 2,000 livres; and Jean Lechasseur: 2,600
livres. When Jean Cavelier (La Salle’s brother) heard about the judgment he appealed to the Sovereign Council
and requested an immediate trial because he was leaving for France. Monseignat testified that La Salle had given
him a verbal order to pay Cavelier 14,999 livres; La Salle also sent several letters instructing Monseignat to hand
over all of his furs to his brother and to pay some notes that had come due. Cavelier seized the goods held in La
Salle’s warehouses that were valued at 22,279+ livres and sequestered them pending the Council’s ruling. Cavelier
produced copies of documents proving that La Salle owed 29,154 livres to his brother or mother. The other
creditors tried to reason with Cavelier, but he was adamant about being paid. On 25 October the Council ruled that
out of the furs that had been seized, Jean Cavelier was to be paid 14,999 livres plus 7,404 livres that he had
advanced to pay some of La Salle’s other bills. The other creditors could make good their claims after Cavalier had
been paid. Unfortunately for them, there was a shortfall of 124 livres. The following year they petitioned the
Council to seize La Salle’s goods.®

La Salle’s men built Fort Miami:

19 September to December 1679 — La Salle departed from Green Bay with 14 men in four canoes towards the
southern part of Lake Michigan. On 1 November, the men stopped at the mouth of the Riviére des Miamis (present-
day St. Joseph River, near the cities of St. Joseph and Benton Harbor, Michigan). La Salle ordered his men to build
Fort Miami, a 40 feet by 30 feet fort. La Salle planned to bring the Griffon down from Michilimackinac to the new
fort. When Tonty reached the fort on 12 or 20 November, La Salle learned that the Griffon had not reached
Michilimackinac.84

8 Provincial Registrars’ Department of Quebec, Charles Langelier (Provincial Secretary and Registrar), Fifth Report
of the Secretary of the Province of Quebec for the Year 1890-1891 (Quebec: Charles-Frangois Langlois: 1891),
hereafter PRDQ1890-1891, pp. 108-109 (La Salle is referred to as Louis [sic] on these pages); Jean Delanglez, S.J.,
Ph.D., translator, The Journal of Jean Cavelier The Account of a Survivor of La Salle’s Texas Expedition (1684-
1688) (Chicago: Institute of Jesuit History, 1938), hereafter Delanglez, Jean Cavelier Journal, pp. 28-32; DCB,
Jean Cavelier’s biography (dates his judgment as 23 November); Jean Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., translator, The Journal
of Jean Cavelier The Account of a Survivor of La Salle’s Texas Expedition (1684-1688) (Chicago: Institute of Jesuit
History, 1938), hereafter Delanglez, Jean Cavelier Journal, pp. 28-32 (dates the judgment as 25 October); Delanglez
Anthology, pp. 220-223 (discusses Delanglez’s belief that Cavelier did not write the Journal attributed to him; DCB;
Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 52-54.

8 Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 55-56; DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Relation — La Salle, 1679,
47-73 (states that Tonty arrived on 20 November); Tonty, 1684 Relation, 23-25; John Gilmary Shea, Discovery and
Exploration of the Mississippi Valley with the original narratives of Marquette, Allouez, Membré, Hennepin and
Anastase Douay (Albany, New York: Joseph McDonough, 2" edition, 1903), hereafter Shea, Discovery and
Exploration of the Mississippi Valley, pp. 97-100 (Membré’s account as written by Chrétien LeClercq); Jean
Delanglez, S.J., Ph.D., A Calendar of La Salle’s Travels, 1643-1683, in Mid-America (Chicago: Loyola University,
Vol. 22, (4), 1940); hereafter Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, reprinted in Mildred Mott Wedel, A Jean Delanglez,
S.J., Anthology (New York and London: Garland Press: 1985), p. 293; DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies;
Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 47-73 (states that Tonty arrived on 20 November); Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 23-25.
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Portlon of Vincenzo Coronelli’s 1688 map Partie occidentale du Canada ou de la Nouvelle France ou sont les
nations des llinois, de Tracy, les lroquois, et plusieurs autres peuples, avec la Louisiane nouvellement découverte
etc — Fort Miami or Fort des Miamis was located near the southeast shore of Lake Michigan
The complete map is available from BAnQ®®

Frontenac informed Colbert that La Salle had suffered two serious losses:

9 October 1679 — Frontenac informed Colbert of two serious losses suffered by La Salle: the shipwreck of a
barque on Lake Frontenac and loss of ship from France with goods. Frontenac was not aware of the loss of the
Griffon at the time that he wrote to Colbert.8®

Frontenac informed Louis X1V about the events occurring during the year:

6 November 1679 — Frontenac informed Louis XIV of events occurring during the year. Frontenac had learned
from the missionaries that Edmund Andros, governor of the Dominion of New England, had been soliciting the
Iroquois and Ottawa to break their relations with the French Canadians. Frontenac believed that New France
could use the outbreak of smallpox among the Native Americans who had travelled to trade with the Dutch or
English as a reason to dissuade the Iroquois from trading with the Dutch or English and to invite them to trade
with the French. Andros had also issued orders prohibiting trade with French Canadians, and ordered that the
officials arrest French Canadians who went to Orange, send them to Manhattan, and then Barbados. Andros,
however, had treated Jean Péré and others who had been debauched from La Salle well because he hoped to use
them to open trade with the Ottawa. Frontenac hoped that this information would deter the French Canadians
from going to Orange to trade. Frontenac sent Pierre de Saint Ours to Chambly to guard the route taken by
traders to the English or Dutch, but could not accomplish anything without men; Frontenac, therefore asked for
soldiers to maintain a garrison at Chambly. The openness of the colony had made it difficult for Frontenac to
execute Louis XIV’s orders against the traders who went to the Great Lakes to trade with the Ottawa. He also
asked for soldiers to guard all the passes that the traders may use.®’

Frontenac requested advances for expenses at Fort Frontenac:
9 November 1679 — Frontenac requested advances for his expenses at Fort Frontenac from Colbert.®

8 BANQ, (http://www.bang.qc.ca/accueil/) Collections> Collection numérique> Cartes et plans.
8 Preston, p. 127.

87 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 129-130 (excerpts from his letter).

8 Preston, p. 127.
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Duchesneau complained to Colbert about Frontenac’s personal participation in the fur trade:

10 November 1679 — Duchesneau complained to Colbert about the estimated 500-600 coureurs de bois. He also
complained bitterly about Frontenac who he accused of sharing in the profits of the coureurs de bois, especially Du
Lhut, their leader, and of Pierre Moreau dit LaTaupine. Frontenac also supplied trading licenses and
clandestinely encouraged the traders. Frontenac passed his share of the profits through the merchants who
supported him. Duchesneau also provided a history of the trading, prohibitions against trading, and the issuance of
trading licenses, as well as the recent trading that the French Canadians had done with the English/Dutch in New
York.®°

Pierre de Saurel/Sorel informed Duchesneau of rumors of war between France and England:

14 November 1679 — Pierre de Saurel/Sorel informed Duchesneau of news that he had learned from Lafleur, a
resident of St. Louis (Chambly), about New York. Lafleur had been hunting near Lake Champlain when he
encountered Guillaume David, who was living in New York with his wife, some of his children and his son-in-law,
Pierre Montarras. David informed Lafleur that there were rumors throughout the colony of war between France
and England. David also told Lafleur that the French were no longer able to trade at Albany; if the English
caught any French Canadians they were sent to Manhattan and then to Barbados. Lafleur went to Albany to
confirm the news and escaped from custody. While he was in Albany, Lafleur learned that the English had sent a
man named Philippe to examine the roads leading to Albany. Saurel/Sorel believed that the English would block
the roads from Québec to New York.*®

Duchesneau informed Colbert about a rumors of a war between France and England:

14 November 1679 — Duchesneau informed Colbert that there was a rumor that war had broken out between
France and England. The authorities had taken precautions to prevent the French Canadians from attacking New
England or New York. Included in his report was a description of the New England and New York towns.
Duchesneau also reported that the English had established trading forts at Hudson Bay where 60 traders carried
their goods to the Native Americans. Duchesneau predicted that the trade at Hudson Bay would ruin the trade with
the Ottawa and stated further that the trade with the Native Americans constituted the subsistence and wealth of
the colony. Duchesneau believed that the English could not do New France much harm in the event of attacks and
that war with them would be to the advantage of the French. The French Canadians could drive the English from
places where they had established themselves to the detriment to the French Canadians. In the event of war,
Duchesneau believed that the coureurs de bois should return home because they were the best qualified to carry on
war with the English. Duchesneau did not believe that New France had anything to fear from an attack by land;
however, he believed that English ships that cruised the mouth of the St. Lawrence to capture ships going to or from
France would be a cause for “dread.”®*

Duchesneau forbad all fur trading with Native Americans:
21 November 1679 — Duchesneau issued an ordinance which prohibited all fur trading with the Native
Americans.®?

La Salle and his men reached present-day lllinois; he ordered the construction of Fort Crévecoeur and a
barque; two of his men attempted to assassinate La Salle, and six men deserted him:

3 or 6 December 1679 to February 1680 — La Salle, Tonty and their men left Fort Miami, having left instructions
for the Griffon in case it should appear. They travelled on the St. Joseph River to the Téatiki (present-day Kankakee
River). Prior to reaching the Téatiki, Duplessis took aim at La Salle with the intention of shooting him, but was
stopped by one of his companions. Tonty and La Salle did not learn about the incident until long after it occurred.
On 15 December, after they were on the Téatiki, 2/3 of the men planned to desert the group and steal the canoes, but
La Salle had the canoes emptied of their cargo, foiling the plot. On 31 December or 1 January, they reached an
Illinois village, where they took 40 bushels of corn because their food supplies had been depleted. On 4 January
1680, they reached the lllinois village named Pimitoui (near present-day Peoria, Illinois). La Salle told the Illinois
of his plans to build a fort and a barque to explore the Mississippi. He also assured them of his good intentions, and

89 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 131-136 (excerpts from his letter).

%0 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 138-139 (excerpts from his letter).

1 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 137-138 (description of English colonies and forts).
92 PAC1885-1886, p. XXxvii.
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quickly gained their approval. They changed their attitude when Monso, a Miami chief, visited the Illinois and told
them that La Salle was allied to the Iroquois, that he intended to arm the Iroquois, and that only means to avoid the
destruction of the Illinois was to prevent La Salle’s voyage. La Salle learned of Monso’s warnings from an
Illinois. One of the Illinois told La Salle about imaginary dangers that he would encounter on his voyage of
discovery in an effort to try to convince him to stop his voyage. In spite of the warnings and the changed attitude of
the Illinois, on 15 January 1680, La Salle ordered the construction of Fort Crévecoeur on the south bank of the
Illinois River between present-day Pekin and Kingston Mines, Illinois. He also ordered his men to start construction
of the barque that he planned to use on the Mississippi. In addition to Tonty and Duplessis, the following
additional men wintered at Fort Crévecoeur: Fathers Gabriel Laribourde, Louis Hennepin, Zénobe Membré
(Récollets), Larose, Charpentier, Petibled, Bois d'Ardenne, Jean Lemeilleur dit Laforge, Jacques Meissier,
Jean Lemire, Jacques Richon, Lespérance, Jean Baptiste Caron/Colon/Coron dit Le Parisien, Boisrondelles,
Michal Acau, Antoine Auguel dit Le Picard Du Guay, Jacques Bourdon, sieur d’Autray, André Hunault,
Laviolette, and Colin. Moise Hilaret, Martin Chartier, Duplessis, Jacques Montijault, Jean la Rouxeliére/
Rouxcel de Larousseliere, Baribault, and Lacroix deserted on 25/26 January after one of the men poisoned La
Salle’s porridge; La Salle and Tonty did not pursue the deserters for fear of creating a bad impression on the Native
Americans. Visitors of numerous other tribes visited the French Canadians and provided much more accurate
information regarding the Mississippi. One visitor reported trading with Native Americans to the west that had
traded with the Spanish.®

La Salle sent Michel Acau, Antoine Auguel dit Le Picard Du Guay, and Hennepin to explore the upper
Mississippi:

29 February to 11 April 1680 — La Salle sent Michel Acau, Antoine Auguel dit Le Picard Du Guay, and
Hennepin to explore the upper Mississippi and to meet with the Sioux. They left Fort Crevecoeur in a canoe filled
with about 1,100 livres of merchandise. The Sioux captured them on 11 April 1680.%*

Douglas Volk’s circa 1905 painting of Louis Hennepin at the Falls of St. Anthony
Available from the Minnesota Encyclopedia®

% Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, pp. 293-294; DCB, La Salle’s biography; Tanner, map 6; Winsor, Narrative, Vol.
4, p. 224; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 73-147 (The English text states they departed on December 30™; the French
text the 3'%; states they arrived at the Illinois village on 1 January); Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 23-31, 35 (states they
departed on 6 December; mentions the Duplessis incident and the attempt to poison La Salle); Weddle, The Wreck of
the Belle, pp. 56-58; Shea, Discovery and Exploration of the Mississippi Valley, pp. 100-101 (Membré’s account as
written by Chrétien LeClercq), 102-110 (background information on Hennepin). Many of the men are not found in
Jetté, or are listed only by their surname or dit name.

% DCB, La Salle’s, Hennepin’s and Tonty’s biographies; Kellogg, French Régime in Wisconsin, pp. 216-220;
Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, p. 184; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 117-133 (covers Hennepin’s journey); Delanglez,
La Salle Calendar, pp. 294-295; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, p. 58.
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La Salle and some of his men returned to Fort Frontenac:

1 March 1680 to 6 May 1680 — La Salle placed Tonty in charge of Fort Crévecoeur and La Salle left the fort in
search of the Griffon because he lacked the tackle necessary to equip a new barque, accompanied by a Mohegan
Guide, Jacques Bourdon, Collin, André Hunault, and Jean Baptiste Coron/Colon dit La Violette. Collin and
Hunault went to Michilimackinac in search of the Griffon. La Salle and his companions were forced to abandon
their canoe about 18 March due to the spring weather and traveled the remaining 275 miles to Fort Miami/St. Joseph
on foot. When they reached the fort and learned from Nicolas Laurent dit La Chappelle and Noél Leblanc that
there was no news about the fate of the Griffon; La Salle sent them to Fort Crévecoeur with orders for Tonty to
build another fort. La Salle and his companions departed for Lake Erie on foot. A band of Potawatomi followed
them for several days. After two of the men became ill on 4 April, they made a canoe, but abandoned it after about
five days because of the circuitous route of the river. When they reached the Détroit River, La Salle sent two men
to Michilimackinac in search of the Griffon. The remaining men crossed the Détroit River on a raft, and followed
the northern shore of Lake Erie on foot until one of the French Canadians and the Native American fell ill with
pneumonia; the remaining men then built a canoe to transport the sick and reached Fort Conti on 21 April. La Salle
learned that a ship carrying 20,000 francs worth of goods had been lost in the Gulf of the St. Lawrence. La Salle
also learned that of the 20 men on the ship who had been hired to work for La Salle, only four remained in New
France; the rest returned to France after they heard stories that La Salle would never return. While he was at Fort
Conti, La Salle sent some of the men back to Tonty. La Salle continued to Fort Frontenac, which he reached on 6
May. He ordered Antoine Dauphin, sieur de LaForest, to go to Illinois with four or five additional men. The
reinforcements met the deserters, but they met the deserters who told them that Tonty was dead. When they heard
the news, all of the men retraced their steps.®®

Some of La Salle’s men destroyed Fort Crévecoeur:

March/April 1680 (approximate date) — Nicolas Laurent dit La Chappelle and Noél Leblanc brought La Salle’s
orders that Tonty should build a fort upriver from Fort Crévecoeur on a promontory known as Le Rocher (Starved
Rock, near present day Utica, Illinois). Tonty left immediately to survey the site of the new fort. Some of La
Salle’s men deserted Fort Crévecoeur after they heard rumors of La Salle’s financial difficulties. The deserters
included Moise Hilaret/Hillaret, Noél Leblanc, and Jean Meilleur/Lemeilleur dit Laforge; they destroyed the
fort, stole powder, lead, furs, and provisions. When Tonty returned to Fort Crévecoeur and found it in ruins, he
took up residence at an Illinois village with Zénobe Membré, Gabriel Laribourde and three young French
Canadians.”

Colbert warned Frontenac that Louis X1V blamed him for recent events in New France:

20 April 1680 — Colbert informed Frontenac that Louis XIV was of the opinion that Frontenac was greatly
deserving of blame for recent events in the colony. Frontenac would be maintained as governor for another year in
the hope that he will alter his conduct. Colbert also informed Frontenac that the proof that he favored certain
coureurs de bois was very strong.*®

% Minnesota Encyclopedia, http://www.mnopedia.org/person/hennepin-louis-c1640-c1701, accessed 9 January
2014.

% DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Tonty, 1684 Relation, p. 33; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 133-
135,147-167, 183-187; Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, 2 p. 95; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 58-59 (states that
16 men drowned, but does not give a source); Jaenen, p. 163 (excerpts from 1691 report to Colbert de Seignelay,
possibly authored by Tonty). Other than Bourdon and Hunault, the rest of the men are not found in Jetté.

% DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Tonty, 1684 Relation, p. 33; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 58-
59; Pierre Margry, Lettres de Cavalier de La Salle et correspondance relatives a ses entreprises (1678-1685) (Paris:
Maisonneuve et C' Libraires-Editeurs, 1877), hereafter Margry, Vol. 2, pp. 103-108 (La Salle’s account of the
desertions and his arrest of the men who deserted), 108-110 (Hilaret/Hillaret’s declaration about the desertion).
Author’s note: La Salle had not paid many of the men who deserted from Illinois or Michilimackinac. When the
deserters heard of La Salle’s financial problems, some felt that they were justified in seizing his goods or furs to
cover their back wages. For example, Hilaret had not been paid for three years.

% PAC1900-1901, p. 264.
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Louis X1V sent orders to Frontenac:

29 April 1680 — Louis X1V informed Frontenac that the news of war with England was false. The King ordered
Frontenac to keep the habitants in a state of military discipline and divide them into companies so that they could
defend themselves. Frontenac must not show favoritism. He must afford extensive freedom of trade to all
merchants and excite inhabitants to engage in agriculture, commerce, manufacturing, fisheries, and other profitable
enterprises which would confine them to their work and settlement and prevent them from wandering in the woods
in search of an advantage which “tends to the entire ruin of the colony.”%

La Salle went to Montréal briefly to settle some of his financial obligations:
May 1680 to June 1680 — La Salle left Fort Frontenac in May for Montréal to settle some of his financial
obligations; he returned the following month.

Greysolon du Lhut rescued Acau, Auguel, and Hennepin from the Sioux:

June 1680 - Daniel Greysolon du Lhut left Lake Superior with a Native-American interpreter and four French
Canadians to try to find a water route to the Sioux. He ascended the Brule River in present-day Wisconsin,
portaged to the St. Croix River, and finally reached the Mississippi when he learned that the Sioux had captured
three French Canadians. Du Lhut put his own exploratory expedition on hold to rescue Acau, Auguel, and
Hennepin from the Sioux.%!

HENNEPIN MEETS DULHUT AMONG THE SIOUX

102

Three of Daniel Greysolon du Lhut’s men returned from their exploration with the Sioux:

Circa spring — summer 1680 — Three of Du Lhut’s men returned from their exploration among the Sioux with salt
and the assurances of their Native-American guides that it had come from a great lake located 20 days farther west
and where the water was not fit for drinking. They may have visited a Teton village in Big Stone Lake in present-
day South Dakota. Du Lhut concluded that the Western Sea was within reach of Lake Superior.*%

Greysolon du Lhut rescued Acau, Auguel, and Hennepin from the Sioux:

June 1680 — Winter 1680/1681 — Du Lhut left Lake Superior with a Native-American interpreter and four French
Canadians to try to find a water route to the Sioux. He ascended the Brule River in present-day Wisconsin;
portaged to the St. Croix River and finally reached a small Sioux village on the Mississippi in July. He learned that
the Sioux had captured three French Canadians. Du Lhut put his own exploratory expedition on hold. He rescued

% NYCD, Vol. 9, p. 139-140 (excerpts from his letter).

10Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 67-179, 215-221; Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, p. 296; DCB, La Salle’s
biography; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 60-63.

101 DCB, Greysolon du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Kellogg, French Régime, pp. 212-213.

102 C.W. Jefferys, The Picture Gallery of Canadian History (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1942), Vol. 1, p. 164.

103 DCB, Greysolon du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Kellogg, Early Narratives of the Northwest, pp. 331-333
(Greysolon du Lhut’s Memoir on the Sioux Country, 1678-1682); Jaenen, pp. 187-191.
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Acau, Auguel, and Hennepin from the Sioux on 25 July. Du Lhut went to the great Sioux village at Mille Lac and
held a conference in which he returned their calumets and berated them for their conduct. Du Lhut, his men and
Hennepin wintered at St. Ignace with the Jesuits.*%

The population of New France was 9,719:
1680 — The population of New France was 9,719.1%

La Salle caught a number of the deserters on Lake Ontario: he later returned to Michilimackinac and then to
Ilinois:

July to November 1680 — Following his arrival at Fort Frontenac; La Salle went to Montréal to settle some of his
financial obligations; he returned to Fort Frontenac about a week later. On 22 July, Jacques Messier and Nicolas
Laurent arrived with a letter from Tonty which informed La Salle that some of his men had sacked and abandoned
Fort Crevecoeur. Shortly thereafter, La Salle learned that the deserters had been spotted on Lake Ontario. La Salle
and nine men departed in a boat to look for the deserters; he ordered fifteen others to follow in canoes. On 2
August, two of his settlers from Fort Frontenac found La Salle on an island. They informed La Salle that 20
deserters had stolen La Salle’s furs that were stored at Michilimackinac and pillaged the storehouse at Fort Conti.
Eight of the deserters had taken the southern shore of Lake Ontario to New York; twelve others were on their way to
kill him. La Salle sent his settlers back to Fort Frontenac with orders for the men at the fort to set up ambushes for
the deserters. La Salle’s party divided in two groups, and soon caught two canoes of deserters. Having taken their
confessions, La Salle learned that five other deserters would follow the following day. On 4 August, La Salle
found the deserters had landed and stationed themselves behind trees. La Salle remained with four men within
firing range of the deserters; he sent four others to attack the deserters by land, but night fell soon after they landed.
La Salle’s men returned to their canoes, and found that the deserters had embarked in their canoe. When they
caught up with the deserters, they ordered them to surrender. Instead of surrendering, the deserters took up their
arms. La Salle’s men Killed two men and captured the others. La Salle’s men brought the deserters to Fort
Frontenac and imprisoned, awaiting the arrival of the governor. Contrary winds prevented La Salle from searching
personally for the deserters who went to New York; he left instructions for a sergeant to intercept them. On 10
August, La Salle departed with 25 men and the goods necessary to complete his ship. They travelled via the
Humber River, Lake Simcoe, and Georgian Bay to Sault Ste. Marie. They arrived in Sault Ste. Marie on 16
September and left the following day for Michilimackinac, where La Salle hoped to learn more about Tonty. When
he arrived at Michilimackinac, he learned that no one had any news about Tonty. La Salle waited at
Michilimackinac for his blacksmith, two sailors, a rope maker, and two soldiers who were bringing supplies to
complete his vessel. La Salle had ordered them to come by way of Lake Erie, but they were forced to winter on the
lakes because of the heavy winds. La Salle also ordered Frangois Daupin sieur de LaForest and three soldiers to
await the other men until 20 October. La Salle departed from Michilimackinac on 4 October with 12 men who
remained with him. Due to storms he was unable to reach Fort Miami until 4 November. LaForest did not wait at
Michilimackinac for the men; instead he went to meet them. LaForest arrived at Michilimackinac on 4 November
and did not depart from Michilimackinac until 11 November. La Salle left the carpenter and five men at Fort Miami
with the heaviest equipment. They were ordered to accompany LaForest if he arrived before winter; otherwise they
were to spend the winter cutting wood for the vessel. La Salle, six French Canadians, and a Native American
departed from Fort Miami on 8 November. They reached the deserted Miami village on 15 November and
continued south to Pimitoui. 8

Duchesneau issued an order regulating tavern keepers:
27 July 1680 — Duchesneau issued an order which forbad tavern keepers from bartering with the Native Americans
for their arms or clothing, to lend them money, or to give them intoxicating drinks.*%’

104 bCB, Greysolon Du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Jaenen, pp. 187-191; Kellogg, Early Narratives, pp. 331-334 (Du
Lhut’s narrative); Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 131-133 (mentions their meeting with Du Lhut, but ignores the fact
that he rescued them); Kellogg, French Régime in Wisconsin, pp. 209-213; Winsor, Narrative, Vol. 4, pp. 182, 184-
185, 224.

105 Statistics Canada.

106 Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 67-179, 215-221; Delanglez, La Salle Calendar, p. 296; DCB, La Salle’s
biography; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 60-63.

107 PAC1900-1901, p. 75.
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Duchesneau filed a formal complaint against Frontenac’s servants and garrison:

August 1680 — Duchesneau filed a formal complaint against Frontenac’s servants and garrison. He accused them
of keeping shops and trading with the Ottawa during the trade fair. Frontenac denied that his servants had been
involved and stated that nothing could be done to prevent the garrison “from engaging in so petty and transitory a
traffic.”108

Moise Hilaret gave a statement to Duchesneau about the men who deserted La Salle:
17 August 1680 — Moise Hilaret gave a statement to Duchesneau about the men who deserted La Salle from Fort
Crévecoeur (in present-day Illinois).1%°

Tonty and his companions departed from the Illinois after they tried to negotiate a peace between the lllinois
and the Iroquois; Gabriel Laribourde’s death:

Circa late August 1680 to winter 1680/1681 — After Tonty received news from the Ottawa that La Salle was dead,
he resolved to reach Michilimackinac to get more news. He departed on 2 September, the low water forced him to
return to the Illinois; after the river rose, Tonty planned to depart on 11 September. The same day, a Shawnee
came back to the Illinois village and told them that had he had seen an army of Iroquois. The Illinois accused
Tonty of being a friend to the Iroquois, but he told them that he would fight with them. The next day, after scouts
reported that the army consisted of 600-700 men, the warriors prepared for battle and sent the women and children
six leagues from the village. The Illinois did not want to leave anything useful to the lroquois, so they took or
threw in a river La Salle’s remaining tools and equipment, trade merchandise, as well as furs valued at 20,000
livres. On the 13" Tonty and an lllinois approached the Iroquois, trying to negotiate peace. An Onondaga struck
Tonty in the chest, severing a rib, stole his hat, and placed it on a gun. The lllinois believed that Tonty was dead.
After Tonty returned to the Illinois village, the warriors prepared to attack, led by Frangois Boisrondel/Bosrondet
and Etienne Renaud. Tonty, through the use of an interpreter, informed the Iroquois that the 1llinois were under
the protection of Louis XIV. One of the Iroquois returned to the chiefs; he reported that the Illinois and French
Canadians had divided the Iroquois’ left-wing, wounding nine and Killing one. The Iroquois asked about the
strength of the Illinois, Tonty told them that there were 1,100 Illinois (there were only 500) and 50 French
Canadians (there were only six, including Tonty). The Iroquois gave Tonty a necklace, asked him to bring it to
the Illinois and to send corn back to the Iroquois. Tonty and Zénobe Membré continued to negotiate for peace
until 18 September, when the Iroquois insisted that Tonty and his men leave the area. Following the departure of
the French Canadians, the Illinois also left the area. Kickapoo warriors killed Gabriel Laribourde on 19
September. Tonty and the remaining men arrived at the Chicago portage in early October and departed shortly
thereafter via canoe to Baie de Puants. Tonty was struck with Tertian fever, swelling his legs and body. Their
canoe was wrecked on Lake Michigan on 1 November. Tonty and the French Canadians lived on wild garlic,
acorns, decayed pumpkins, and an ox-hide shield. They made shoes out of Gabriel Laribourde’s cloak. On the 4%
of December, some members of the Kiskakon Tribe led them to the Potawatomi village where Tonty remained for
the winter with five French Canadians. Zénobe Membré left for the Jesuit mission at present-day De Pere,
Wisconsin, !0

The Iroquois desecrated the bodies of the Illinois, destroyed their fields, and later attacked an Ispeminkia
Village:

September to November 1680 — After the Illinois left their villages, the Iroquois desecrated the bodies of their dead,
burning some; eating others and hanging on stakes the partially denuded bodies of others. They also destroyed the
Illinois fields. The lroquois then followed the Illinois, but did not attack them. When the Illinois reached the
Illinois River, the various lllinois sub-tribes separated. About 19 November, the Iroquois attacked an Ispeminkia
(an Illinois sub-tribe) village. Although most of the young men escaped, about 700 women and children remained.
The Iroquois tortured half of them prior to killing them, and took the remaining Illinois as slaves.!!

108 PAC1900-1901, p. 41.

109 PAC1900-1901, p. 41.

110 DCB, Tonty’s, Laribourde and Membré’s biographies; Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 35-57; Relation — La Salle,
1679, pp. 187- 211(states that the Iroquois arrived on 18 September); Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, p. 65.

111 DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Relation — La Salle, 1679, 211-215 (account of the Iroquois attack),
221-297; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 63-64.
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Duchesneau gave Francois Plet/Pellet, a Paris merchant creditor and La Salle’s cousin, permission to trade at
Fort Frontenac:

31 October 1680 — Duchesneau gave Francois Plet/Pellet, a Paris merchant creditor and La Salle’s cousin, with a
40,000 livres claim against La Salle, permission to build a barque at his own expense at Fort Frontenac, place a
clerk at the fort, and to send merchandise to the fort for the purpose of trading with the Native Americans.
Plet/Pellet had urged the other creditors to send merchandise to the fort so that they could be reimbursed for their
advances to La Salle, but they refused to run further risks. Plet/Pellet was forbidden to trade beyond the shores of
Lake Ontario, nor to send expeditions into the woods or to build more than one barque. Duchesneau based his
decision to grant this request based on the declarations made by some of the men who deserted La Salle. Based on
the information obtained from these men, it was clear that La Salle had used his boat and his people to trade with
the Ottawa in contravention of his 1678 royal permit.1*2

Duchesneau made several recommendations regarding the problems caused by the coureurs de bois:

13 November 1680 — Duchesneau complained to Colbert about the great injuries that the coureurs de bois inflicted
on the colony and recommended that the authorities grant them amnesty if they supplied information regarding their
trading voyages, including the names of those who hired and supplied them. If they were guilty of deception,
Duchesneau recommended punishment and if they committed a second offense, they should receive the corporal
punishment required by law. The amnesty would prevent them from moving to New York or New England.
Duchesneau also recommended the enactment of an ordinance that would punish those who outfitted or protected
the coureurs de bois. He repeated his complaints against Frontenac and his favorites. He also recommended that
once the coureurs de bois were no longer causing trouble that the authorities issue 12, 15, or at most 20 congés
(licenses) each year for canoes that manned by two or three men. The authorities would issue these congés not
through favoritism, but only to those families who need or deserve them. These licenses would be beneficial to the
colony because the people holding the congés would inform officials of everything that transpired among the distant
Native-American Tribes. Duchesneau did not think that it would be wise to permit the Compagnie de la Ferme to
establish magazines at some distant posts because the greater portion of the furs would fall into the hands of the
Compagnie, to the exclusion of the inhabitants. He also complained that La Salle, under the pretext of making
discoveries in the Iroguois country, was trading there.!*®

La Salle arrived in present-day Illinois but when he couldn’t find Tonty retraced his routes to Fort Miami:

1 December 1680 to January 1681 — La Salle arrived at the deserted Illinois village on 1 December 1680 and then
continued to Fort Crevecoeur, which was also in ruins. He continued on the Illinois River to the junction with the
Muississippi, searching for Tonty, but only seeing signs of Iroquois destruction. La Salle retraced his route to Fort
Miami, which he reached at the end of January 1681.4

Duchesneau denounced Du Lhut as the leader of the coureurs de bois. After he returned to the St. Lawrence
settlements, Frontenac sent him to France to report to Colbert:

Spring 1681 to 1682 — While he was at St. Ignace with his companions, Acau, Auguel, and Hennepin, Du Lhut
learned that Duchesneau had denounced him as the leader of the coureurs de bois and Frontenac’s partner in the
fur trade. He departed from St. Ignace on 29 March to defend himself against the charges. When he arrived in
Québec, Duchesneau ordered Du Lhut’s arrest and incarceration, but Frontenac overruled this decision and sent
Du Lhut to France to report to Jean Baptiste Colbert de Seignelay. Du Lhut asked for permission to continue his
exploration and for the grant of a seigneurie in the lands that he might discover. Although he successfully cleared
himself of the charges Duchesneau made against him, he was not able to convince Seignelay to grant him a
seigneurie.1t®

112 preston, pp. 128-129; PAC1900-1901, pp. 75, 77.

113 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 140-145 (excerpts from Duchesneau’s memo to Colbert); PAC1885-1886, p. xxxviii;
PRDQ1886-1887, p. 140.

114 DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 211-215, 221-299; Delanglez, La Salle
Calendar, pp. 278-305; Weddle, The Wreck of the Belle, pp. 66-69.

115 DCB, Greysolon Du Lhut/Dulhut’s biography; Kellogg, Early Narratives, pp. 324-334 (biographical information
regarding Du Lhut and his memo to Colbert de Seignelay).
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La Salle attempted to meet with Tonty:

Spring to summer 1681 — While La Salle was at Fort Miami, he learned from LaForest that a canoe had been seen
passing Michilimackinac. La Salle concluded that it was Tonty’s and sent two men to find him. While he waited
for Tonty, La Salle tried to encourage the Miami and Illinois to unite against the Iroquois in order to safeguard his
forts. In March, after he met with some Fox who told him that Tonty had wintered with the Potawatomi, La Salle
sent LaForest with four men to meet the men who had been forced to winter on Lake Huron, to find Tonty, and to
arrange a meeting at Michilimackinac in May. He also ordered LaForest to return to Fort Frontenac, to load his
canoes with ammunition and goods, and to return to Michilimackinac with more men. When LaForest reached
Michilimackinac and learned that Tonty was with the Potawatomi; LaForest sent a canoe filled with gifts for the
Potawatomi. La Salle finally met with Tonty at the end of May or early June.*6

The Jesuits appointed Jean Enjalran, S.J., superior of the mission to the Ottawa:
1681 — The Jesuits appointed Jean Enjalran, S.J., superior of the Jesuit mission to the Ottawa in St. Ignace.*?’

Louis XIV threatened to recall Frontenac if he didn’t live on good terms with Duchesneau:
30 April 1681 — Louis XIV ordered Frontenac to live on good terms with Duchesneau; otherwise, the King will
recall him. The King also ordered Duchesneau to conduct himself better than in the past.!'®

Louis X1V issued a number of orders and rules regarding the fur trade:

May 1681 — On 2 May 1681, Louis XIV granted amnesty to the coureurs de bois. On the same day, he issued an
edict which prohibited all trading with the Native Americans. On 22 May, he issued a royal ordinance which
authorized Frontenac to issue up to 25 congés or licenses to trade per year. Each congé permitted three men in one
canoe to travel to the pays d’en haut to trade. The King ordered Frontenac to distribute the licenses equally among
all the settlers; in addition, Louis XIV forbad him to grant a congé to the same person two years in succession.
Frontenac chose to delay issuing the licenses until the following year. Based on the King’s orders and the
subsequently issued regulations, records were kept of the congés issued and those who received the congés formally
recorded their contracts with engagés. Rather than naming a specific destination for their voyages, most contracts
stated that the engagés or voyageurs were hired to make a voyage to the Ottawa.*®

A Seneca Warrior was Killed during an altercation at Michilimackinac:

Spring/Summer 1681 to summer 1682 — The Winnebago captured Annehac/Annanhac, a Seneca warrior, and
brought him to Michilimackinac as a hostage prior to the celebration of the Feast of the Dead in the fall. During the
celebration, Annehac/Annanhac was brought into Tonty’s cabin among the Kiskakon (an Ottawa band) and
Tonty gave him a knife to cut some tobacco. Earlier, the Huron/Petun found a young Illinois slave who had been
captured by the Iroquois and brought her to their village. Prior to their return home, the Illinois reclaimed the slave
and brought her into Tonty’s cabin. The Huron/Petun, however, tried to return the Illinois slave to
Annehac/Annanhac. An altercation broke out and Annehac/Annanhac was killed. Following the death, the
Ottawa and Huron sent deputies to Montréal to notify Frontenac. Frontenac sent a messenger to the Iroquois to
explain the death. He urged them not to retaliate against the Western tribes, and set a conference for the following
summer. 20

The population of New France was 9,677:
1681 — The population of New France was 9,677, including 1,345 in Québec, 150 in Trois-Riviéres, and 1,418 in
Montréal 12

116 DCB, La Salle’s and Tonty’s biographies; Relation — La Salle, 1679, 211-215 (account of the Iroquois attack),
221-297.

117 DCB, Enjalran’s biography.

118 PAC1885-1886, p. XXXiX.

119 pAC1900-1901, p. 76; PAC1885-1886, p. XXXiX.

120 Preston, pp. 140-146 (extracts of correspondence regarding the incident and plans for the 1682 conference with
the Iroquois); NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 163-164, 168-175; DCB, Le Rat or Kondiaronk’s biography.

121 Statistics Canada.
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Thirty-nine merchants were recorded in the census of Montréal:

1681 — Thirty nine merchants were recorded in the census of Montréal. Jacques Leber and his brother-in-law,
Charles Lemoine, sieur de Longueuil, were two of the strongest merchants during this period. Leber and
Lemoine maintained two strategically located posts, one at the island’s west end, and the other on the South Shore
near the Sault St. Louis mission. During the 1680s five importers transferred their operations to Montréal: Charles
Aubert, sieur de LaChesnaye, Frangois Charron, Jean Giton, Frangois Hazeur, and Simon Mars.'??

La Salle and Tonty made arrangements for their expedition on the Mississippi:

Summer to December 1681/January 1682 — Following La Salle’s meeting with Tonty at Michilimackinac, on 6
June they left for Fort Frontenac to gather the materials necessary for the voyage on the Mississippi. La Salle left
Tonty and three men on an island in Lake Toronto (Ontario), while La Salle continued to Fort Frontenac. La Salle
sent the brigantine back to Tonty with the supplies that he had found. Zénobe Membré brought La Salle’s orders;
Tonty was to return to Fort Miami and gather as many French Canadians and Native Americans as possible.
Tonty reached Fort Miami on 10 November 1681. La Salle was not able to find all that he needed at the Fort
Frontenac, so he continued on to Montréal where he purchased additional provisions. While he was in Montréal, he
made out his will in favor of his cousin, Francois Plet. After he finished his financial arrangements, he returned to
Fort Miami, and met Tonty on 19 December or 4 January 1682.1%

Officials posted Louis XIV’s amnesty to the coureurs de bois:
18 August 1681 — Officials posted Louis XIV’s amnesty to the coureurs de bois on the church door in Montréal.*?*

The Iroquois renewed their attacks on the Illinois; they also attacked the Miami:

Circa 1681/1682 — The Iroquois attacked the Illinois. They “killed and ate over 600” at the lllinois villages and
brought back 700 captives. During the same year 600 men, women, and children from the Erie (Chats or Cat)
Nation voluntarily surrendered to the Iroquois because they feared an Iroquois attack. The Iroquois also launched
a retaliatory attack on the Miami.!?

Frontenac prohibited trading with foreign nations:
12 September 1681 — Frontenac issued an order which prohibited trading with foreign nations.*?

Frontenac reported to Louis XIV:

2 November 1681 — Frontenac reported to Louis XIV. Frontenac believed that the amnesty granted to the
coureurs de bois and the 25 licenses or congés would restore order; however, he believed that it was prudent for him
to postpone issuing licenses until spring 1682. Frontenac had sent an officer or one of his guards to three different
Native-American villages and ordered them to post the King’s orders and recall the traders to New France.
Frontenac believed that the traders would return to the colony by the following spring. He ordered the officers and
guards to invite the Native Americans to bring their furs to New France, and to offer to escort them to the colony to
ensure their safety from other Native Americans. Frontenac accused Duchesneau and the Conseil Souverain of
protecting the French Canadians who Frontenac arrested and who traded with the Dutch/English in New York.
Frontenac believed that the trade with the Dutch and English caused great harm to the colony. Frontenac believed
that many French Canadians preferred to trade with the Dutch and English because they offered much more
favorable prices and the trade was not subject to the taxes charged by the Compagnie de la Ferme. Although
Frontenac had ordered Pierre Saint Ours to guard at Chambly to prevent the French Canadians from going to
New York; Frontenac recommended that the maintenance of a garrison at Chambly to prevent this trade. He
believed that the English may have incited the Iroquois attacks on the Illinois. Frontenac believed that the
Iroquois would entertain the idea of attacking New France again; but 500 to 600 soldiers travelling throughout the
lakes would prevent further attacks on the colony. If New France garrisoned soldiers at posts on Lakes Erie and

122 Dechéne, pp. 92, 359, footnotes 6 and 7.

123 DCB, La Salle’s (states they met on 19 December) and Tonty’s biographies (states they met on 4 January);
Tonty, 1684 Relation, pp. 55-57; Relation — La Salle, 1679, pp. 297-299 (the relation ends in August); Delanglez, La
Salle Calendar, pp. 278-305. There are conflicts in some of the dates.

124 PRDQ1890-1891, p. 134.

125 JR, Vol. 62, pp. 69-71.

126 PRDQ1890-1891, p. 135.
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Ontario, this would prevent the Iroquois from carrying their furs to the English/Dutch. The increased revenue from
the beaver trade would exceed the expenses of the troops. He reported that La Salle’s trading licenses were
necessary for him to carry out his exploration; further Frontenac granted these licenses for the places where the
King’s license permitted La Salle to trade. Frontenac also reported that the Iroquois had become insolent after
they attacked the Illinois; Frontenac believed that the Iroquois wanted to carry on the war so they could embarrass
La Salle. Frontenac also believed that the Iroquois would once again attack New France, but that he was the only
would that could ensure that they obeyed and kept the peace. Frontenac insisted that others had made charges
against him in order to blacken his name.*?’

Duchesneau informed Colbert of the events of the past year:

November 1681 — Duchesneau informed Colbert of the events of the past year. He accused Frontenac of having
an understanding and being in league with the coureurs de bois. Duchesneau punished 16 coureurs de bois and the
provost tried to do his duty regarding them, but Frontenac ordered that he report all orders for searches to the
Governor, thereby forewarning the guilty parties. Duchesneau insisted that he did not exaggerate the numbers of
coureurs de bois. The traders who traveled to the Sioux, Miami, Illinois, and other distant tribes are absent two to
three years. Other traders go no further than Michilimackinac; they often carry only brandy to trade with the Native
Americans, contrary to the King’s orders. These traders can complete their trips within a much shorter period. It
was not easy to catch the coureurs de bois unless they were assisted by disinterested parties otherwise, they are
forewarned of the efforts to catch them. More than sixty canoes of coureurs de bois who had come down to the
colony after the amnesty was announced had returned to the Native Americans before the publication of the King’s
orders had been posted to the Native Villages. Duchesneau submitted proofs which supported his charges about the
French Canadians who traded with the Dutch/English and those who support them. Duchesneau recommended
granting the first licenses to those who obeyed the King’s orders. Frontenac has prevented Duchesneau and the
Conseil Souverain from executing the King’s orders regarding trade. The Ottawa did not come to trade this year
because of their fear of smallpox. If the coureurs de bois had not brought in their furs, the Compagnie de la Ferme
would not have been able to collect the revenues necessary to send to France. Duchesneau also reported on the
troubles Frontenac caused with the Conseil Souverain. Frontenac does what he pleases regarding trade; showing
favoritism towards those who share in his speculations; he intimidates others, preventing them from complaining or
exacting false statements from others to use to his advantage. Duchesneau also prepared a separate memo
regarding abuses in the fur trade and another memo which discussed and made recommendations regarding: the
Native Americans; trading practices and abuses (including trading brandy); the Iroquois attack on the Illinois;
Duchesneau believed that La Salle’s provocative attitude towards the Iroquois incited them to make war against
the Illinois. He also recommended that the French drive the English from Hudson Bay which Duchesheau
believed belonged to the French; if war was too extreme, he recommended that the French Canadians construct
forts on the rivers falling into Hudson Bay in order to prevent the Native Americans from travelling to Hudson Bay.
He also recommended that the French purchase Manhattan and Orange from the Duke of York (James Stuart) and
also described the English colonies.!?®

127 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 145-149 (excerpts from his letter).
128 NYCD, Vol. 9, pp. 148-158 (excerpts from his letter); 159-160 (extracts from his memo regarding abuses in the
fur trade); PAC1885-1886, p. xxxix; PRDQ1886-1887, p. 141.
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