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PREFACE

[T seems very singular that no thorough-

going history of the American invasion of
Canada in 1775 and 1776 has yet been written.
This may be due partly to a preconceived idea
that nothing of real importance was involved
in it, partly to the fact that in appearance the
campaigns proved a total failure, and partly to
the prominence of the ill-starred Arnold from
beginning to end.

On turning my attention to this neglected
field, I soon discovered that Arnold’s march
from Cambridge to Quebec would have to be
studied as if nothing had ever been written
upon it. When the data for this inquiry were
mostly in hand, the announcement of a book
on the subject appeared, and seemed to pro-
mise an escape from the labour of clearing so
much of the way. The promise was not per-
fectly fulfilled, however, as may be discovered
from the notes of the present volume; and
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viii Preface

now, after a number of delays, the results of
my investigations are offered. The purpose
here is to ascertain facts, not paint a picture ;
and the foliage of the subject has been ignored.

I wish it were feasible to acknowledge in
detail my indebtedness to the hundreds of per-
sons who have courteously given me items of
information. After beginning a list of their
names, I have felt that it would be unfair to
stop short of completeness; and a complete
list would be hard to make as well as too
long for any one to read. Let me record a
general but sincere acknowledgment of obli-
gation and of gratitude.

Mention must be made, however, of the
Historical Societies of New Hampshire, Massa-
chusetts, Connecticut, New York, Maryland,
Virginia, and, still more particularly, Rhode
Island and Pennsylvania; the Congressional,
Lenox, Dartmouth College, Harvard Univer-
sity, and Boston Public Libraries ; the Archives
Office, Ottawa, and the Public Records Office,
London; and the notes tender acknowledg-
ments to a few individuals, also, for special
assistance.

J. H. S.

HANOVER, June 15, 1903.
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Arnold’s March to Quebec

INTRODUCTION

ATE in the summer of 1775, General
Schuyler moved against Canada by the
way of Lake Champlain ; and, to meet this at-
tack, General Carleton, the British Governor,
concentrated his forces near Montreal. At
this time Washington felt able to spare a por-
tion of the troops besieging Boston, and he
concluded to despatch a small force under Bene-
dict Arnold through the Kennebec Valley
against Quebec, hoping either to gain posses-
sion of the Canadian capital, or to aid Schuyler
by drawing Carleton to its defence.

The route of Arnold's detachment lay
through an unknown region, a wilderness; and
it would be a fascinating as well as difficult
problem simply to disentangle the facts of the
march, and so clear the way to a sound history
of the expedition. Where did the gates of the
wilderness open and close upon these daring

I



2 Introduction

patriots? What lakes were furrowed by their
keels? At what bastion did they storm the
granite wall of the Appalachians? How did
they surmount the difficulties of the way, and
what were the steps of their progress?

But questions of still greater moment are
involved in our inquiry. The march itself was
a campaign,—a campaign against the forest and
the flood, against fatigue, sickness, and famine.
The contest proved close and pitiless, and the
issue remained long in doubt. In so keen a
struggle, the smallest of circumstances was
enough to throw the victory this way or that.
We cannot understand it at all unless we under-
stand it thoroughly ; and therefore every detail
not only enlists attention and repays interest,
but in a special degree requires the most care-
ful study.



I
THE ROUTE BEFORE ARNOLD

STUDY of the route that Arnold followed
might go back a long way, for the geology
of the region predestined an expedition like
his; but it will be more convenient and quite
as useful to begin with attempts at the deline-
ation of it. It is very curious to observe how
the truth about this highway between south and
north zc;"limmered and faded for many years,
before coming clearly out in the full light of
knowledge; and it is worth while to see how
the region was represented on a few maps out
of the many which have been examined.

We may begin with a map of North America
preserved in the French Navy Department.® *
Both the Kennebec and the Chauditre are
here beaded with a lake, and a straight water-
way lies between them. The drawing is un-
dated, but internal evidence proves that it was
done no later than the year 1682. In 1698,

* The *‘superior figures” refer to notes, which will be found at
the conclusion of the text.

3



4 Arnold’s March

however, Hubert Jaillot dedicated to the Dau-
phin a map that parted the two rivers, though
in other respects it was no doubt incorrect
enough. After another interval of about the
same length, John Senex, of the Royal Society
of London, produced a chart in which the
separation of the St. Lawrence basin from that
- of the Atlantic Ocean was emphasised (1710).
Guillaume Delisle? followed this fashion pre-
sently in two maps published at Paris (1722 and
1750), and in one issued at Amsterdam.! The
Sieur d'Anville in his map of 1746 adhered to
the same opinion.

Two maps of 1755 show still further enlight-
enment. John Mitchell of London drew some
ponds at the extremity of the Kennebec,—
that is to say, the West Branch or Dead
River; and put one of them very near the
“ Amaguntick” lake*; and he labelled the
upper waters of the Kennebec, ‘* Carriages to
Quebec,” signifying, however, not that people
could drive from that point, but that they
could walk and “carry” their vehicles,—their
canoes. That same year Thomas Jefferys, an-
other cartographer of London, did even better.
He brought the southern and the northern
streams very near together, and inscribed at
this place: “Indian and French Rendezvous



The Route before Arnold 5

extremely proper for a fort which would restrain
y® French and curb y* Abenaki Indians.”

The next year marks a reaction. In 1756
Nolin, in his Carte du Canada, induced a con-
tinuous line of water to connect the Kennebec
with the St. Lawrence at Quebec, for, as this
indicates, the old opinion had not yet quite
expired ; but Seale, the engraver of an Eng-
lish map dated New Year's Day, 1771, followed
wiser counsels, and refrained from joining the
Kennebec and the Chaudiére.

In 1776 appeared “ A New Map of the Pro-
vince of Quebec . . . from the French Sur-
veys connected with those made after the war
[of 1754—1763] by Captain Carver and other
officers in his Majesty’s Service.” It was
printed for Robert Sayer and John Bennett,
and bore the engraved date: * 16th February,
1776.”

Of course Arnold had then crossed the wild-
erness, and had proved certain things about
its topography ; but none of the geographical
fruits of this expedition can be supposed to
have made their way into a London map of that
date. Confirmation of this view is found in the
fact that on August 14th of the same year Sayer
and Bennett appeared with a new map ; and in
this, not only were there substantial changes,
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but an attempt was made to indicate *“ Arnold’s
rout.” The map of February 16th is thus of
special interest as illustrating the opinions
about this region accepted by well informed
cartographers at the time Arnold set out, and
for that reason a portion of it is reproduced
here.

Dated the very next month (March 25,
1776), we find a map that bears these words:
“ Middle British Colonies in North America,
first published by Mr. Lewis Evans of Phila-
delphia in 1755, and since corrected and
improved, as also extended, . . . by T.
Pownall, M. P.” Here we observe Dead
River drawn fairly near the truth, with a lake
at the extreme end, and not far from it a
stream running into * Amaguntaég” Pond.*
Why not select this, instead of Sayer and
Bennett's map, as representing current opinion
at the time of Arnold’s march? Because there
is a look of special knowledge about it, and
in a moment we shall find our suspicion con-
firmed.

Were these maps clear guesswork? By no
“means. Their authors tried, we may be sure,
to obtain good information, and there were
certain sources they could tap. Indians, of
course, roamed through the wilderness, and
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The Route before Arnold 9

some of them could draw a little, as even the
most illiterate of guides can do to-day. Better
yet, they could tell a white man how to draw;
and there is a map in the possession of the
Historical Society at Skowhegan, Maine, drawn
in this way by Major Goodwin of our army in
1825, that shows about what the process might
be expected to produce,—a rough but valua-
_ble sketch. White men also traversed these
forests occasionally. French missionaries, and
in particular Jesuits, came down from Quebec
to labour among the savages. As a regularly
settled missionary in the Kennebec wilderness,
Gabriel Dreuillettes stands first in order.
About the middle of the seventeenth century
he found himself domiciled among the Abe-
nakis.® His intercourse with Quebec must
have been somewhat constant, and we know
that he twice went south to Boston.® Near
the close of the century, the Fathers Bigot were
often among the Indians of Maine, and one of
them appears to have been a regular mission-
ary in the Kennebec region. Most famous of
them all, Sébastien Rale? dwelt among his
dusky converts on the banks of the Kennebec,
in the very track that Arnold followed, for
many years, and must have been well ac-
quainted with every Indian path to Quebec.
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From the French, at least, these missionaries
had no reason to conceal their knowledge,
and many hints must have reached the carto-
graphers in this way.

Other sources existed. Thomas Jefferys in
his Explanation for the New Map of Nova
Scotia (1755) said :

“The Remainder of the Kennebek to its Head, where
it interlocks with the La Chaudi?re, and also the course .
of this last River to its Exit in the River St. Lawrence, is
taken from an Eye-draught made by a French Deserter

in 1754.""

Pownall, as we have already hinted, pos-
sessed special information, and it seems worth
while to quote what he said in his Topo-
graphical Description of North America (1776),
especially as some of his discoveries may have
leaked through his agents into the public
mind.

“, As the River Keneba&g has been now ren-
dered famous as a Pass, by a March of some Spirit and
Enterprize made by the Americans, following its Course,
across the land to St. Lawrence or Canada River, I shall
here give a more particular and detailed Description of
it than I should otherwise have entered into.

*This River, in the Year 1754 and 1755, was talked of
as a Rout by which an Army might pass, the best and
shortest Way, to attack Canada and Quebec. The Rout
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The Route before Arnold 13

was supposed to be by an Indian Path and Carrying-
place, which, going off from Kenebaég about Eight or
10 miles above Noridgewaég, in a North West Course of
Six or Seven Miles came to a Pond which issued into the
River Chaudiére. Some such Information had been
given to Government ; it was of the utmost Importance
that Government should not be misled. In the year
1756, 1 had an Opportunity of inquiring into this Matter
by scrutinizing a Journal given to me and signed by
Capt. Hobbs and Lieut. Kenedy ; and by examining the
Journalists themselves as to the Authority of the Partic-
ulars, I found enough to be convinced that this supposed
Pass was mere conjecture, taken upon trust of Barthole-
mon, an Indian, who was found to be false and a Spy,
and was in 1755 shot by our own People as he was
attempting to desert. Government therefore was early
cautioned against this misinformation. When ¥ was
Governor of the Province of Massachusetts Bay [1757-
1760],1 had this Rout particularly investigated by Ensign
Howard, a Country surveyor, under the Direction of
Capt. Nichols, who commanded at Fort Frederick. In-
stead of a short pass of some Eight or 10 Miles of easy
Portage, this Indian Path turned out to be a Rout, on a
Line as a Bird flies, of near so Miles over Land, imprac-
ticable to an Army that hath a Train of Artillery and
Aeavy Baggage. It appeared, however, that (although a
difficult and very laborious Rout) it was practicable to
any Body of Men who should go light armed, as a Scout-
ing Party, either to reconnoitre or to break up settle-
ments. The sort of March which Arnold and his People
experienced, has confirmed this Account given 17 or 18
years ago. . . .

“ This River Kenebaég, to begin from its principal
Branch, may be described as rising on the Height of the
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Land in North Latitude 45° 20/, and in East Longitude
from Philadelphia 5° 10’ or thereabouts; its source is
from a little Pond, and the first Courses of its Birth a
Succession of Ponds or drowned Lands, Swamps, and
Falls. Its first general Course is 30 miles South East,
it then makes a great Bow, whose string (lying East and
by South and West and by North) is 12 miles.” It then
runs North-easterly Nine Miles and an Half, and then
tumbling over falls North East 10 Miles joins the North
Branch.

“The North Branch is said (I speak not here from
the same Degree of Authority) to arise in and issue
from a little Pond about 16 Miles North of this Crotch,
from whence (it is likewise said) there is a Carrying-
place of 13 or 14 Miles to an Eastern Branch of the
Chauditre River. This was represented to me as the
shortest Rout to Canada, but I do not find in my Jour-
nals that I have set this down as confirmed or suffi-
ciently authenticated. After these Two Branches join,
they run South Easterly about Three Miles, when a
small River, tumbling over falls and running between
high perpendicular rocky Banks for Seven Miles and an
Half, and issuing from a great Pond full of Islands,
called Sebatin or by some such Name, North East 12
Miles distant, comes into the Kenebaég. This stream
is impracticable for any Navigation at these Falls, but
there is a Carrying place on the East side from a Cove
to the Head of the Falls. From the Junction of this
Stream the River has its Course South Westerly 12
Miles when one comes to the Place whence the Indian
Path goes off to the North West, as shall be hereafter
described. Hence with many Windings the River keeps
its Southern Course to Noridgewaég, where it has the
appearance of a Lake full of Islands. On the Banks of
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this was the Indian Dwelling of the Tribe of that Name.
A little below are the Falls,

“The River then runs in a winding Course Five
Miles East, and at the Point where it turns again South
the River Wesseronsaég® comes in from the North East.
Keeping on the same Course 1z or 14 Miles more it
comes to Tachona&g Falls, below which Sebastoo-
codg' comes into it, from a Pond bearing North East
and distant about 25 Miles : In the Fork between these
two Streams Mr. Shirley built Fort Halifax.  From
hence the River runs in a course South-westerly 17
Miles to Cushnodg™ ; here is a little Blockhouse called
Fort Western. The Fall at Cushnodg is the Head of
Tide Water ; Sloops of go Tons Burthen come up hither
from Sea.

“To describe next the River Keneba&g as a Rout to
Quebeck : in the first Place the Reader has been told
that Sloops of go Tons Burthen can go up to Chesh-
nodg Falls,”” about 30 Miles from Small Point. From
thence to Fort Hallifax at Tackonic Falls,” 17 Miles, is
a Waggon Road. Thence a certain Degree of Naviga-
tion for Bateaux takes Place, which is interrupted by
Falls and Rapids below Norridgewa#g, at which Places
all Baggage must be again carried over Land, where a
Waggon Road might be made between the Hills and
the River. Half a Mile above Noridgewa&g there is a
sharp Fall, but for that a good Waggon Road might be
made quite up to the Great Carrying-place,

“Hence the Indian Path goes off West from the River
over Land about Four Miles and a half to a Pond about
Three Quarters of a Mile long; a good Waggon Road
might be made here: This First Pond has been found
to issue its Waters into the Kenebagg. Hence the Path
runs over like Grounds West-Northerly about a Mile,
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and comes to a Second Pond ; this has been found to
issue its Waters into Sagadahoc River." Hence, over
the like Land and in the same Course about a Mile
More it comes to a Third Pond, which, issuing its
Waters to the North and falling into a river which runs
North-easterly, gave rise to the Misinformation that
here went the Rout to Canada by Chaudiére ;.but the
River which this Pond Empties itself into is found to
be the Kenebaég,' which in this place runs North-east-
erly; from this Pond the Path runs West-northerly near
Four Miles, and strikes the southern-most Bend of this
Main Branch' of Keneba&g; up this stream there may
be an imperfect Navigation for Indians, and Traders or
Hunters, somewhat better in the Time of Freshets, but
both the Navigation is bad and the travelling, between
high Ranges of Mountains and in swampy boggy Vales,
very troublesome to Individuals, very arduous and al-
maqst impracticable to Bodies of Men. When you get
higher, towards the Source of the River, you come to a
Chain of Ponds which makes the Navigation better, but
this is interrupted with Falls. From the Head of the
River to a little stream which falls into Agamuntagég
Pond,* is a Carrying-Place of about Four Miles. That
is the Indian Carrying-place ; but I apprehend that if a
Body of Men would transport any Baggage which re-
quires a Depth of Water before it can be embarked, the
Portage must be to or near to, the Lake, about 10 Miles.
This Lake is the Head of Chaudidre River, and is
about 4o Miles above the present Settlements of the
Canadians.” **

In 1759, General Amherst sent a messenger
to General Wolfe at Quebec by way of the
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Kennebec. As soon as the conquest of
Canada was secure (1760), General Murray,
the British commander, resolved to investigate
the Chaudiére Valley and its communications
with the Kennebec, and the very next year
John Montresor, an able officer, destined
to become the King's Chief Engineer for
America, was despatched with a party of In-
dians to inspect the region. He accom-
plished his task, drew a map, and wrote a
journal.’™ Later the map and an imperfect
draft of the journal fell into the hands of
Benedict Arnold; and later still they both
fall into ours. In the course of our inquiries
we shall very probably need to consult them.
Not long after Montresor made this re-
conaissance from Quebec back again to Que-
bec, an expedition went north from the
opposite side of the mountains. In 1764 the
Massachusetts Bay Company sent a well or-
ganised surveying party under John Preble up
the Penobscot, with instructions to see whether
a road could not be made that way to Quebec.
January 1, 1765, the party returned to Fort
Pownall, on the Penobscot, and reported in
substance that such a road was not practicable.
Incidentally, the report mentioned the Indian
route by way of the Chaudiére and the Dead



18 Arnold’s March

Rivers, and on Captain Preble’s map it was
indicated, or, more exactly, suggested.®

This brings us pretty near to the time of
Arnold’s expedition, and the next step reaches
it. Montresor's narrative mentioned another
source of information about the Dead River
route,— New England surveyors. One of
these bore the name of Goodwin and the title
Major; and the following letter shows not
only that he possessed sketches and minutes
of the region, but that Arnold had the use of
both.

“ POWNALBOROUGH [ MAINE].
“ October 17, 1775.
“To His EXCELLENCY GEORGE WASHINGTON, EsQ.
“SIr :

“ According to your Excellency’s verbal orders, by
Colonel Benedict Arnold, I supplied him with a plan of
the sea-coast, from Cape Elizabeth to Penobscot, and the
River Kennebeck to the several heads thereof, and
the several carrying places to Ammeguntick Pond*
and Chaudiere River (which Ammeguntick empties into
said Chaudiere River, which Chaudiere empties into the
River St. Lawrence, about four miles above Quebeck),
and the passes and carrying places to Quebeck ; and also
made several small plans for each department, for their
guide ; and also gave him a copy of a journal which
represented all the quick water and carrying places to
and from Quebeck, both ways, viz., east and west; the
west is the way to go, and the east to come.” . .

“I think it would be for the general interest for you to
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have a copy of said plan, etc., and then you would be a
judge of what would be best to be done. It hath beena
great cost and labour to me to obtain those plans, etc.,
and make them. Sir, if you think it worth your notice,
and will give orders therefor, I will copy one for you, and
wait on you with it, and give you the best intelligence
I can, as I think I know as much of this country as any
one, as I have been travelling, surveying, and settling
this part, ever since the year 1750.
“ SAMUEL GOODWIN."

“N. B. Mr. Reuben Colburn informed me you wanted
a plan. I thus began it about 3 weeks before Col.
Arnold arrived.”

All these things, taken together, show that
a good deal was known, in a rough way, of the
Dead River passage into Canada before Arnold
made it famous. But a military use of the
route,— was that ever considered? Botta
says: }‘Not only no army was ever known to
pass through these rough and dismal solitudes,
but never had human being until then [z e,
until Arnold went], imagined it was pos-
sible.”’¥ Yet it is wonderful how few things
men do that were not thought of by other
men : was Arnold’s enterprise an exception ?

In 1697 Iberville proposed to attack Boston
by way of the Chaudiére, “bursting from the
woods with one thousand Canadians and six
hundred regulars,” as he wrote in a Mémozre.
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Five years later, Saint Castin took up this
plan, and offered to make the expedition with
fourteen hundred good men® In the long
quotation from Pownall's Topographical De-
scription, the author stated that in 1754 and
1755 it was proposed to invade Canada by
way of the Kennebec; and we know that in
December of the latter year, Shirley of Massa-
chusetts definitely suggested, in a council of
Governors held at New York, to menace
Quebec by that route. Roy affirms® that
during the campaign of 1756 the English ac-
tually decided to send two thousand men up
the Kennebec and down the Chaudiére against
the Canadian capital, but that after Montcalm
took Oswego the plan was dropped. Pownall
in his “ Idea of the Service of America” (1758),
said*: * The People of Massachusetts, in the
counties of Hampshire, Worcester and York,
are the best wood-hunters in America.

I should think if about 100 thorough wood-
hunters, properly officered, could be obtained in
the county of York, a scout of such might make
an attempt upon the settlements by way of the
Chaudiére River. . . .” |[More significant
still is the fact that just before Arnold’s expe-
dition set out, there were fears both in Canada
and in Maine of a hostile invasion by this
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natural route. On the north a post of fusi-
leers was stationed in the valley of the Chaud-
iere to guard against the danger®; and on the
south the selectmen of Falmouth (Portland),
disturbed by a rumour that arrived on the last
day of April, sent three men of New Glou-
cester, with Remington Hobby and John
Getchell, of Vassalboro, to ‘ ascertain if any
Frenchmen were in motion, or any of the
savages were preparing to ravage the frontier
settlements.”¥ Indeed, an expedition against

| Quebec by way of the Chaudiére was actually
proposed in 1775 by Jonathan Brewer, some
while before Arnold or Washington seems to
have thought of it."" Evidently there was
nothing very esoteric in the thought of using
this route.

Just how all the ideas about this way into
Canada came to be crystallised into the expe-
dition under Arnold’s command, is a quest-
ion that lies outside our present field. . What

—seems important is to show that before our
" —American soldiers took ship for the Kennebec,
- people knew a good deal about this route, and
thought of it as available for military uses; and
probably facts enough have been cited to
establish these points. It only remains to

show that in spite of this, all their informatio
— T
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was crude and inexact up to the very day of
Arnold’s departure. Carver’s map is evidence
enough, probably, so far as the general intelli-
gent public are concerned; and a letter of the
American Commander-in-chief to the American
Congress reveals that men the most interested
and the best informed had no realization of the
actual difficulties.

“ Camp AT CAMBRIDGE,
“ September 21, 1775.
“To CONTINENTAL CONGRESS ;

“ I am now to inform the Honourable Congress
that, encouraged by the repeated declarations of the
Canadians and Indians, and urged by their requests, I
have detached Col. Arnold, with one thousand men, to
penetrate into Canada by way of Kennebeck River, and,
if possible, to make himself master of Quebeck.

I made all possible inquiry as to the distance, the safety
of the route, and the danger of the season being too far
advanced, but found nothing in either to deter me from
proceeding, more especially as it met with very general
approbation from all whom I consulted upon it.

For the satisfaction of the Congress, I here enclose a
copy of the proposed route.” .
“ GEORGE WASHINGTON.

“ ROUTE TO QUEBECK FROM KENNEBECK RivER.™

* From the mouth of Kennebeck River to Quebeck, on
a straight line, is two hundred and ten miles. The river
is_navigable for sloops about thirty-eight miles and for
flat-bottomed boats about twenty-two miles. Then you
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meet Jaconick Falls,® and from Jaconick Falls to
Norridgewock, as the river runs, thirty-one miles; from
thence to the first carrying place about thirty miles; carry-
ing place four miles, then a pond to cross, and another
carrying place, about two miles to another pond; then a
carrying place about three or four miles to another pond;
then a carrying place to the western branch of Kennebeck
River, called the Dead River; then up that river, as it
runs, thirty miles, some small falls and short carrying
places around them intervening; then you come to the
height of the land, and about six miles carrying place,
into a branch which leads into Ammeguntick Pond,* the
head of the Chaudiére River, which falls into the St.
Lawrence River about four miles above Quebeck.”



I1
THE WITNESSES

HAND-CAMERAS were unfortunately not

in existence in 1775, and we have no
photographs of scenes along the route; but
pens and paper were familiar articles, and a
number of the soldiers felt moved to use
them. In short, a good many reports of the
march have come to us from members of
the expedition, besides various items and
scraps from participants who did not write
full accounts.

Of all our first-hand reports, the one most
commonly known and relied upon by those
who have written on the subject is probably
that of John Joseph Henry,' one of the rifle-
men, who become in later life President of
the Second Judicial District of Pennsylvania,—
in short, a judge. There are sufficient reasons
for the vogue of this narrative. It is much
more extended than any of the others, and
far more readable than most of them; it was

24
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published in book form as early as 1812, while
few of the others got into print until many
years later, or have ever come before the
general public. And, finally, the high charac-
ter and standing of the author seemed to
place the seal of truth, and certainly did place
the seal of honesty, upon its face. For us,
however, Henry’s tale, though still the most
enjoyable of all, perhaps, has a number of
defects. He was only a boy of sixteen when
he joined the expedition, and his lack of rank
barred him from the circle of the officers.

His book was not written until he stood at
the very close of his life, thirty-six years after -
the occurrences he narrated. Indeed, it was
not written by him at all, but dictated to his
daughter, though he had been working on
the subject more or less for several years.
“Casual notes and memoranda” he was aided
by, we are told, and so we can well believe ;
but evidently memory supplied by far the
greater part of his account. In fact, the
Pennsylvania Historical Society has a letter
written by Henry to General Francis Nichols,
November 29, 1808, in which he says of
his proposed book : “It’s detailed principally
from my own memory, assisted by the
notes of Genl. Meigs and Wm. McCoy,” and
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certain questions that Henry asked Nichols
prove that his recollection was in places ex-
tremely defective. The author died without
revising his manuscript, and his grandson tells
us that it was not very carefully printed. For
all these reasons Henry's journal seems to
merit only a low place as an authority on
questions of detail, and a close examination of
it proves the justice of this opinion, although
good reasons appear for believing that certain
things fixed themselves very definitely in his
memory.

The first rank must certainly be given to
the one extant journal that has never been
printed in full until now. That is Arnold’s.?
—Arnold was a man of unusual intelligence,
and the commander of the expedition. He
knew all that was known about the route and
the orders to the troops. The main incidents
of the march were pretty likely to be reported
to him. Most of his journal was apparently
written day by day or not long after the
events, and it was prepared with great care
as a kind of report,— in fact, at least the first
part of it was forwarded to Washington.
Only one thing seems to be lacking,— perfect
honesty on the part of the author. -Arnold
was always disposed to feel that the end™
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justified the means, and it is quite possible
that we may find some evidence of intentional
misrepresentation on his part. But there was
little call for this on the march through the
wilderness, and especially little concerning the
matters that chiefly interest us; so that
Arnold’s journal is certainly of prime im-
portance.

A pendent to this narrative is the record
of the early weeks of the march® signed by
Arnold’s secretary, Captain Eleazer Oswald.*
Force has printed this, and we shall have
to accept his version, for the original has
disappeared from our sight. The journal is
similar in character and value to Arnold’s
own ; indeed, Oswald wrote in Arnold’s name,
and used the pronoun of the first person as
Arnold would have done.

Next in value stands, probably, the diary
of Captain Dearborn.® The writer was not
only a leader in the expedition, but he was
a man of unusual ability. Later in life he
figured as Secretary of War, Major-General,
Commander-in-chief of the army, Collector
of Customs at Boston, and Minister to Portu-
gal. The manuscript® of his journal as it
now exists. dates from March 25, 1777, and
is not in his own writing, though it bears his
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name. But we have several journals of
other events from his hand, and we naturally
infer that he kept an account of the march
to Quebec, and later had it copied by a good
penman. The manuscript shows corrections,
which Mellen Chamberlain, who took a special
interest in autographs, declared were Dear-
born’s. The journal is therefore a first-rate
authority, though not quite so good as if it
were an original day-by-day record.

Less full, complete, and precise, but still
of excellent character, is the testimony of
Major Meigs, an intrepid soldier and able
officer. Dearborn and Meigs appear to have
compared. notes, and each may have derived
information from the other.”

Meigs's journal was published in Almon’s
Remembrancer in 1776, but the version that
we prefer is naturally that of the Massachusetts
Historical Society,® printed in 1814, because we
can trace its paternity. The text was a manu-
script found among the papers of President
Stiles, of Yale College. At the end appeared
the name of the author, Return J. Meigs, in
the handwriting of his brother, Josiah Meigs,
who was a tutor in Yale College during the
Revolutionary War. It is easy to infer that
the original had been carefully copied, and the
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copy given to Stiles by Josiah Meigs; but it
must be admitted that we do not positively
know these things, nor how carefully the print-
ing was done.

The need of reserve is emphasised by find-
ing the journal, as printed in the Remembrancer,
quite different in style. Evidently Almon did
not receive the manuscript from the author, for
his name is given as Robert Meigs. It was
doubtless from a copy that the printer worked,
and a copy not always accurate. But the
style of this journal is that of a soldierof 1775,
while the style of the journal printed by the
Massachusetts Historical Society is that of an
instructor in Yale College. In short, one may
believe that in the latter we have Major Meigs's
original faithfully and intelligently edited.?
The date of publication in the Remembrancer
proves that this journal was composed at
about the time the events occurred.

Next in order should come, probably, the
surgeon of the army, Dr. Senter.® He, too,
proved a somewhat notable person, for when
he died, at the early age of forty-six, he
possessed a national—even an international—
reputation among those of his profession.
Senter was for the times a fairly well educated
man, and this fact distinguishes his journal from
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a number of the others; but he was young, he
betrayed occasionally the inattention of the
talkative person, he was' not an officer nor
even a military man, he was prevented by his
duties from closely observing many facts, and
there are striking instances of error and even
carelessness. The fulness of his account gives
it an appearance of accuracy above its real
merit. The authenticity of the journal is
beyond question. One curious fact is sufficient
proof. Senter was very proud of a certain
letter that he received from Benedict Arnold,
and states in his journal that it was on the
opposite page. This letter has been abstracted
from the manuscript, but the place where it was
attached is evident. This assures us that we
have before us Dr. Senter’s own work. But we
still have to inquire whether it was penned at
the time or later. Later, is my opinion. The
uniformity of the penmanship shows that it
was not a daily record of the events as they
occurred. Some bits of verse relating to the
assault on Quebec, December 31, 1775, are
quoted ; and while I have not been able to
find the date of their publication, it seems
probable that some time was necessary for the
poet to incubate his lines after the event
occurred. Obviously, however, it was written
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before Arnold went over to the British (1780),
for after that Senter would not have shown
pride in his letter. As in other such cases,
the author probably made notes as he went,
and afterward wrote them out, with some or
more likely many additions from memory. An
element of uncertainty is therefore to be
reckoned with. The printed version " is sub-
stantially correct, but contains a good many
trivial and some important departures from the
manuscript.

Besides this, another document attributed to
Senter exists, which may be called Senter’s
Account. It is now the property of the Rhode
Island Historical Society, and has not yet
been printed. It was given to the Society by
a descendant of Dr. Senter, and the natural
inference from this fact would be in favour
of its authenticity. But it had not been
long in the possession of the family; it had
had turned up among the papers of Governor
Francis, and was forwarded to Senter’s grand-
daughter without careful examination, under
the impression ¢hat it was the original of
the Pennsylvania publication just mentioned.
That, however, it is not, by any means.

Still the document seems clearly the work of
Senter. There is an extremely close similarity
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in substance between this and his journal, com-
bined with great independence as to phrasing.
We find statements, errors, and expressions
in both which we do not meet with elsewhere.
Either Senter wrote both, or some unknown
author used the journal as the basis for his
Account. To accept the latter alternative
would require us to believe, not only that this
unknown author gave himself extreme trouble
to disguise what he took, and even went so
far as to invent curious details, but that he
then proceeded to defeat himself by imita-
ting certain unmistakable peculiarities of his
original. This would be a psychological
absurdity, not to say impossibility, and one
cannot imagine an adequate motive for such a
procedure. Senter, on the other hand, may
very naturally have done the Account as a
brief summary, intending to give it to a friend
or a newspaper or to read it publicly, perhaps.
A study of the handwriting of the two manu-
scripts seems to show as close a resemblance
as could fairly be expected, if some time elapsed
between the composition of ithe first and that
of the second.”

The next three journals will have to be con-
sidered as a group. One of them bears the
name of Simeon Thayer,” of Providence, who



The Witnesses 33

served in the expedition as a captain. His
diary, annotated by E. M. Stone, has been
published, but the editor permitted himself a
great number of slight departures from the
manuscript, with some of considerable signifi-
cance. The second is the narrative of John
Topham," also a, captain, whose residence was
Newport. He and Thayer were close friends
apparently, and certainly they often joined as
comrades in difficult and perilous undertakings.
Topham’s manuscript, belonging now to his
grandson, is mainly in good preservation still,
but October 6th is the beginning and May
23d the end of what can be read. It is
supposed to be in the Captain's handwriting.
I have not been able to find anything certainly
traced by his pen to compare with it, yet, in
view of the clear family tradition, there seems
no good reason to doubt its paternity.

Next, however, appears a manuscript, never
listed before among our sources of informa-
tion, I believe, that must be taken account of.
It bears the signature of William Humphrey,®
a Providence man, who marched as lieutenant
in Thayer's company. The document seems
clearly to come from him. That is also the
family tradition ; and this tradition is the more

valuable because he lived until 1832, and his
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wife until 1843. Now a comparison between
Thayer and Topham reveals at once remark-
able similarities ; and when Humphrey is con-
sidered, it is even more evident that we are
not in the presence of three independent ac-
counts.

It will be convenient to compare Humphrey
and Thayer together first. The simple fact
that both make the error of placing Beverly
between Cambridge and Malden—an error
found nowhere else —is enough to prove a
connection; but this is only one out of in-
numerable resemblances. We next inquire
which was the basal document. It is evident
at once that Humphrey employs a rougher
style than Thayer.® - Now if Thayer reworked
his lieutenant’s diary, an attempt to improve
its diction can be understood ; but it is impos-
sible to see how Lieutenant Humphrey, had
he used Captain Thayer's journal as an origi-
nal, could have gone deliberately to work to
roughen it into what we find. Further, it
seems possible actually to demonstrate that
Thayer used Humphrey's text. Thayer’s
record for October 224 is as follows :

“ myself and eight more of the men missing our way by
the freshet of the River and the overflowing of the sur-
face were cast in to the greatest consternation not being
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able to make any other way but by wading through the
water in which situation, we were obliged to remain
without vituals or drink untill the next morning about ¢
o'clock exhausted with both cold and fatigue reach’d
the detachment as they were beginning their march.

‘“ the storm abated the river rose 6 feet perpendicular
and ran exceeding rapid. the sun rose with a little rain
but soon grew fair, & we embark’d on board our
Bateaus & after going about 6 miles against the current
which ran at least § miles an hour, came to a carrying-
place, entirely overflowed, that our Bateaus went trough
the woods without the trouble of carrying them advanced
about 50 Rodds and encamp’d.”

According to this record, Thayer went two
day’s journeys on the same day,— one on the
shore and one on the river. We might at-
tempt to explain this apparent absurdity by
assuming that the first paragraph had reference
to events of the 21st. But Thayer and the
others give no hint of moving on the 21st.
In fact they mention how they employed them-
selves in camp, and Senter, who reached the
camp on that day recorded : * At sunset we
arrived at the encampment of Col. Greene
& his division, who were waiting for provi-
sions,” Turning now to Humphrey, we find
that his record is almost word for word like the
second paragraph above, but rougher in style.
We see, therefore, how Thayer came to have
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it. Plainly, he composed his journal by
smoothing Humphrey’s, adding his personal
experiences, and giving in some cases his fuller
knowledge. A curious illustration of the lat-
ter change is Thayer's reporting the number
of men despatched for a certain purpose, while
Humphrey wrote: * The number I do not
know.” The value of Thayer's journal is
somewhat lessened by this discovery of his in-
debtedness ; and yet not necessarily very much,
for he was a witness of nearly all the events of
his journal ; and, even if he used Humphrey’s
statements, he gave them, to a great extent, as
his personal testimony.

Topham’s journal resembles Humphrey’s
even more closely, perhaps, than Thayer’s has
been found to do, and equally clear evidence of
dependence can be found. For example, Top-
ham has no entry for October 26th. Hisaccount
of the 25th concludes thus: “Col. Green, Capt.
Topham & Thayer stay by desire of Col
Enos in order to hold a council of war. Re-
solved that Col. Enos should not go back,
but afterwards returned with the whole of
his division, viz.,, Capt. Williams, Scott &
McCobb. We proceeded over three carrying-
places, two small ones, and one half a mile
over, after coming up the river & a pond.
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Encamped 20 rods from the pond.” Our first
question is, why did not Topham say “I” in
the first sentence? In other places he did not
hesitate to speak of himself in the first person.
Our next is, why does he not mention October
26th? And our third might well be, where
were the carrying-places,— on the river or on
the pond? All these inquiries appear to be
answered by a quotation from Humphrey :

“[Oct.] 25. . . . Here Col Green Capt
Topham & Thayre stay’d by desire of Col
Enoe in order to hold a countiel of war in
which it was Determined that Enoe should not
go back. 26. This Day we proceeded over 3
Carrying places 2 small ones And one about §
a mile & through a pond that Is about } of a
mile & a carrying place as much more And
came to another pond & encamp’d.”

It seems perfectly clear that Topham copied
Humphrey, carelessly omitting a date and
muddling one sentence, yet, on the other hand,
adding a couple of facts. Consequently our
opinion of Topham’s journal is about like our
opinion of Thayer's”™ His testimony is sub-
stantially, yet not absolutely, that of an inde-
pendent witness. In both cases, it must be
remembered, in particular, that we do not know
when the journal was written, and as the
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endorsement of Humphrey is valuable in pro-
portion to the freshness of the writer's recollec-
tion, this value is an uncertain quantity.

Humphrey's narrative, also, may need to be
discounted somewhat. The first two months
of it do not appear to be in his handwriting,
and after January 5, 1776, when he was in
confinement at Quebec and ink was taken
away from him, the diary goes on in ink as
before. But there are hints that Humphrey
kept a record as he went, and it may fairly be
assumed, since his book must have suffered a
good deal of damage on the march, that he de-
cided later to have it copied.

The only other journals throwing light on
our subject, except some written by privates,
are one that has been lost and another that is
anonymous.

Lieutenant Heath,® of Captain Morgan’s
Virginia riflemen, kept a diary. It fell to one
of his descendants, a gentleman of Richmond,
Va., but has recently disappeared. And yet
we do obtain light from this document, for
Marshall used it freely in his Lzfe of Washing-
ton. Perhaps Marshall retained the part that
he used, for a gentleman who copied some
years ago what there was of Heath’s manu-
script informs me that what he saw did not
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begin until after the assault on Quebec (De-
cember 31st). Reasoning on this hint, I
thought the missing manuscript might possibly
be found among Marshall’'s papers. But I had
no success in this direction, for it soon ap-
peared that his papers were scattered.”

The anonymous journal was published in
Glasgow in 1776, and bears this title : Fournal
of a March of a Party of Provincials from
Carlisle to Boston and from Thence to Quebee.
The editor said in his Preface: “ The follow-
ing authentic Journal, wrote by an officer of
the Party, was sent from a Gentleman in Que-
bec to his Friend in Glasgow, who put it into
the hands of the Printers.” Evidently the
author belonged to the rifle company of Cap-
tain Hendricks. Now we are told by Henry
that Sergeant McCoy of Hendricks's company,
“an excellent clerk,” gave Major Murray of
the Quebec garrison *“a genuine copy of his
journal of the route through the wilderness
into Canada.” Of course a sergeant should
not be called an officer, but on the other hand
he might be spoken of as such, at least by a
civilian. Moreover, this anonymous record
has the air of coming from a sergeant. So it
seems to me very possible that the * Provin-
cial's” journal is neither more nor less than the
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missing narrative of jolly Sergeant McCoy.
This consideration gives it more weight; but
there is no certainty about its authorship, and
we must reckon further on the errors of a
copyist and of two printing offices,—one in
Scotland and another in America,—for I have
had to rely on Egle’s version® The testi-
mony of the journal is mainly sound and valu-
able, but it is seldom full. Distances made
the central point of the author's thought, and
even in this respect he is neither minute nor
precisely correct. Yet the meagreness of the
record adds to the impression of its genuine-
ness and contemporaneity.

Next come a series of reports from the
rank and file, which form a most valuable sup-
plement to the records of the officers. Abner
Stocking, a Connecticut soldier, shows once
more how the last may be first, for his journal
appeared as a book in 1810, while no offi-
cer's account has ever done as well But
here we meet a serious difficulty. Stocking
certainly belonged to Hanchet’s company.®
The official records of Connecticut, the offi-
cial British list of the men captured when
Quebec was assaulted, and the similar list at-
tached to what has been called Ware’s jour-
nal, all agree on this point. Stocking was
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a man, too, from whom we might expect a
journal. He was above the average age of
Arnold’s men® His father, Captain Abner
Stocking, was a prominent man in the town;
his grandfather, George Stocking, had been a
captain in the militia; one of his brothers be-
came a Methodist minister. It looks at first
a bit suspicious that the diary of a Connecticut
man should have been published by relatives
at Catskill, New York, especially as we have
no record that any of his relatives went there;
but we know that people did go from the
quarries near his home to open quarries at
Catskill. So far we can make our way. But
we find on reading the journal that the auther
of it was not, as a rule, where we have excel-
lent reasons to believe that Hanchet's com-
pany was.® At the same time Stocking’s record
has every appearance of individuality and good
faith.

A reasonable explanation may perhaps lie
within reach. While Stocking was impris-
oned at Quebec, he might naturally resolve to
enliven the tedium of confinement, and obtain
a souvenir of a notable experience, by writing
an account of the incidents that had taken
place. Perhaps he had begun a journal and
given it up. Anyhow, his memory was full of
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facts, but he needed a chronological string to
hang them on. He might, then, without the
slightest intention to deceive, borrow the string
from one of his comrades, modifying and ex-
tending freely his comrade’s narrative accord-
ing to his personal recollection. Later we
shall approach this problem from another
point of view. Whatever we conclude about
it, we must look upon Stocking’s journal with
some reserve ; yet the author was so evidently
a careful, sensible man, observant and also
reflective, that we cannot help regarding his
narrative as in substance reliable.  As for his
manuscript, it seems to have disappeared en-
tirely, and we have no means of judging how
accurately it was printed.*

Journals not so well written as Stocking’s,
but free from suspicion, have come to us from
James Melvin® of Dearborn’s company, and
Caleb Haskell of Ward's.

The whereabouts of Melvin’s manuscript are
now unknown. It was first printed in 1857,
and William J. Davis, who is said to have been
private secretary to George Bancroft, prefixed
an Introduction. We may probably assume
that the printed version represents the original
accurately, especially as the Introduction states
that Melvin’s penmanship was *exceedingly
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neat.” The journalist was a painstaking man,
one would say, and there is no reason to ques-
tion his honesty ; but he was merely a private,
and possessed only ordinary intelligence.
Neither do we know how long after the events
his diary was written. However, these are
points of no great practical importance, for
Melvin adds little to the other journals. Only
a few times does his narrative become of
special significance, and in those cases the dan-
ger of a departure from the original seems
to be slight,

Caleb Haskell was a Newburyport man,
and according to tradition a cabinet-maker and
a sailor at different times® He was a plain,
. sensible person, and made a plain, sensible
narrative of what he saw and heard. Particu-
lars are often wanting, and occasionally there
is an error; but in its rather limited way the
journal is decidedly valuable. It was first
published in a Newburyport newspaper, and
afterwards, in 1881, Mr. Withington issued it
as a pamphlet. I have been fortunate enough
to light upon the copy used by the printer,
and, better still, to have a critical comparison
made with the manuscript,® and so have ob-
tained the reading of the original.  The
printed copy is substantially correct, though it
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contains a few significant errors; but the
grammar, spelling, and capitalisation of Has-
kell's text were considerably modified. What
is doubtless more important, somebody has
made erasures in the original that blot entirely
what was written.

In the Proceedings of the Massachusetts His-
torical Society for April, 1886, there is printed
a journal of the Kennebec expedition pre-
sented by Justin Winsor, and attributed to
Ebenezer Wild.® But the Massachusetts ar-
chives do not give the name of any Ebenezer
Wild who can have gone to Canada with
Arnold. That, to be sure, is not conclusive,
for some of the Massachusetts members of the
Kennebec detachment do not appear on the
Massachusetts rolls; they seem to have en-
listed especially for this expedition. But the
author of the journal was taken prisoner at
the assault on Quebec, and no Ebenezer Wild
appears in “ Ware's” list of the men captured.
Neither does he appear on the British list of
prisoners.® This is not all. We know of a
Revolutionary soldier who bore that name.
He enlisted on May 12, 1775, as a corporal, and
was reported by his captain, Lemuel Trescott,
as serving at Prospect Hill on October 6,
1775. more than three weeks after the Quebec
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detachment had departed. This Wild kept
journals. One was devoted to the Ticon-
deroga expedition of 1776, and at the close of
it, he speaks of setting out for the Saratoga
campaign in the words: “I marched for my
second campaign.” But this would have been
his third campaign had he gone to Quebec.®
Finally, the manuscript of the journal attribut-
ed to Wild makes no claim that it was com-
posed by a person of that name. The natural
inference from these facts is that the document
is a copy of a record kept by some one else.”

In the New England Historical and Genea-
logical Register for 1852 there appeared a
journal almost identical with this attributed to
Wild. It was represented as the composition
of Joseph Ware, of Needham, Mass. ; and it
has been so attributed since.® Just why there
was so much confidence about this does not
appear, for according to Mr. Winsor’s notes it
bore no indication of source except the words
“ Joseph Ware his book.” If this is enough
to prove authorship, what must be the number
of schoolboys wickedly robbed of their copy-
right dues on Webster's Spelling Book™ !

The simple fact is that Joseph Ware of
Needham cannot have written the journal, for
he did not belong to Arnold’s army. The
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Massachusetts archives contain a roll dated
Cambridge, October 5, 1775, which reports
him as a corporal in Whiting’s company of
Heath’s regiment on that day. There was,
however, a Joseph Ware in Ward’s company
of Arnold’s army, for the name is down in
both our lists of the prisoners of December
31st.¥ But this is all the information that we
have.  Although several Joseph Wares ap-
pear on the Massachusetts rolls, no one of
that name is reported as *“ gone to Quebec,”—
the usual formula,—and we must conclude
that this was somebody who enlisted specially
for the Canada campaign, and cannot be
identified. In that case the journal, if writ-
ten by him, is practically anonymous.

But now comes the explanation of the mys-
tery. In the book of the Lockes—a gene-
alogy of the Locke family — the author says ®:

“I have been furnished by Mr, William Tolman of
Watertown, N. Y., with a portion of a journal,” a part
having been lost, which he alleges was ‘kept’ by his
father, Ebenezer Tolman, who was a member of the
same company to which Mr. Ware belonged. A com-
parison of this journal with what is called the original of
Mr. Ware establishes the fact that one is a copy of the
other, or that both are copies of some other. They are,
with the exception of now and then a word, identically
the same, save one important entry, which will be
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noticed. A comparison also shows with considerable
certainty that they were written by the same hand. The
writing is very similar, and I think I am not mistaken in
the opinion that he who penned the one also penned the
other ; and there is a reasonable presumption that Mr,
Tolman was the penman, and that the one furnished me
by his son is the original ; and for several reasons.

“First, it appears to have been written at different
periods, and has an older appearance than Mr. Ware's
copy, which looks as though it was written all at one
time and almost with the same pen.

‘“ Second, Mr. Ware does not use the personal pronoun
‘I’ from beginning to end, whereas Mr. Tolman says
under date of January 19,1776 : ‘ This day I was taken
down with the small pox, and carried to the Hospital,
and in 15 days was able to return to the prison.’

‘ And lastly, two sons and two daughters of Mr. Tol-
man, now living, all unite in saying that they have, time
and again, heard their father speak of Aés journal as one
that /¢ ‘kept ' on the march and while in prison, and
that they have mo doubt that it is in his handwriting.

Mr. Tolman and Mr. Ware had frequent inter-
course after the war,’” and the former may have fur-
nished the latter with a copy of his journal.”

There certainly was an Ebenezer Tolman
(or Toleman) in Ward’s company of Arnold's
army, the company in which we find a Joseph
Ware. The evidence in Tolman's favour, set
over against the facts about Wild and Ware,
seems decisive, so that we may boldly discard
the two latter names, and attribute their
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journals to the former. Of course, this is not
quite satisfactory, for we have not the original
manuscript, and have only Mr. Locke’s testi-
mony that Tolman’s copy differed very slightly
from Ware’s ; but it is the best we can do, for
the Tolman original appears to have disap-
peared from our ken.®

Unfortunately, we are not quite done with
this journal. The same difficulty meets us as
in the case of Stocking. Tolman belonged to .
the third division, but his record belongs to
the first. Is this another case like Stocking's,
whatever be the explanation of that? Pre-
sently we shall try to make up our minds.

The next document on our list is Morison’s.
Morison ® was only a private in Hendricks's
company of Pennsylvania riflemen, but he cer-
tainly possessed what he called “an extensive
imagination,” with intensive feelings to match,
and a good deal of general intelligence. His
record is both interesting and valuable as a
picture of the brave, hopeful, patriotic soldier,
laughing at hardship until too weak to produce
a laugh, and then pushing doggedly on; but
he wielded the quill of a ready penman, felt
over-anxious for effect, and was too often
incomplete or incorrect in detail. A tinge of
scepticism is advisable in reading his account.
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The original manuscript I have neither seen
nor heard of. It was printed at Hagerstown
in 1803, and a copy of this edition exists in
the library of the Pennsylvania Historical So-
ciety. As the title-page of the book states
that it was * published from the manuscript,” we
may probably conclude that the original went
the way of other printer's “copy”; and this
appears the more likely because Morison was
dead, and the publisher, as he issued the book
at his own risk, was not likely to increase his
bill of costs by having the rather voluminous
manuscript copied. How accurately the print-
ing was done, we have, therefore, no means of
judging.

With all its plainly marked personal pecul-
iarities, Morison’s journal shows a certain
family likeness to * Provincial's.” This makes
a group of four suspicious documents, and
it is now time to investigate the problem of
origin more fully.

Tolman’s case may be taken up first. His
journal, at bottom, is clearly not his own, for,
as we have seen, it describes things from the
point of view of the first division, while he
belonged to the third. Further, we have a
diary from another member of the same com-
pany, Haskell, which agrees with what we

4
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should expect, not with what Tolman gives
us. Further still, there is internal evidence
to the same effect. For instance, here is a
bit of Tolman’s journal :

“[Oct.] sth, 6th & 7th.—Pushed up to the head of
the Kennebec, where we carried out into a pond. These
last three days we came about 20 miles. 8th.—This
day we pushed on very briskly, it being Sunday. The
foremost companies lying still on account of heavy
rains ; we marched all day, it being very wet & cold,
& suffered a good deal from the inclemency of the
weather, and came up with some of them at night. gth,
roth & rith.—Carried to the first pond,” etc. :

How does it happen that on the morning of
October 8th Tolman found himself a “brisk ”
day’s march behind the riflemen, when, ac-
cording to his own journal, he left Fort
Western the day they did, and moved as they
moved all the way? Stranger still, how does
it happen that it took him all day Sunday to
reach the point which he has just stated that
he reached Saturday night,— the point where
all left the Kennebec? A glance at ‘ Pro-
vincial's” account explains all this: “[Oct.]
5, 6, 7. We poled & dragged against a
shallow stream & encamped at the place where
we leave Kinnebec. Three days made 20
miles. 8. Lay in our tents on account of a
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heavy rain.” Evidently Tolman relied on * Pro-
vincial ” or Morison for October sth, 6th, and
7th, but wished to give the doings of his own
company for the 8th; and so, instead of fol-
lowing his guide for the latter, merely alludes
to the “foremost companies.” Haskell con-
firms this by saying that on the 8th they
went eight miles in the rain. That Tolman
leaned on * Provincial ” rather than Morison is
hinted by a great number of close verbal
similarities,— even many whole sentences ; and
by the fact that both he and * Provincial”
give figures omitted by Morison. Yet Tolman
was not a slavish imitator. At one time he
did not pursue the same route as * Pro-
vincial,” and his journal is faithful to the
fact. There are many differences of wording
or arrangement between the two, and in some
cases he makes additions. With proper care,
use may be made of his record.

Stocking’s case is by no means so clear.
Resemblances between him and “ Provincial ”
there certainly are. The whole general course
of the two is the same. Whenever ¢ Provincial ”
lumps the record of two days or three days,
Stocking, with two exceptions, does the same. -
Where there is a gap in one, the other is si-
lent ; and more minute points are not wanting.*
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Apparently Morison cannot have been his
authority, for Morison’s record of October
17th and 18th is: “ We ascended this river 36
miles, these last two days, carrying over two
small carrying-places of about 10 rods each”;
while Stocking has it: “17. After passing
over a small carrying place of 16 rods we
rowed 16 miles up the river. . . . 18.
This day we rowed 20 miles & passed a short
carrying place. . . .” But a similar diffi-
culty arises October sth, 6th, and 7th with re-
ference to regarding either “ Provincial's” or
Tolman’s journal as Stocking’s original. These
are only specimen cases. At all times he shows
independence, and he adds matter of his own
liberally. It may be that he wrote with more
than one journal before him. Anyhow, it
seems impossible to do more than say that
he made a very independent use of some
journal or journals of the first division as
the thread of his story. His record is much
more valuable than Tolman’s, because fuller
~and more individual, but it must be followed
with caution.

Morison belonged undoubtedly where he
represents himself, and he was no mere im-
itator. In its way his account is no less in-
dividual than Stocking’s. But it has the
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look, not of a daily record, but of a free re-
working of something else, filled out with
many additions. For an example, the record
of October 18th may be referred to again:
“We ascended the river 36 miles these last
two days, carrying over two small carrying-
places of about 10 rods each. In this en-
campment we were confined the four following
days by heavy rains.” From the first sentence
one would infer that the record was made
at the close of the 18th; but the next sentence
negatives this idea. Besides this, we find
in places, particularly November sth and 6th,
an almost verbal resemblance to “ Provincial ”
and Tolman.

Under date of November 4th, he says:
“ Last night we got plenty of good beef and
potatoes, but not much bread,” and Tolman
records : *“ Last night had plenty of beef &
potatoes ; but little or no bread was to be
had” ; while * Provincial * writes under date of
November 3d: *“ Herewe . . . gotplenty
of good beef & potatoes, little or no bread.”
As Tolman’s journal was probably not based
on Morison, it would seem to follow that
Morison’s was based here on Tolman. But
Morison may have used more than one source.
The main point is to remember that his
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record is not altogether his own, though he
was an eye-witness of the march, and in a
sense confirms the record that he adopts.

Simon Fobes, a private in Hubbard's com-
pany, is next in order.® What he gives us
is not a journal, but recollections, put in
writing sixty years after the events took place.
His narrative contains many errors, but it
adds a number of items which we seem justi-
fied in accepting.

This completes the list of original docu-
ments covering the whole of the march to
Quebec, but we have also the diary of Ephraim
Squier® of Scott's company, one of those
who turned back in the wilderness and made
for Cambridge. As the only account of this
retreat, the journal has a special value; and
for us it is of considerable importance all the
while, because no other pen was going in the
fourth division. But the story is that of a
common soldier, very plain, simple, and meagre,
and not always accurate. So far as authen-
ticity is concerned, however, we are on firm
ground, for the manuscript is preserved in the
Pension Bureau at Washington. It has been
printed, but not carefully. I have gone back
to the original. One can scarcely avoid judg-
ing from the manuscript that what we have
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here is a contemporary, unaltered record, as
Squier himself stated.

To these sources may be added an account
of the expedition by the Rev. Jacob Bailey,®
a tory clergyman of Pownalborough, on the
Kennebec, and a careful and voluminous
writer whose work has never been published.
The number of facts that he adds is not large,
but his point of view makes all that he says
interesting. Of course he was not an eye-
witness of the march, but he knew about
things done in his immediate vicinity, and
seems to have obtained information from
guides, and perhaps from other persons who
traversed the wilderness.

Finally, we have letters bearing on the
subject, particularly from Arnold, Captain
Dearborn, and Captain Ward.#

In short, the witnesses are many and their
testimony is full, though it covers by no means
every point. A satisfactory harmony of all
these varying accounts, often confused and
often inaccurate, is hard to secure; but the
problem has to be faced.®



IT1
CAMBRIDGE TO GARDINERSTON

THE Orderly Book' of Colonel William

Henshaw, who was Adjutant-General at
Cambridge until Washington took command,
and then served as assistant to Gates, con-
tains this entry :

“ Head-quarters, Sept. s5th, 1775. Parole Waltham ;
countersign York. . . . A detachmnent, consisting of
two lieutenant colonels, two majors, 10 captains, 3o sub-
alterns, 3o sergeants, 3o corporals, 4 drummers, z fifers &
676 privates, to parade to-morrow morning at eleven
o'clock, upon the Common in Cambridge, to go upon
command with Colonel Arnold, of Connecticut. One
company of Virginia riflemen® & two companies from
Colonel Thompson's Pennsylvania regiment of rifiemen’
to parade at the same tine & place, to join the above
detachment. Tents & necessaries convenient & proper
for the whole will be supplied by the Quartermaster-
General immediately upon the detachment being col-
lected. As it is iinagined the officers & men sent from
the regiments, both here & at Roxbury, will be such
volunteers as are active woodsmen & well acquainted
with bateaux, so it is recommended that none but such
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will offer themselves for this service. Colonel Arnold
& the Adjutant General will attend upon the Common
in Cambridge to-morrow, in the forenoon, to receive
and parade their detachments. The Quartermaster-
General will be also there, to supply tents, &c. ”

Adding to the figures of the order about
250 riflemen, a surgeon with his mate and two
m—adjutants, two quartermasters,*
a chaplain, and a few volunteers;® we reach a
total of almost exactly 1050.° Washington
called the detachment *“one thousand men”;
and, speaking roundly, that was the number
of the rank and file.

On the 8th of September, the Commander-
in-chief issued this order:

“‘The detachments going under the command of Col.
Arnold, to be forthwith taken off the roll of duty, and
to march this evening to Cambridge Common, where
tents and everything necessary is provided for their
reception. The rifle company at Roxbury™ and those
from Prospect Hill, to march early tomorrow morn-
ing to join the above detachment. Such officers and
men as are taken from Gen. Green’s brigade for the
above detachment are to attend the muster of their re-
spective regiments tomorrow morning at 7 o’clock upon
Prospect Hill ; when the muster is finished they are
forthwith to rejoin the detachment at Cambridge.”

In view of what followed, the delay in set-
ting out seems extremely unfortunate. Wash-
ington’s intention was not at fault, and he
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felt greatly disappointed at the loss of time.
But it proved more difficult than was expected
to make the necessary preparations, and Squier
informs us that when the men were paraded
—an. Monday, Sep_gembex_'__l_lth ‘“in order to
march for Quebec,” some of them refused
“to move without a month’s pay,— “so we
stayed still in Cambridge.” The advance did,
however, begm on that day,® and on Wednes-
day the major part set out. Newburyport,®
a good harbour on the Merrimac River, about
three miles from the sea, was to be the rendez-
vous. First of all the riflemen moved; and
after spending one night at Neale’s Tavern, and
the next at Mr. Bunkam's church, they camped
on Wednesday, the 13th, about a mile from
the Merrimac.® The musket men formed two
battalions. The first of these, led by Lieu-
tenant-Colonel Roger Enos and Major Return
J. Meigs, consisted of five companies, com-
manded by Thomas Williams, Henry Dear-
born, Oliver Hanchet, William Goodrich, and
a captain whom we know only as Scott. Leav-
ing Cambridge toward evening on Wednes-
day, this battalion spent the night in Medford."
The next day, after passing through Malden
and Lynn, they stopped in Salem and Dan-
vers.? On Friday they crossed Beverly and
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Wenham, and rested for the night in Rowley
and Ipswich; and early on Saturday they ar-
rived at Newburyport
The second battalion was led by Lieutenant-
Colonel Christopher Greene and Major Tim-
othy Bigelow. The captains were five in
number, and their names were Samuel Ward,
Simeon Thayer, John Topham, Jonas Hub-
bard, and Samuel McCobb. Setting out on
the 13th, earlier in the day than the first
battalion, this party were able to reach Malden
before night, Beverly® on Thursday, and
Newburyport on Friday.* Arnold himself,
after lingering at Cambridge until Friday,®
pushed on so vigorously that he dined at
Salem,” and lodged that same night in New-
buryport.
. On Saturday * the little army were all near
the point of their next departure, but not
all together. The riflemen were encamped in
Newbury, near the edge of Newburyport, by
what was known as the Trayneing Green and
is now called the upper Common,” while the
rest of the soldiers pitched their tents else-
where or found lodgings in the Town-house,
a church, and two rope-walks in the Port."”
Twenty men from Newbury and the Port
were members of the force, besides the Rev.
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Samuel Spring, the chaplain, and both officers
and men were hospitably treated. Many last
preparations proved necessary, and it was a
busy time.

Nathaniel Tracy, Arnold’s host,® was a man
of considerable wealth at that day, and partic-
ularly interested in ships. It was to him that
Washington had addressed himself for vessels
to transport the detachment to the Kennebec,*®
and he advanced 4700 of lawful money to fit
out the expedition. Thanks in part to his
exertions the fleet was there, and was ade-
quate ; but certainly not all the vessels were
grand : “dirty coasters & fish boats” they
seemed to Fobes.

Saturday the winds were contrary ; but, in
accordance with orders from the Commander-
in-chief, Arnold sent off three scouting vessels
toward the Kennebec, toward the Isles of
Shoals, and along-shore, with instructions to
report as quickly as possible whether any
British cruisers or men-of-war could be seen.

Sunday there were head winds and thick
weather, but the preparations to embark went
on, and a review was held.® Religion also
was remembered, and the troops listened to

their chaplain, or marched under arms to
church.®
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The transports—eleven schooners and sloops
—lay at the wharves near the centre of the
town, and on Monday afternoon® the men
embarked, — none too willingly, it must be
confessed, for in at least one case a guard
was necessary to keep them aboard. Nothing
more was needed but favourable conditions
for setting sail, since one of the scouting
fleet had come in and reported the coast quite
clear.®

Tuesday, rather early in the forenoon,
anchors were weighed, and at midday ten of
the transports were safely off. The schooner
Swallow, however, ran aground, and could
not be floated at that tide® Captain Scott
was ordered to remain aboard with eleven
others, and follow as soon as he could; but
the rest of the passengers were transferred,
and early in the afternoon the fleet set sail
for the Kennebec and Canada with a favourable
wind.

The following signals,” issued to the fleet,
show that careful preparations for contingen-
cies were made :

‘“ 1. Signal for speaking with the whole fleet: en-
sign at main-topmast head.
‘“2. Signal for chasing a sail : ensign at fore-topmast

head.
5
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“3. Signal for heaving to: lantern at mast head
& two guns, if head on shore; and three guns, if off
shore,

‘4 Signal for making sail in the night: lantern at
mast head, & four guns. In the day, for making sail :
jack at fore-topmast head.

“5. Signal for dispersing & every vessel making the
nearest harbor : ensign at main peak.

“ 6. Signal for boarding any vessel : jack at main-
topmast head, & the whole fleet to draw up in a line,
as near as possible.

“N. B. No guns to be fired without orders.”

About four o’clock two fishing schooners
were spoken, but nothing was heard of hos-
tile ships ; and, after keeping on the course ®
until about midnight, the fleet hove to off
Wood Island® It was a quick passage,—
nearly or quite one hundred miles® in about
eleven hours, for Wood Island lies close on
the left hand as one approaches the Kennebec
from the south-west.

The first look when daylight broke was not
quite an agreeable one. Rocky islands are
very plentiful at the mouth of the Kennebec,
and the fleet seemed in very dangerous com-
pany. But all went well, though three of the
transports missed their way for a time; and
half an hour after