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ln 1682 the leading marchants in New France 

formed the Compagnie du Nord to exploit the choice fura 

in the Hudson Bay area and to challenge the English 

Hudson's Bay Company. The Compagnie du Nord's initial 

laCk of success convinced its directors that a charter 

was essential for effective competition against the 

Eng1ish. 'rhis charter was granted by the French Crown 

in 1685. and the fo1lowing year the Compagnie du Nord 

embarked on a- policy of military aggression, which 

reached its climax in 1690, when the English holdings 

vere reduced to only one post. However, by 1694, 

after several unsuccessful efforts to capture tbis 

post, the Compagnie du Nord, whose finances were 

exhausCed and whose organization was tom by internal 

dispute, ceased to be effectively invo1ved in the Hudson 

Bay fur trade. ln 1700, after a11 attempts to revive 

the Compagnie Hu Nord had failed, it8 charter was revoked 

by the French Crown. 
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INtRODUCTION 

ra date there haa be." DO .1ng1e atudy devoted 

to the history of the Compaspie du No", often referred 

to aa the Compagnie de la Paye d' Hudaon. The moat 

comprehenaive treatlllent of thia Company i. found ln two 

works, to which 1 am greatly indebted. Profe •• or E. E. 

Rich's tborough atudy, the Hudaon'. Bax COmpany. 1670-1763, 

Vol. l, containa valuable information on the Compa~nle 

du Nord, altbDugh this won is occ.aioully marred by 

aome errors, whic:h are referred to in the footnotes of 

tbia theais. Guy Fr6gau1t's lberyille le conquirant, 

a1ao glves an aeeount of the Compagnie du Nord, but 

lnformatlon on the Company' a ear1y years ia acaree. 

Of a11 the gener.1 hiatories on New France, Profesaor 

W. :J. Eceles' C!nada und .. Louis XIV, by far, eontains 

the D10at pereepti.ve treatment of the Company. Other 

vorlts, aueh as the 1ate Harold A. Il'lnis' 'Dle FUr trade 

ln Capada, whieh states in a footnote on page 50 tbat 

documents re1ating to the Company are exceedingly rare, 

ravea1 a 1ac:k of unde:rstanding coneerning the Compagnie 

du Nord. Nene of the works eonsu1ted bas satisfaetori1y 

exp1ained the Company's meehanies of operation, ie. 

dlrectorsh1p, lts flnanees, or the ro1e played by lts 

li 
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French direct:ors. 

In ~1aw of the fact tbat no atudy of the Compagnie 

du Nord mdata, it ia the purpoae of thia theaia tg 

preaent a comprehaaive hi a tory of the Company, froID the 

early evats leading to ita formation iD 1682, until 

ita demise iD 1700, which CUl be attributed to the 

follow1ns t:hree causes: the lack of royal support for 

the Company; the raaote location of Hudson Bay; and the 

Campany's weak organization. 

It i. !DY pleasure to tbaDk the following people 

and institutions for their help, which enabled the 

completion of tbis thesis: Profeasor Fernand Ouellet 

of Carleton University, who waa kiDd enough to give me 

hia ad'Vice on some of the Compagnie du Nord's financial 

problems; Kr. A. Clevan of the Hudaon' s Bay Company in 

Montreal, who permitted me to examine the pelta of 

various canadian animals and provided a practical 

axplana tion of canada 'a present-dey fur trade; the 

Department of transport in Fort Churchill Manitoba and 

!>foosonee Ontario, which supplied me vith climatologica L 

information on these respective areas; Mr. Douglas G. 

Pope, M.R.A.I.C., Hlas Diane L. Moing, and Mr. William 

StudDicki of the Sir George Williams University Depart­

ment of Geography, wbo aided in the preparation of the 

tables and maps; and the ataffs of the Redpath Library 
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and th. Public Arch1 .... of CeDada, •• p.cia11y Dr. J.­

Roger Comeau, th. H .. d of Che Pr.-COnfed .. ation S.ction. 

1 ..:, of cours., d • ..,ly ind.bted to ray dir.ctor 

of .CUdi •• , Prof •• sor Y'Y_ P. Zoltvany for ao generou.ly 

gi'YiDs his till. and 1earned actrice, which bas spar.d me 

num~s errors of omi •• ion and commi.sion. R.ad1 ••• 

to s.y, 1 aeeept full respon.ibi1ity for any error. 

wbieh .ti11 exi.t. My lIIO.t .inc ... tbaDk. are a1.0 due 

to .... R. d. le Ronde for her eEeeptiona1 eare and 

intere.t in ~. preparation of t:b1. ~e.crlpt. Above 

a11, 1 wi.h to tbank IllY vif., Eva, not on1y for buring 

vith an overdoae of the CoapaImie du Nord iD converaation 

for th. firat tvo yeara of our marriege, but a1.0, for 

her encouragement, under. tanding, and help in .0 many 

.ay •• 
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.- . . . -. . ~ . 
mE ORlGIRS OP lA COMPAGl!1!! DU l!ORP 

ln 1670 a srGUP of EDsl1.h a •• oclat •• recel~ed 

a royal cbar1:er lncorporatlll8 thaD UDdc the title of 

the "Governor aDd COIIIp8fty of Actventur ... of EDgland 

tradeiDs iDto Hud.on's Bay.n l !he Eagli.h vere DOW fr •• 

Co e.tabl1ah po.ts iD aD ar.. tbat wa. a breedlDs g~d 

of tbe vorld'. fiDe.t buvez: pelt.. B.fore long, the 

fur trade of New Franc. bagaD to IUffer a. a ruult of 

the EDgl1.h pre.ence at the Bay. to counter tbi. 

presence, a group of Canadien mez:cbant. formeeS the 

eo.aple du Nord ln 1682. l'he aamlnatlon of the 

eYenta 1 .. 4ing up Co the formation of thls Comp&Dy ls 

the purpose of thi. cbapter. 

Llnked to the St. Lawrence Rlver &Dd the Gr_t 

Laltes by an lntricate aystem of lakea &Dd rivera, Hudson 

Bay can be reached ln a IlUIIlbez: of ways. 2 . V .... l. froID 

l'the Publl". of !l!j ,4.n'. ·'·11 Record 
~ety (henceforth ,ad... Ch MlIlutes of 

HUdson's Bay Company, 1671-1674," Vol. Vi 1942), 
p. 131. 

2See Map 1, Appendlx B, &Dfra, p. 225. 
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Europe cou1d sal1 lnto elther the Upper or Lover Bay,l 

a1tboUSh prob1 .. s of navlgati.on made sal11Dg ln the 

Lover Bay a rlsky affalr. !heretore, IDOst ~e •• e1 • 

• al1ed on1y as far as the vestern coast of Badson Bay, 

vh11e the Bottom of the Bay, today deslpated as Jame. 

Bay, vas r .. ched by DleaDS of the DUIIlerou. riTer. f1ow1Dg 

into lt. The two most COImlOD routes vere a. fo110v.: 

from 'radoussac via the Saguenay Rlver to Lake HeadscO, 

and down Rupert River to the Bay; thls vay vas be11avec:l 

to be the .. sler of the t:wo; 2 the other cour.e va. from 

Montreal, up the Ottawa 1U.ver to Lake Temi.kam1ng, on ta 

Lake Abltibi, down the Abltibl River tG the Maose River, 

and on to the Bay. Ânother les. fraquent route to J'ames 

Bay uti11zed the Albany Rlver, whlch cou1d be reached 

via Lake Super1or. Since the Rupert, Moose, and Albany 

Rivers vere the three major waterways 1eading tG J'ames 

Bay, trading post. were 8Vent:ua11y estab11.hec! at the 

junction of the.e rivers and the Bay. 1'hree lmportaDt 

l'the Upper Bay i. aquiva1ent tG wbat is today 
Hudson Bay, and the Lower Bay, tG Jame. Bay. ln t:his 
thesis, the term Hud.on Bay is usad in 1 ts Saventee:nth 
Centilry contaxt, meaning both Hudson and James Bay. 

2Baro1d Â. Innis, !e~ ifade i" Capte; Ag 
Intro'Sition to candi.n ff.!lôiDk JSton (2nd ecl. 
rav.; oron tG , 196 , p. • 
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river. f10villl lDto Rad.OD Bay, the Re1,oD, Baye'-, a. 

Snerll, ver. u.ect by the ladiall' tG brllll Ch.ir far. tG 

th. Bq11.h and Pr_eh po.t •• 1t:aate4 at th. 1IOtI1:h8 of 

the •• river.. By far the ... t lIIportant tvo river. of 

the BadSOIl and 3.... Bay .y.t.. vere th. R.1.oll aad 

th. Baye., both of whlch dralnecl a hlllterla. _tafias 

a. far v •• t a. Lake WiDIllpes. 'lb • .ouths of th... tvo 

rlver., vh1ch vere d1vld84 by a narJ:OW .trip of laDd", 

ver. ld .. 11y .uitect for fur tradllll po.t., alld thls 

.. tlre area eaae tG be bowa a. the Port R.1.o~ resloD,l 

vhere '8'1 ... 1 pnllclpa1 po.ts were estab11.hect."2 

'lbe ... er. c1t.atlc colldltloll. prewal1iDs at 

the Baya. we11 a. th. phy.lca1 bardshlp. lB'9D1vect lB 

reachlll8 1 t, acted a. a .troll! d.terreDt tG t:ho •• 

lDter •• ted ln •• tab11.billS p .... neDt post. lB thls "mo.t 

dreadfu1 COUIltry ill the vor1d ... 3 l'he trial. _dured 

.!~~~1~N~1:CO~1;ai·~3~5r~Im~i~e~,~:;:;tj~~~Ii~~~ieii~' ~694- 714· • t , 
trans a tecl f1"Oll th. Fr_eh ee!i tion of 1 vi th Ilot.s 
and lldlnductloll by R. Doug1a. and 3. R. Wallace (Ottava, 
1926)", "llltroductioll," p. 7. 'lb. FreDeh came to ca11 
1Ib.. R.1.oll River, La Rivi'r. Bourboll, but oft_, the 
Dame Bourbon va. u.ee! to r.fer tG the _tire Port Ne1.on 
regioll. 

2S.e Map Il. Appendix B", infra", p. 226. 

.. 3R9~enJ' B.1~ fi _ ~lf HiltOEJ Of 
HUdIO! Bay, ~ • B. ~i ( e b ications 0 the 
Champ Aln SocietY," Vol. XV111;1'oronto", 1931l, "Letters 
of La Potherie," trans. David B. Key", "L.tter 1"," p. 227. 
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whi1e travelling to this remote ar .. vere exeratiating1y 

difflcu1t. whether the trave11er used the over1aDd 

route "croaaies stream. and 1itt1e rivera "'p to his 

waste in those severe ... sons. ,,1 or voya8ed by ..... a 

trip vhieh took him .0 close to the North Pole tbat iD 

ear1y October the 8Uft was no longer vilib1e and the 

fierce. icy vind. a1ready prevai1ed. 2 Such voyages 

vere made on1y at the 8reatest risk. "tbrough a1mo.t 

iDsurlllountab1e toila and dangerl'." and the .hipl that 

llanaged to return to BUrope, after 10siftS most of their 

merl through 8CUny, vere often corroded aDd battered by 

ice. 3 

Life at the Bay was extr-.e1y difficu1t, if not 

iDto1erab1e. even to the Seventeenth Century &1ropean. 

who waa used to privation', hardship'. and the ever­

present threat of death. For those vho vere good 

hUftter. or fi.hermen, there were abtmdant: supp1iea of 

partridge, hare, caribou. deer, gee.e, duclt.. and fi.h 

of a11 k'.,Dd, 4 "but: the Uftbearab1e co1d which mo.t of 

1w.g •• "Letter IV," p. 220. 

2~., "Letter VIII,~' pp. 268-69. 

31bid., "Letter VIII," p. 227. See the entire 
"Letter VIII." pp. 268-77. for La Potherie's ,":'!id 
description of scurYf suffered in the northern regions. 

41ld& •• "Letter IV," p. 221; .J~lmie, l'wepty 
Y .. r. of York Factory, pp. 37-38. 
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the tlme h011ov. the che •• and fre.e. the no.e. and .ra of tho.e vho expo.e th •• elve. too lons to the 
. 1 

open air ••• ," .. de it neee •• ary for inbabitant. to 

.tock up at an early date on .upplie. tbat could l •• t 

the entire vinter. ODee vinter came, there wa. li tt1e 

a man eould do to allev1ate the .evere eold and boredom. 

Althoush "the Indian. vere a .en.ible People, [agreeins] 

their Women .hould be _de u.e of," and although the 

Indian vOlllen vere "very fri.ky when Youns, [vith] 

Maiden. Very rare to be found at 13 or 14 Yeara, .. 2 

the.e "Maiden." seldOlll came into contact vi th the 

IUropean men during the vinter. Thu., the unbappy 

adventurers vere foreed to endure the eold and eaeh 

otherl • c:ompany vithout the help cl. the female sexe In 

the suiamer. as the folloving de.cription points out, 

life vas oraly slightly more bearable: 

There i. no m .. n between the co Id and the hea t 
at this .... on. wen heat is excessive and the 
eold is piereins. The vind. from the North, 
vhich come froID 'Ches .. , dispense the heat, 
and you perspire vith the heat

3
in the mornins 

and are frozen in the avening. 

In view of these hindranees, it ~s an astonishing faet 

tbat We.tern Europ ••• dared to venture for th to this 

lDoeumen~.I.' ad. Tyrrell, "La Potherie, Letter 
IV," p. 221. 

2E. E. Rich, fJ!d.onl. Bay Company. 1670-Ull 
(Toronto. 1960), l, 6 • 

3~~t, ad. Tyrrell, "La Potherie, Latter 
IV," pp. 2~~ , 
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deso1ate country. 

the Europeans 1 deaire to proeur beaver from the 

Hudaon Bay area accounts for their vi11ingneaa to endure 

aueh bardahipa, for i t was an undiaputed fact the t the 

waterways rur.ning into the Bay were the source of the 

beat beaver furs in the wor1d. 1 the beavers of thia 

area, oving to the severe northern c1imate, grew a 

heavier fur than thoae of the more souther1y parts of 

the North Amerlcan Continent. 2 Theae furs were known 

aa caator graa, for the body aweat of the Indians who 

wore them aa protection againat the eold loosened the 

firat coat of course guard hairs. '!hus, the traders 

were 1eft with the aecond coat of short underfur, "the 

finest Down in the wor1d, ,,3 whose strands contained 

tiny invisible barbs that caused them to stick togetber 

when matted into fe1t. 4 This ça-SOr gras came into 

l lbid., "Introduction," p. 7; Rich, Sudsonls 
Bay Company, 1, 402; Archives Nationales, Archives des 
Colonies (Henceforth AN, Col.), seriea C1LA, XIlI, 198-
99, "Memoire pour le castor de Cbampigny," Que., 26 
Oct. 1694. 

2l1!!1t., p. 202, "Sur le m_ire de M. de 
Champigny touchant le castor," n.d. 

3Louia Armand de Lom d'Arce, baron de Lahontan, 
New Voyages to North America, ed. R. G. Tbwaitea (2 
vols.; Chicago, 1905), 1, 173. 

4W. 3. Eccles, Canada Under Louis XIV, 1663-1701 
("the Canadian Centenary Series," Vol. 111; Toronto, 
1964), p. 59; 3. P. Crean, "Hata and the Fur trade," 
Canadian ou al f Ec nom cs and Po1itica1 Science, 
XXVIII August, 1 
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great demand duriDg the 'rh1rty Year'. War, Weil the 

wlde-brilllllled felt bat WOrD by the SVedes became the 

vogue for maD'. ha t styles on the ContineDt. l The !DOst 

cOlllDOn proportion of beaver used by the bat makers 

consisted of three ca,tor 8ra, to one ca,tar .ec, or 

beaver DOt worn by the IndiaDs. 2 therefore, tbrougbout 

the second half of the SeveDteenth CeDt:ury the type of 

beaver that commanded the highest priees on the &lropean 

market was castor gras. But, until almost the end of 

the Century the French market wa. flooded by castor ,ec, 

while the highly sought ca,tor Ira, re.ained at a 

premium. 3 For this reasoD, the Hudson Bay area playec:l 

a vital role in the history of Ca!l8da's fur trade. 

Despite the choica furs in the Hudson Bay region 

tha entire area remainad frae of trading post, for 

almost sixt,. y88rs after the Bay's discovery in 1610 by 

Henry Hudson. ln 1613, tbomas Button took possass~on 

llbid., pp. 378-79. 

2ii~ents, ed. Tyrrell, IlLa Potherie, Latter 
V," p. 23; , cel., CllA, XIII, 415-17, "Cons;s at 
p~.SiOD. pour la traitta, commerce, reception, et 
prix du Castor,'1 4 J'une 1695; Innis, 'lbe Fur 'rrade_ in 8:ïVda, p. 64. Sea J'acques Savary des Bruslons, î1ii 

n v sa1 Di tions 0 ~ d a d lIIDe ce, tran,. 
Malachy Post1athwayt 2 vols.; nd ad.; London, 1757), 
l, 942, for the method of producing beaver bats. 

3AR, Col., C1lA, XIII, 198-99, "M_oire pour 
le castor de Champigny," Que., 26 Oct. 1694. 
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of Hudson Bay at the aouth of the N.lsoll River, &ftd ill 

1632', 'lhomas James clalmec:l the bay tbat Il .. bears his 

lUlIIle, bat for mally years 110 further British att_pts 

were made to rein force these clalms. l By the 1640'a 

the French bad besun to discuss the prospects for ail 

overlalld jOurDey to the Bay, but the general feeliDg was 

tbat this called for a euperhumall fut, by whicb a "poor 

man would bave lost fifty lives."2 On an axpedition 

lasting from 1654 to 1656, the legenciary French explorer, 

Mldard Chouart, more commonly Jmcnm as Groseilliers, 

along vith ail UDknown comp&llion, aucceeded ill penetrating 

the northern Lake Super10r arfMl, but they did not reach 

the Bay. 3 III 1660, Groseillier., this tlme accompanied 

by his brotber-in-law Pierre Esprit de Radisson, 

re~ed to the cololly from a successful trading 

expedition ill the area Ilorthwest of Lake Superior, and 

although tbey had Ilot reached the baye du nord, they 

were able to relate enticing Indian tales of abandant 

~. ln the Hudson Bay area. 4 ln 1661, th. J.suit 

l Jean Delall$lez, Life alld Voyases of Louis' 
Jolliet, 1645-1700 ("Institute of Jesuit History 
Publications;" Chicago, 1948), p. 156. 

2!!W!., 150. 

4~., pp. 65-6. Radisson cla1med to bave 
travelled to the Bayon his 1659-60 expedition, but Mia. 
Rute prOyeR tbat this clalm waa tmposaible. 
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F.thera D.blon and Druillette •• tarted out fra. 

t.dou ••• c up the S.SUell&Y River for Hud.on Bay. Their 

goal wa. to investisate Radi •• on .nd Groseillier.' 

cl.lm tbat • Northwest P •••• ge exi.ted',l but when the 

J'e.uit. reached Lake Remiaco', they were forced to turn 

b.c:k. 'lbi. w •• the fir.t of two unsuccessful overland 

French expedi t~on. intended for the Bay, the other 

occurring two year. 1. ter under ~~l .. der.hip of 

Guillaume Couture. 2 Tvo UIlsucce •• ful .ea voyage. were 

al.o .ttempted by the French; in 1657-8 Jean Bourdon, 

after reaching a point off the Labrador co •• t, returDed 

to New France;3 and in 1670, the Dutch explorer, 

Lawrence Van Heemakerk, who .ailed from France on the 

order. of Loui. XIV to di.cover the Northwe.t Passage, 

failed to reach Hudaon B.y.4 

Meanwhile, Radi.aon and Groseillier., whose 

knowledge made them indispensable to further explorationa 

of the Hudson Bay ragion,5 were in New England, 

l~." p. 73. 

2Delang1ez, Life and Voy.ges of Louis Jolliet, 
p. 151. 

Rich, 

31bid• 

~te, Caesara of the W~lderness, pp. 125-28; 
Hudson', Bax Comp.ny, 1, 3. 

~te, cee_ars of the Wl1derne.a, p. 10. 
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soU.eltlng support for the most lIIlportant goal of thelr 

llves. they reallzed tbat the great fur eentre of the 

North Amerlean Contlnent lay to the northveat of Lake 

SUperlor, and tbat the easlest route wes Dot the 

dlfflc:ult overland trip from New Franee, but rather, by 

shlp to Hudson Bay and then by eanoe up elther the 

Hayes or Albany Rlvers. l Soa. Bostcm aerebants agreed 

to sponsor thls very plan by outflttlll8 a ship. However, 

after reac:hlng the stralts leadlng to Hudson Bay, the 

vessel vas foreed baclt beeause "the season of the yeare 

vas spent by ye indiseretion of our [Radlsson and 

Groseilllers'] mas ter. ,,2 ln the summer of 1664", 

sbortly after the renegade Frenebmen's return fram 

thelr unaueeessful axpedltion, "the Commls.loners of 

the King of Great Britain" arrlved in Boston and 

sueeeeded in persuading the two adventurers to sall to 

England. 3 ln 1665, Radisson and Grosellliers found 

themselv.s at the Engllsh Court, axplalnlng their plans 

to an enthuBiastie group of seleet London buslDessmen, 

lnfluentlal eourtiers, and a_bers of the Royal Soelety", 

who arranged for the anplo)'IDentaf the two explorers. 4 

1 lbld., p. 73. 

2Ibld., p. 87. 

3Ibld., p. 88; Rleh, Hudsop's Bal Companl, 1, 29. 

4~., pp. 29-31; Huta, Caesars of th. Wlldernes., 
pp. 96-l0~ 
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By ear1y June, 1668, they were en route to the Bay in 

two vesse1s, the Eag1et and the Nonsuch. lbe Eag1et, 

carrying RadissOD, was forced back, but the RODSUeh 

reached the Bay, and Groseilliers he1ped to eatab1ish 

the first trading post, Fort Charles, on the mouth of 

the Rupert River. 1 Groseilliers' return to England in 

the autumn of 1669 vi th a cargo of prime furs provided 

the proof of the two adventurers' c1alm •• 2 On May 2, 

1670, King Charles Il granted the eighteen associates 

of the Hudson'. Bay Company their charter, est'.ablishing 

a monopoly of trade in the entire Hudson Bay area known 

as Rupert's 1and. 3 

Meanwbi1e, the Intendant Jean Talon, after 
.. - 4 

hearing of the Eng1ish presence in the "Baye du Nord" 

llbif.' pp. 117-18, 135; Rich, Hudson's Bay 
Company, l, 1. 

2lbid., pp. 36-38. 

3HRRS ("Minutes of the Hùdson' s Bay Company, 
1671-l674~ol. V), pp. 131-32. The French bad a eopy 
of the Company' a charter sbort1y after i ts founding, 
see Bib1ioth~ue Nationale (henceforth BN), Colbert, Vol. 
XL; and AN, Col., C1lA, V, 240-52, "Charte des 
Privi1eges de .1a Compagnie de la Baye de Hudson," 1680. 



12 

COBlissioned the Jesuit priest, Pather Albanel, alons 

vith several other explorers to establish COIBUIlic:atioDSi 

vith Hudson Bay ln orcier to carry on trade vith the 

Indians in tbat regiOD. l Talon felt tbat the nead for 

French explorers to reac:h the rich fur country vas 

pressing, since the Indians bad reported s .. ins two 

British ship. and thr .. barques, whic:h bad aupposedly 

done a good trade in tba t area. 2 Be ordered the 

expedi tioD, whic:h departed fram Qgebec on August 6', 

1671, to teke posae •• ion of the territories in the DIUIle 

of the lCins of France, and to recoDftoitre the Bnalish 

posts. 3 After haviD8 been forced to winter an route, 

Albanel arrived on JUne 28, 1672 to find Charles Fort 

emptY, for the Hudson' s Bay Company employees had 

already returned to Eftgland. 4 Albanel took possession 

of the country in the name of the King, baptized some 

Indians, explored the shores of the Bay for sOlDe 

lAN, Col. t series F3, Moreau de St. Méry, Il, 
22, "Extrait du mf!lmoire au Roy, envoy& par Talon," 2 
Nov. 1671. , 

2MImolres et doc:uaePts, ad. Margry, l, 84, 
"Erem1er extrait dlune lettre de Jean Talon a Colbert," 
Que., 10 Nov. 1670. . 

3 . ~~ U, Col., F3, Moreau de St. n.:u.y, Il, 22, 
"Extrait du mlmoire du Roy, envoy' par Talon," 2 Nov. 
1671. 

4nelanglez, Life and vOiases of Louis Jolliet, 
p. 162; Nute, Çaesara of the W~derness, p. 138. 
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di.tance, and then returDed to N. France. Alt:hough 

1ittl. wa. made of thi. pri.e de po ••••• Illon for the tilDe 

be1ng, Albane1'. expedition va. illportAnt, becau.e it 

marked the firat .ucce.afu1 journey by the French to 

Hudson Bay,l a. well a. their fir.t chal1anse to the 

EDg1ish Company' a claillla. 

ln 1674, Father A1banel was again aent to 

Hud.on Bay, thl. t1me by the Governor of New France, 

Louia de Buade, Comte de Frontenac. 'the Governor'. 

prime motive for commisaioDing Albanel wes to have h1m 

.eek out Grosei11iera and "es.ayer de voir s'il 

[Albanel] pourra le [Groseilller.] faire entrer daDS 

nos int5rAta. ,,2 Frontenac we. concemec! that 

Groseilliera "noua d5bauchait tous les sauvages et leur 

faisait des pr'seftta pour les attirer a la Baie ,de 

Hudson, oa it s'est 5tablt."3 'therefore, he inatructed 

Albanel to found a mission in order to persuade the 

Indiana to atay away fram the Bng1ish heretics. 4 Hov­

ever, relations between Louis XIV of France and hia 

coua in , Charle. Il of Eng1and, were still quite cord1al 

1De1ang1ez, Life and Voyages of Louia J'0111et, 
pp. 149, 162. 

2Ra ort "de l' 
1926Q 27 (henceforth ===~, 
"Lettre du Gouverneur 
13 Nov. 1673. 

31b1d. 

41bid. 

c, 
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as a resu1t of the 'l'reaty of Dover of 1670, which formed 

the Ang1o-French alliance against the Dutch,. and 

Frontenac had no choice but to.adopt a moderate attitude 

towards the English at the Bay. the Governor therefore 

gave Albane1 a 1etter, which he was to de1iver to 

Charles Bayly, the Hudson's Bay Company Governor at the 

Moose River post, assuring him of the French des ire to 

ma in ta in "la bonne correspondance" vith the Eng1ish. 1 

Unfortunate1y for A1bane1, Governor Bay1y 

apparent1y regarded Frontenac's note with a good dea1 

of scepticism, for when the priest arrived at Fort Charles 

in the 1ate autumn of 1674, Bay1y had htm tmprisoned, 

and in the spring of 1675, A1bane1 was shipped to 

Eng1and. 2 On the same vesse1 bound for England was 

Groseilliers, whom A1bane1 convinced to return to the 

French cause. 3 Short1y after his arri val in England, 

1~, ed. E. E. Rich and A. M. .Johnson ("Copy­
book of Latters Outward etc.; Begins 29 May, 1680, Ends 
2 .Ju1y, 1687," Vol. Xl; 1948), pp. 71-72, "Frontenac 1 
Monsieur Commandant pour le Roy de Grande Bretagne 1 la 
Baye d'Hudson," Quebec, 8 Oct. 1673. 

78-79, 118; 
Note, Caesars 

, 
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A1bane1 vas re1easad by the EDs1ish and a110vad te go te 

France, whera he ilIIDediate1y bage fomu1ating serious 

plans w1th Radisson and Groseilliers as wel1 as vith 

Colbert for the exploitation of furs in tha Hudson Bay 

tarritery.1 By then the French autborities, vhose 

re1a tions vi th Eng1and bad bagan te deteriora te after 

the separate British peace vith Ho11and in 1674, vere 

sboving more interest in Canada's North and le •• fur of 

vio1ating the Hudson's Bay Company's c1a1ms. ln fact, 

the growins ilBpression that the French GoverDJDent wou1d 

support A1bane1' s moves 1ed the Hudson' s Bay Company to 

p1ead for diplomatie intervention requir1ng the French 

Government to forbid it. subjects to encraach upon 

English te:rrltory.2 lbesa vishes vere ignored, and 

Colbert, who ~ediately upon Radisson's arrival to 
3 

France bad pardoned him for bis previous treachery, now 

keen1y 1istaned to his proposa1s, stressing the 

importance of Hudson Bay to the entire French fur trade. 4 

l~., pp. 252-53; Rich, Hudson's Bay Co!r.K' 
l, 116-23; Nute, Caesars of tha:Wi1derness, pp. l~ • 

21bid., p. 167; Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 120. 

3Radi8son, Redissop's Voyages, p. 252. 

~ich, Hud.on' s Bay Company, l, 120-21. Un­
fortunately, the exact nature of Radis.on'. proposals 
cannat be determinad, fm: they are foand only in the 
following Memorandum on the French fur trade in Canada, 
compiled by Radisson, BN, Fonda Frangais, Nouvelles 
Ac:qui.ttions (henceforth NA), Collection Margry, Vol. 
9,284. See Bibliography, infra, p. 230. 
From what appears in Rich, there can be no doubt 
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After .ome de1ay, Colbert asreed to .end Radlsson and 

Grosel111èrs to Canada ln orier "to advlse wlth the 

~nour what wa. best ther CO bee done. u1 

Much to Radlsson' •• urpri.e, he and Grosel111ers 

recelved a cool receptlon froœ Frontenac who was far 

more lnc11ned to fo.ter the southern and western 

expanslon of Canada' s fur trade tban he was to lndulge 

ln norther.n venture.. After Radls.on and Grosel111ers 

had met vlth Frontenac and the Ifl&dlng fur traders of 

the colony on October 19, 1676, they reallzed that two 

rival factlons had developed ln ft. Prance and for the 

ttme belng they would recelve DO offlclal support for 

their plans. 2 Radisson wrote: 

••• belng arrived at Quebeek, we. found thAt 
jalosy and interest vhlch some Pers on. had over 
those that had the absolute cOmmAnd, at tbat 
time of the Trade ln Canada, and whos Creatures 
were Imploy'd for n_ Discoverys, ordered thinss 
so that the Counte De Frontinac, the Gover.nor, 
took no care to perform wha t wee had ben promis' d 
hee should have don for us;3 

tbus Radisson, feellng Us1ighted,u sal1ed for France, 

whi1e Groseilllers went to live vith his famlly at 

tbdt Radlsson's plan to close Hudson Bay to Jne Eng1ish 
COIIIIIlerce was the one followed in 1ater yeara by the 
Compasnle du NoE!!-

lRadlsson, Radi.son'. Voyase., p. 253. 

2lbid.; Note, Caesars of the Wlldernasl, pp. 167-
69; Rich, HUd.oo's Bay Company, 1, 122. 

3Radlssoo, Badlsson's Voyases, p. 253. 
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'rbree River •• l 

rhe principal cau.e of the political friction 

de.cribed by Radiaaon vas the maDl'ler in whic:h PronteDAc 

conducted the we.tern expansion of the CAnadian fur 

trade, whic:h he was determ1ned to exploit in the bope of 

..... iD! quick profita. ln the .u.mer of 1673, 

Frontenac established Fort PronteDAc, a fur trading po.t 

on Lake Ontario, whic:h was to .erve as an anchor point 

for other post. to be built further We.t. 2 RenI-Robert 

Cavelier, Sieur de La Salle, FronteD8c' s protlgl and 

chief aaaocia te, wa. gr&nted Fort Frontenac tbrough the 

influence of the Governor, who obviously wa. u.ing hi. 

full authori~y to further La Salle'. fur trading 

ventures. 3 ln 1676, Frontenac, La Salle, and as.oclate • 

• stablished a post at Niagara, another lint in wbat WBS 

to become a chain of posts tbrough the Great Lake •• 

tbis policy of western expansion seriously interfered 

with the interesta of a group of Montreal marchants, 

headed by .Jacques Le Ber and his brother-in-law, Charles 

Le Moyne de LoDg\'~.d.l et de ~.!teauguay. 4 These Dien 

were quiclt to sae that a series of posts tbrough the 

libid. 

2Ecclas, Canada Upder Loui. XIV, p. 82. 

3lbid., pp. 103-104. 

4l1!!s1., p. lOS. 
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Great LalI.s could easlly draln th. fur trade tbat 

nOrMlly flove4 froID th. West by vay of the Ottawa Rl.er 

to thelr Molltreal varehou.es. l It va. clear tbat 

PronteDllc' s post. vere .ervins as a ba.e for trad. vith 

the Indlan trlbes of the W •• t, who fCl.'IIlerly bad provlde4 

the fur. tbat eaa. lnto Montreal. Frontenac and Ms 

group vere IIOllOpollzlng th. entlre w.stern fur trade to 

the detriaellt of the Montreal merchant. who bad foraerly 

ejoyed lt. 

the polltlcal tellslon vas further halght8lled 

ln 1678 vhen La Sall. recelved offlclal sanctlon from 

the Court to explore the Missl.slppl Valley, to bulld 

forts wherever neces .ary ln the nev land., and to trade 

furs ln the e!!tire ar-. south and vest of the Great 

Lakes. 2 Pront~c and hls assoclates were nov ln a 

posltlon to IIlOftopollze the fur trade of half the 

Contlnent. !hl. vas especlally dlsconcertlng to the 

Montreal marchants, who, alollS vlth some Quebec 

assoclates bad expressed thelr lnterest in the 

Mls.l •• lppl Valley fur trade. ln 1677, Louls JOlllet, 

the explorer, bad petltlone4 the Frellch Court for 

preclsaly the same rlghts a. thosa la ter granted to 

La Salle, but de.plte the fact tbat the Quebee merchant 

l1l!!!l., p. 104. 

21bld., p. 106. 
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Charles Aubert de la Chesuye, an assoclate of Jolllet, 

vbo was th_ iD raris, bad offered the French Court tG 

defray th. costs of Jolllet' s project, the petitlon vas 

retusad. l Fronteuc' s raris asenta, who vere able tG 

aert .ore lnfluence on Colbert than La Chesuy. coulcl, 

vere lnstruactal ln obtalnlq for La Salle vbat bad 

bec denled to Jolllet. 2 Thua, the rivalry betveen the 

twofactlons bad taken on a n8V dimeDsloD, and Jolllet, 

the flrst explorer of the Mlsslasippl Valley reslon 

found biaself eut off from this Area because Ms fri_ds 

and protectors bappened to be Frontenac's polltlcal 

opponenta. 3 '!he Montreal merchants and th-'-r assoclates 

vere DOW belng squeezed out of the Mississippi Vall.., 

region as well as from the Great Lakes area; in orcier 

tG surri. ve they bad tG turn northward. 

ln 1679, after La ChesMye had returned froID 

France, plans vere lald for a norther.n expedltlon to be 

lad by Louis J'olliet. La ChesllAye hired eight men, 

lnc:luding Louls J'olliet and his brother, Zacharie, who 

Ileft Quebec: in May 1679 and travelled via the Sasueoay 

River to the BDgllsh post at Fort Charles. 4· Louis 

lDelanglez, Life and Voyases of Louis' Jolliet, 
pp. 135-37. 

2lbld., p. 137. 

3lbid., p. 136. 

4~., footnote, p. 170; Rich, Hudson' s Bal 
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Jolliet returDed to the colony in the autuBID of 1679,1 

but appareDtly, hi. brother Zacharie vintered in the 

North, where he eDSaSed in .000e tradiD8 vi th GOYerDor 

Charle. Bayly of the Hudson'. Bay CoIIlpany.2 When 

Zacharie Jolliet returned to the c:olony in March 1680, 

he and Jacques La Lande, a balf-brother of La Chesnaye, 

"ere c:Gnvic:te6 of having traded furs with the Dl&lish. 3 

lbe Jolliet ezpedition was aisnific:ant for two 

reaaon", both of whic:h were iBlportant to the Co!!p!spie . « 

du NGrd's formation. On Loui. Jolliet'. return to the 

c:olony he pointad out that many Indian tribe. tbat 

formerly had traded with the Canadian. wera now briDglng 

Company, l, 119, 127. Soma of the detail. c:onc:erning 
this. expedi tion are not c:lear. Rich, (Hud.on Il. Bar 
Company, l, 127, and MWhic:h Jolliet," Th. ''''VeE, 
Outfit 287 [Fall, 1956J, pp. 18-21),. auggeata that two 
expeditions were sent out; one lad by Jolliet, of which 
Frontenac: wa. aware; and the other, whic:h "a. not 
approved·, lad by Zac:harie Jolliet. In Any c:aae, the 
important point for the purpoaea of thi. theais, ia tba t 
La Chesnaye waa involved. 

lDelanglez, 'lbe Life and Voyasea of Louis 
Jolliet, p. 177. 

2R1c:h, Hudaon'. Bay Company, 1, 127. 

3AN, Col., C1U, V, 360, "Meoire et preuves de 
la eauae du dlaordre des c:oureura de boia," 1681. If 
thia doc:ument waa not wri tten by Frontenac: hilDself, i t 
waa c:ertainly inapired by hlm; P. -G. Roy, "La Faaill. 
Gaultier de Comportl,lI Bulletin ,.a R~.re'S Hi.tor1guea 
(henc:eforth IBRl, XL (June, 1934 , 34 ; D. anglez, 
Life and Voyases of Louia Jolliet, pp. 185-86. 
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t:heir furs to the EDg1i.h at the Bay.1 H. tharefore 

urSed the t.aedlate expu1.ion of the BDs1i.h fram the 

entlre Bay ar .. , c1aimlns tbat if th.y vere a110wed to 

r ... iD, they vou1d beeoae ... ster. of the Northern fur 

trade vi thin teD years. 2 Some "form of Canadian action 

in the North vas c1ear1y required. rhe othe 

sisnifieant .spect of Jolliet'. expedition vas the 

d .. p8lÙ.ns of the rift the t i t eaused bettreeD the two 

rival faction. in the co1ony.3 It i. probable that the 

conviction of Zacharie Jolliet and La Lande precipitated 

Frontenac's subsequent a11esations asainst La Chesnaye, 

Le Mo,.e, L. Ber, and a Quebec marchant named Philippe 

Gaultier de Comport5, and causad them to unite in 

opposition to the Governor. 4 Fro.m tIlis c1ose1y-knit 

association of merchants the Compagnie du Nord emerged 

in 1682. 5 

OUtfit 

1~., pp. 175-76. 

2nM., p. 175i Rich, "Whic:h Jolliet, Il 
2871rFa11, 1956), p. 18. 

3AN, Col., C1tA, V, 299, "Du Chesneau 1 
Monseisneur," Que., 13 Nov. 1681. 

Beaver, 

4the fo11owins sources provide indirect support 
of this conclusion: ~., 360, "Memoire et preuves du 
dlsordre des coureurs de bois, Il 1681; De1ang1ez, Life and 
Voyages of Louis Jolliet, pp. 180-87. 

1682. 
SlK, Col., C1tA, VI, 66-67, "La Barre au Roy," 
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La ChesDaye tGok the l .. d in the ad_vour tG 

found this compaDY vhen he s.i1ed to l'rence in 1680. 

Much to the Qgebec marchant's good fortune, RadissoD, 

vhose arsumen.ts in fa..our of a mari tlme approach to 

Hudson Bay vere the ."ery one. t:hat La Chesnaye bad COIIle 

-
tG France to propose, had also recently arrived in Paris. 

Radisson aDd La Chesnaye were soon brousht together by 

Father P'raD9ois BellillZani, Colbert' s director of trad., 

who instructed them of Colbert's desire that: 

• • • sOlDe lIlesures should bee takeD tG make the 
best advantage of our Di.coveries and intreagues 
in the Northern parts of Call8da, tG adYance the 
Beaver Trade, and as much as possible • • • to 
hindar all strangera from driving that

l 
trade to 

the prejudice of the French Collonies. 

La Chesnaye and Radis.on "discours'd a long tilDe 

togethar," whereupon it waa agreed tbat La ChesMye 

"would furnish [Radi.sonJ in Canaada with all thlngs 

nece.sary for exeeuting what des signes ve should conclude 

upon together to this intent.n2 the French officials 

and La Chesnaye then made a tentative agreement tG hire 

Radi.son for an expedition 11) the Bay, but before he was 

allowed to .ail to Canada, he was reque8ted to cros. the 

Channel in order to learn the British Company' s Hudson 

Bay projects. 3 By the tilDe Radisson returned to Paris, 

lRadis80n, Radisson's VOlages, p. 256. 

21bid. 

3~. 



23 

La Ch.snaye had departed for C&Mda; and so, Radl •• on 

reso1ved to follov hia there to exeeute thelr Parl. 

agreemet. B.for ••• ttlll8 out, he went to the .J.sults 

ln Parl., who, "a. belns al •• eoncerned vith La 

Chesnaye ln the Beaver trade, " 1 gave Radl •• on 200 11vr.s 

for the voyage, 2 eDabl1ng him to sal1 for Quebec, 

where he arrlved ln Sept_ber of 1681. 3 

Upon hls arrival at Quebec, Radlsson was met by 

La Ch •• naye, who took bJ.m to Govemer Frontenac "to 

daaand hl. as.lstance • • • for the carrylns on (thelr] 

Desselgne," whlc:h hlll8ed on the Governor'. grantlq J:.a 

Chesnaye an exlt p~t to al10w hls vesse1 to .all to 

the Bay. 4 However, Frontenac' 8 attltude regarding fur 

trading expedi tiona to the Hudson Bay area had c:hanged 

very little since hls rejectlon of Radl •• on's plan. ln 

1676. 5 Nov that La Che.naye, whom Frontenac disl1ked 

l1bld., p. 257. 

2Arc:h1ve. du Slminaire de Qu'bec, Lettres, 
Carton N, no. 52, M., p. 9, "Dudouyt l Mgr. de Laval," 
faris, 9 Marc:h 1681. 

3Although Radls.on ln hls journal (Radls.on, 
aadls,on'. voyates, p. 257), mentloned tbat he arrived 
September 2S: 1 82, thls cannot be correct", for the 
chrono1ogy of hls subsequent actions would than be lm­
possible. It appear. that Radl •• on confused the years 
1681 and 1682. 

4Radlaaon, Radl •• on', VoyaS •• , pp. 257-58; AR, 
Col., C1U, VI, 196, Dbe M8û.s au Minlstre," Que., 4 
Nov. 1683; Ibld., V, 273, "FronteDac au Minlstre," Que., 
2 Nov. 1681. 

5Supra. p. 16. 
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intasely,l vas invol ... ed as a central fisure in this 

seb.t!IIl •• , it stood even less cbance of recei..-i1l8 the 

Govemor' s sanction. La Chesnaye set!llled to bave expected 

a refusal, for he bad an alternate prope.al ready for the 

GoverIlor, vhieh sugsestad that Radisson should be givell 

a pas.port to returll to France via New Eftgland in a boat 

then ready tG sail froa Quebec. 2 

Prontenac agread to this alternate plan and 

supplied a detailed explanation Co the MlIlister as to 

why he had not accepted La Ch.snayels original proposal. 

He wrote that he could not allow La Chesnaye' s vessel to 

sail to the Bay because "si OD les poussoit plus vera la 

baie d'Hudson, on y pourrait trouver les Anglois ce qui 

cauaeroit peut etre des demelez ou contestations.,,3 

H. also claillled that the expedition might draw away 

Indiana who were accustomed to trade at the Company c( 

the Farmls store at 'radoussac. 4 '!his Company bad bea 

founded iD 1675 when a group of Freneb. financiers actins 

lAN, Col., C1LA, V, 288, "Memoire du Chesneau," 
que., 13 Nov. 1681. 

2!12!!!., 273, "Prontenac au Ministre," Que., 2 
Nov. 1681; Radisson, Radisson's Voyases, p. 258. 

3AN, Col., C1LA, V, 273, "Frontenac au Ministre," 
que., 2 NOv. 1681. 

41bid. 
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UIlder th. Dam. of Jeall Oudi.tt. aequired a seveD year 

IDOIlopo1y 011 th. Cell&diaa ParB. Th. fara coasisted of 

th. tax of tveDty-fiv. per CeDt, known as th. droit du 

quart, oa beaver p.1ts and ten per CeDt, c:a11ed th. 

dixil!!', on 1IlO0S. bid.s; th. tell par CeDt tex on wiae, 

tobacco, and braady enterlDg CaDada; and th, IDOI!1Opo1y of 

th. l'adouss.c fur trad,. a .st ar .. on th •. north shore 

of th. St. Lawrenc. River axtending from Ie1e aux Coudres 

to the StrYeD Is1and •• 1 Por these rights the Company 

paid 119,000 livres aDDUa11y2 and a1so undertook tu 

purc:hase a11 beaver brought into its storea. The revenue 

obtained from these rights was used by the Company of the 

Pa~ to defray the co1ony's administrative axpenses. 3 

In view of the Company'. fiDllncia1 importance to the 

co10ny it is DOt surprising tbat Pront~c gav, it 

prefereDtia1 treatment over the demands of a group of 

Montreal and Qu.bec merchants. 

~uy pr5gau1t. "La Compagnie de la colonie," 
R!l'!e de l'Uniyersiti d'Ottawa, XXX (Jan.-Marc:h, 1960), 
5- ; AN, 001., series B, Xl, 30-31, "Ordonnance du 
Roy," Veraailles, 10 April 1684; AN, Col., C11A, X, 
271-79, "Mimoire sur la f~e de Canada," n.d., un­
signed. aa ci ted in S,l!ct Documents in Capadlan frnomic Hi8tSf.' 149 -78!: ad. Ha1"'Q1d A. Innis 

oronto. 1 2 , pp. 337-40. 
2AN, Col., B. Xl, 12-13, "Lettre du Roy a La 

Barre," Versailles, 10 April 1684. 

31ll!!!.., pp. 35-37, ItEstat d, la depense que 1. 
Roy veut en Nouvelle prance pour l'ann'. derniere 1683," 
Versailles, 10 April 1684. 
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After Frontenac's refuaal to aanction ta 

Cheanaye' 8 plans for the Hudson Bay expeditiOD, hi. 

only alternative .aa to resort to an illegal scheme, 

invo1~ Radiaaon and Groaeil1iers. Radi.aoD, who now 

bad Frontenac'a p~s8ion to leave the colony, .ailed 

on November 26, 1681, not for New Ens1and, bat for 

Acadia, wher. he vintered. Before leaviDg quebec, he 

had fina1ized hia arraD881lenta vith ta Cheanaye for an 

expedition to the Bay.l In May of 1682, La Che.naye 

sathered together four merchant., who agreed to finance 

tbi8 venture. 2 Their naaea vere Joaeph Petit Bruneau, 

Pierre de Saure1, Guillaume Cbanjon, and Jean Gitton 

fils; and a11 of th_. axcept Saurel who died shortly 

after their agreement vas made,3 later beeame directors 

in the Compagnie dg Nord. 4 tbis aasociation of marchants 

obtained pecm1.sionfram Frontenac to outfit two ve.ae1a, 

lRad~aaon, Radisson's Voyase., pp. 258-9. 

2E• Z. Masaicotte, "La traite dea Pelleteriea l 
la Baie d'Hudson au 11e Si'cle," BRH, XXXIV (March, 
1928), 190, "D'claration faite parr. Sr Bruneau pour 
raison de la traitte de l'abbaye d'Hudaon au Sieur 
Chalon ageant gin~l de Me.a lea int5re8s5a," 5 Aug. 1683. 

3Jean-Guy Pelletier, "Saurel, Pierre de," 
Dictlonary of Canadian BioarepN' 1 (henceforth ~), 
ad. George W. Brown (Toronto, 1 66), 602. 

4see Chapter Il deallng vith the Company' s 
dlrectora. 
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ostensib1y to fish off the coast of Anticosti. 1 ln 

rea1itY, the merchants' project enonaous1y exceeded their 

permit, for their plan vas to send thes. shipe loaded 

vith trade good., vith Groseilliers and cr_, to Percle 

BGck, vhere they vou1d lIeet Radisson and talce h1m to 

the 8&1'.2 'rhese vesse1s vere then to retu.J:ll, 10aded 

vith fur., DOt to Quebec but to Percle RDa, vhere 

another shlp vas to .eet them and carry the cargo of 

fur. direct1y to IUrope. 3 T.hrough this plan La 

Chesnaye and hls group cou1d at 1ast profit: froID the 

magnificent furs of the Hudson Bay region, and ln so 

doing', they could "frustrer les droits c:lu quart" 

1evied by the Company of the Fa~.4 

ln 3uly of 1682, Gover.nor Frontenac received 

his reeall to France. A serious obstacle to La 

Chesnaye' s plans for the exploitation of furs from the 

lAN, Col., C1LA, VI, 196, "De Meules au MtDistre," 
que., 4 Nov. 1683; AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. ~, VI, 
45-46, "Ordonnance de M. de Meulles relative aux 
pr'tentions des Srs interess5s en la Soci't5 de la fe~e 
et cODlllerce de canada sur un araement fai t par Sr de La 
Chesnaye et Compagnie," 24 Sept. 1683. 

21bi4.; AN, Col., CItA, VI, 196, "De Meules au 
Ministre, If Que., 4 Nov. 1683. 

3AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. MÊ'y, VI, 45-46, 
"Ordolm8nce de M. de Meulles ••• ," 24 Sept. 1683. 

4E. Z. Massicotte, "La Traite • • .," !m, XXXIV 
(Marc:h, 1928), 190, "Déclaration ••• , Il 5 AUS. 1683. 
For the resu1ts of this seheme, see Chapter 111. infra, 
pp. 64-66. 
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Hudsoll Bay area vas thus ranoved. The arrival iD early 

October of the Ilev Governor, Le Febvre de La Barre, who 

was far more interested in the northern fur trade than 

his predecessor, provided the final impetus for the 

formation of the CoIIlpamle du Nord. 

ODe of the men responsib1e for arousift8 this 

interest was Daniel Greyso1on, Sieur Dulhut, who sailed 

to Canada vi th La Barre, after baviDg unsuccessful1y 

p1eaded at the French Court for a seigneurial grant to 

the lands he had discovered northwest of Lake superior. l 

In 1679', by establishing a system of alliances vith th~ 

'tribes of this area, Dulhut had temporarily succeeded 

in preventing many of the Indians from taking their 

furs to the 1ftg1ish posts at the Bay.2 But, by the 

autumn of 1682, the situation in th~ North bad 

deteriora ted so badly tha t the reinforceDlent of the 

colony's system of Indian alliances, as advocated by 

Duuaut, was essential. Tbe English presence at Hudson 

lAntoine d'ESchambau1t, "La vie aventeureuse de 
Dam.elGreysolon, Sieur Dulhut," Revu. d'Histoire de 
l'Am5rigue Francaise (henceforth ~), V (Dec. 1951-2), 
329. 

2Ibid., pp. 320-22; Mil:lies et document., VI, 
ed. Margry (Paris, 1888), 26-~Lettre du Sieur Du 
Lhut 1 M. le comte de Frontenac," 15 April 1679. 



29 

Bay vas drawill8 the erees and the Assiniboines, tribes 

located nort:hvest of Lake SuperiozO, away from the 

Ottawas, who had previously acted as French middlemen. l 

The Prench, no longer able to rely on the Ottawas for 

their fur., were forced to .eek direct trade vith the 

Crees and As.iniboines. lbis task, however, was 

becamill8 increasingly difficult, for superior English 

marchandise at lover prices had attracted these tribes 
2 to the Hudson' s Bay Company posts. tharefore, in the 

hope of intarcapting the Crees and the Assiniboines en 

route to th. Bay and deterriDg them fram trading with 

the 1Dg1ish, La Barre granted cons's to Dutbut and his 

men, 3 an act vhich SOOD lad .ome traders in the coloDY 

to iDform the Minister that La Barre had a financial 

intereat in the trade. 4 La Barre, however, denied 

lAN, Col., CllA, V, 313, IIMemoire de DuchesDeau 
pour faire coDDoistre 1 Monseigneur les nations sauvages 
desquelles DOUa tiron. nos pelleteries," Que., 13 Nov. 
1681; Doments, ed. Tyrrell, "ta Potherie, Letter VII," 
pp. 262-~ Delanglez, Life and Voyages of Louis Jolliet, 
p. 175. 

~S9!ents, ed. Tyrrell, "Letter fram Pather 
Marest, .sionary of the Company of Jesus, to Pather de 
Lamberville of the Company of Jesus, Overseer of the 
Missions of Canada, If trans. Agetha Leonard, pp. 123-24; 
Inni", The Pur Trade in canada, pp. 46-51. 

3d'Eacbambault, IlLa vie aventeureuse,lI ~, V 
(Dec. 1951-2), 333; Eccles, Canada Ynder Louis XIV, p. 124. 

4AN, Col., VI, 216-26, IIMemoire 1 Messieurs les 
Interessez en la societt5 en commandite de la ferme et 
coamerce de Canada," 1683. 
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thes. aecu.at10n., e1alm1ng tbat he was lIlere1y strivlDg 

to prevent the ED811sh fram further entreneh1Dg thaa­

selves at the Bay.l 

'lbe we1fare of New France, bowe'Yer, vas Dot the 

only reason for the GoverDor's 1nterest ln the DOrtharD 

fur trade, for an eeonam1e a111anee def1D1tely d1d 

ax1st betweeD La Chesnaye and La Barre, who vas eager 

to enjoy a prof1 table sojourn ln New Franee. 2 He 

tharefore thraw hls support on the slde of the Montreal 

aDd Quebec marchants, 1ed by La ChesDaye, Le MeYDe, and 

Le Ber, ln the1r struggle aga1nst Frontenae's old group 

of traders, lad by La Salle. 3 By the tlme of the 
. . 

Compa_me du Morel' s found1ng, some of the co 10ny , s lDOat 

pram1nent men, lnclud1ng La Berre, were l1ned up 

aga1nst this r1va1 fact10n of traders. 4 La Barre's 

lDvolvement .wi.th La Chesnaye' s group meant that for the .' 

lice les , Canada Unc1er Lou1s XIV, p. 124. 

2AN, Col., VI, 221, "Memo1re a Mess1eurs les 
Interessez en la soe1ett5 en command1te de la t.mm~et 
commerce de Canada," 1683; le,!.' pp. 177-18, "De Mau11es 
au MlDistre, Il Que., 4 Nov. 1 • 

3~.·. ,. 216, "Mlmo1re a Mess1eurs les Interessez 
en la ioe1ett' eD command1te de la fe~e et commerce de 
CaDada, Il 1683; e'11ne Dupr5. "Cavel1er de La Salle, Ren'­
Robart," DeB, l, 602i d'Esehambau1t, llLa vie aventeureuse," 
~, V (Dec. 19S1-2), 330. 

4AN, Col., C1lA, V, 315, lI~emo1re de Duchesne&u," 
Que., 13 Nov. 1681. 
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flrst tlae, these marchaDts could rely on th~ GoverIlOr 

to support thelr HudsOD Bay projects. 

Tharefore, from the outset of hls carear as 

GoverDor, La Barre va. lDVOlved vith and coaaltted to 

La Chesnayel • group. ln via. of thls groupls desire to 

trade ln the Hudson Bay area, La Barre bad llttle cbolc. 

but to sanctlon the expan.lon of the northerD fur trad •• 

Now tbat La Barre vas embarked on thls polley of 

north.rD expan.lon, he vas obllged to .upport i t by 

dlrectly challenglng Cba Bnitl.h tradlng posts. l rhe 

establishment of • fur trading company tbat could 

present tbis challenge to the Hud.onls Bay Company was 

the solution adopted by La Barre. He tharefore 

persuaded several of the eolony' s leading merchant. to 

join La Chesnaye and his associa tes in the formation of 

the Compagnie du Nord: 

au mois d'octobre 1682, M. de la Barre excita 
le. intlressez de prendre part avec le dit de 
la Che.naye et associ.z et de fo~er une 
compagnie tous eDsemble. Ce qu lils firent pour 
conserver au Roy la po •••• sion de cette Baye et 
empescher les Âftgloi. de profiter d. la plus 
belle pelleterie de la nouvelle france et 
destruire dans la suite le commerce de cette 
co1onie. Z 

1Ibid. 

2~., VII, 208, "Mimoire des int5ra.sez en la 
Compagnie de la Baye d'Hudson," Oct. 1685. Unfortunately, 
the dOC"Wiient astab1ish1ng the Compagnle du Nord in 1682 
does Dot appear to have survived, and therefore, there 



e 

32 

Dus, in 1682, a Company va. fOJ:'llled, wboae 

policy was committed to the exploitation of the high 

quality furs preYalent in the Huc:!so~ Bay aru and to the 

preYention of the Hudson's Bay Company's profitting 

from these furs. From the moment Canadians first beeame 

aware of the abundance of castor gras in the Bay area, 

their desire to trade there bad steadily increesad. 

1hls de.ire wa. strengthenad by the follow11'lS 

circumstances, all of wbich lad to the Compagnie du 

N'orel' s formation: the developlDent of two rival factions 

wlthln the colony aSl a reault of the Canadien fur 

baa bem aome controversy aa to the exact date of the 
eompany' a founding. AN, Col., C1U, VII, 260-61, 
"Mamoire que presentent a MOnseigneur les lnteresaez 
dans la Compagnie de la Baye d'Hudson," Paris, 6 Feb. 
1685, aignad Comportl, atated tbat the Company was 
formed in October, 1683. Bowever, it appears to be the 
on1y document stating tbat 1683 waa the founding year, 
and therefore, i t must be erroneous. lnni. (The Fur 
Trade in Capada, p. 50) errGneous1y stetee! tbat the 
Company wa. granted its charter on May 20, 1682, and 
Rich (Sudson's Bax c.any, l, 128), baaad the fo110wlng 
statement on lnni~: ln France de la Chesnaye managed 
tG seeure a charter for the compa~e de la Baye 
d'Hudson in 1682." the French au rities piayed no 
airect ro1e ln the Company's founding in 1682. As 
Chapter Ill, infra, p. 92 shows, it was not until 1685 
that the Comfany recei ved i ts charter from the Crown. 
Rich (Hud.on s !iy Compapy, l, 199) , appears to 
eontradiet htmsë:f by stating that La Cheanaye 
prevai1ed on La Barre co estab1iah the Compagnie du 
!2d ln March, 1684. Conclusive evldenee proving that 
the Company was eatab1ished in 1682 is provided ln AN, 
Col., seriea C11E, l, 117, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord," n.d. 
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trade's western expansion; the elllllination of the 

Montreal~ebec .ercbant faction fram ~e Soutbvestarn 

fur trade bl' Fronteuc' s group; the neces.ity of the 

Montreal-Quebec marchant. to 8XpAnd their trading 

intarests nortbward; and their desire to escape the 

crippling mit du quart imposed bl' the Company of the 

Fum. FiDally, the grave situation that meD8ced the 

colony's syst .. of Indian alliances,. as well as the 

arrival of a Governor who vas sYIRpathetic to the 

northern expansion of the fur trade and to the group 

villing to carry it out', precipitated the CompaJU!le du 

Nord's formation in October of 1682. 



CHAPTBR Il 

THE COMPANY' S DlREC'lORS 

'rhe establishment of the Compagnie du Nord in 

1682 involved some of the colony's leading citizens as 

its directors. By the end of 1686 the Company's 

directorship .1so inc1uded severa1 merchants who resided 

in France. Table 1 of Appendix A provides info~tion 

concerning the amounts invested by the directors of the 

Compagnie du Nord, and Tables 2 to 4 supply pertinent 

data on the associates' lives and business interests. l 

The purpose of this chapter is twoffjld: to clarify the 

Compagnie du Nord's mechanics of operation in order to 

appreciate the manner in which it functioned; and to 

analyze the information on the directors contained in 

the tables in order to see how it relates to the 

Company's history. 

Since the Compagnie du Nord was a partnership 
2 rather than a corporation, no shares were issued. ln 

ITables 1 to 4 are located in Appendix A, infra, 
pp. 190-216. 

2See Fr5gault, "La Compa8ni~ de l~ ~loni@ .. " 
Revue de l'Universit5 d'Ottawa, XXX, 5-29, 121-49,'for 
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contrast to the Hudson' s Bay Company, which required 

each of its seven Committee members to hold at least 200 

pOUl'lds worth of shares, 1 only an investment in the 

Compagnie du Nord was needed to become a director. 'lhus, 

the directorship of the Compagnie du Nord oonsisted of a 

group of merchants who held an interest in the Company, 

ranging from 1,792 livres to approximately 90,000 livres. 2 

These investors, referred to as directeurs or intJres8ez, 

who made the decisions regarding Company polic:y, and 

whose names appeared on Company doc:t1lllents, are as 

follows: 3 Charles Aubert de La Chesnaye, the Compagnie 

Jean Oudiette, 4 Charles Le Moyne de Longueuil et de 

an excellent description of the Compagnie de la Colonie, 
which was a corporation and did issue shares. 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, 1, 64, 89. 

2See Table 1, Appendix A, infra, pp. 190-93. 

3T.he directors' full names are as they appear in 
Table 2, Appendix A, infra·, pp. 194-201. 

4T.his Company went under the collective.corporate 
name of Jean Oudiette, who represented a syndicate of 
financiers residing in France~ George T. Matthews, The 

al GeraI Faans in hteenth C tu France (New 
York, 1 ,pp. 1-42, 49-5. Unfortunately, very 
little information is available on Oudiette, or the un~ 
known number of financiers in his Company, who are never 
referred to by name. To comply with the legal definition 
of a corporation (Ruben C. Bellan, Principles of Economics 
and the Canadian EçonoIY [Toronto, 1960J, p. 20), 
Oudiette's Company wil be treated as one person and one 
director in the Comyagnie du Nord, and will henceforth 
be referred to simp y as Oudlette. 
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Ch&teauguay, Jacques Le Ber dit Larose, François Hazeur, 

Joseph Petit dit Bruneau, Charles Catignan, Charles 

Pa tu , François Viennay-Pachot, Guillaume Chanjon, 

Philippe Gaultier de Comport5, Jean Lepicart, Jean­

Baptiste Migeon de Branssat, Charles Macart, Louis 

Marnot, Jean Gitton t!!!., François Duprat, Guillaume 

Bouthier, Pierre Soumande Delorme, Mathurin-François 

Martin de Lino, Danonic (first name unknown), and Jean 

Gobin. 

No document defining the Compagnie du Nord's 

terms of operation appears to exist today. Since the 

Company was on1y a partnership between severa1 merchants, 

it is doubtfu1 that any document, such as the Compagnie 

de la Co1onie's Rég1ement pour la Compagnie du Canada, 

c1arifying the mechanics of management, ever existed. 1 

lt is far more 1ike1y that the qperation of the Compagnie 

du Nord dependedr Ob agreanents made between i ts directors 

at variou8 times. 2 A1though it is possible that many of 

2For examp1e, see in the Quebec Judicia1 Archives 
(henceforth Jud. Arch. Que.), greffe Rageo~, 31 Oct. 
1684, "Proc's verbal de Dft1ib5ration de la Compagnie de 
la Baie d'Hudson nommant deux de ses membres pour la 
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the Compagnie du Nord's documents have not survived, 

i t is more probable tha t the Company was simply not 

organized in a marmer requiring the careful recording of 

it. meetings, as vas the Hudson' s Bay Company, which 

began its Minute Books in 1671. 1 As far as the hiring 

of the Compagnie du Nord' s employees va. concerned! 

these records usually appeared in the name of one of 
2 

the directors, rather than in the Company's. 

Funds for the financing of the Compagnie c:lu 

Nord's ventures were derived primarily from the capital 

invested ~ its directors and the retums from 

expeditions to the Bay. However, since these retums 

were offset by the enormous cost of the expeditions, 

which sometimes fai led to reac:h the Bay, the Company 

remained solvent only until the end of 1691, when its 

capital was finally exhausted. 3 After this year the 

Company enjoyed neither returns from expeditions nor 

reprIs enter en France"; AN, Col., Cl1A, XIII, 99-101, 
"Proc's verbal sur l'enterprise du Sr d'Iberville," 
Que., 26 Oct. 1694; Ibid., Xll 86-88, "Les Int5ressez en 
la Compagnie dt\ Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 
13 Oct. 1697. 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 64. 

2For example, see Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Rageot 
for the month of January 1687. 

3AN, Col., CltA, XII, 167 "Memoire des Interessez 
en la Compagnie c:lu Nord," 1692. See Table 5, Appendix A, 
infra, pp. 217-24. 
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any si!nificant influx of capital from n .. illYestors. l 

two a.ses8IDent. of 3 1/2 per cent and 13 par cent on 

_ch director' s total illVest:ment were levied in 1690 aDd 

1691 respectively, but tbi. scheme brought Oftly a 

fraction of the amounts needed to remain .01vent. 2 It 

va. tharefore clear tbat the COmpagnie .du Nord va. 

lFrIgault ("La Compagnie de la colonie," Revue 
de l'Univ!Ji'siti d'Ottava, XXX, 14), ba.es hi. claim 
tbat there were thtrty-tbree inve.tors in the Cg!pa8!lie 
du Nord on AN, Col.", CltA, CXXV, 368-70, "Liate· 
glâirâle des Intlressez en la Compagnie de la Colonie 
du CaDada et des actions qu'il. y Ol'lt pris," Raudot, 
1708. This document, in fact, UllaC' the h_ding 
"Intlressez en la compagnie du nord unie a celle de la 
COlonie," lists forty-nine "intlre •• ez," the vast 
majority of whose Dames bave appeared on no other 
documents c:onc:erning the Coft!8Pie du N0ë. Aa Table S, 
Appendix A, ipfra, pp. 217- d_onatrates, the ~enie 
du Nprd relied prtmarily on the approxima te sum l , 0 
livres investad by its t:wenty-two direc:t:ors. '!'he fact: 
tbat in 1692 the Company's direc:t:ora claimed tbia 
c:api tal bad b.en conaumed and tba t the figures bear 
this out: provides added proof tbat thare vere no new 
investor. other than the wen~-two direc:t:ors. Unleas 
these "in*.asez" enterad the Company sometime beweerl 
1697 and 1700, an occurrenc:e vhich is Mghly doubtful, 
th. ~8nie du NQEd received no aignific:ant: influx of 
capital rom new investors. 

2AN, Col., C1U, XII, 88-89, "Champigny au 
~nistr.," Que., 10 Nov. 1692; ~., CXXV, 88-89, 
"Estat: de la c:ontribution faite par Measieurs les 
Interessez an la Compagnie du Nord de Canada sur le 
pied de l~ le 29 mars 1691 suivant le reaultat de 
l'asaemblle de la dite c:ompagnie duditjour • Quebec:." 
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re1ying on1y on its paid up capital to defray its costs 

of operation. This was in sharp contrast to the 

Hudson's Bay Company, which was able to borrow money on 

the sec:urity of its Charter and common sea1 when the 

need arase. lIt is doubtfu1 tha t the Eng1ish Company 

could have survived otherwise, for it was free fram the 

pressing need of se1ling furs in order to raise cash 

for its tmmediate necessities, and was thus in a strang 

position to compete with its riva1s. 2 Consequent1y, 

the Hudson's Bay Company was able to issue dividends of 

50 per cent in 1684 and 1688, and 25 per cent in 1689 

and 1690,3 whi1e the Compagnie du Nord's directors never 

enjoyed a persona1 profit fram their investment. 

If the Compagnie du Nord kept a record of its 

transfer of interests fram one director to another, it 

has apparent1y not survived. However, it is known that 

at 1east sevan such transactlbona occ:urred during the 

period before 1686 to 1697. 4. Of these seven 

1wm2., ed. E. E. Rich and A. M. Johnson ("Hudson's 
Bay Co;y Booke of Letters Commissions Instructions 
Outward, 1688-1696," Vol. XX; 1957), "Introduction," 
p. 1viii. 

2lli.9..; E. E. Rich, "Russia and the Colonial Fur 
Trade," The Economic History Revip, Second Series, VII, 
No. 3 (1955), 310-11. 

3R1ch, Hudson's Bay Companv, l, 155-57, 238-41, 
258-61, 272-75. 

4See Table l, Appendix A, infra, p. 190. The 
footnotes to this table show that information concerning 
the transfer of interests was obtained primarily fram 
various notarial documents. 
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transactions, on1y one, Oudiette's acquisition of La 

Chesnaye' s investment is significant to the history of 

the Compagnie du Nord. 'J.'he avent 1eading to this occurred 

in 1681, when, for the amount of 410,000 livres, La 

Chesnaye purchased the rlght to co11ect al1 debts that 

a large number of quebec residents as well as several 

Indians owed Oudiette's Company of the Farm. l On 

August 4, 1682, fire broke out in Quebec's Lower Town 

destroying two-thirds of the homes and warabouses, along 

vith much of their contents. 2 'lh1s was a bad blov to La 

Chesnaye, as it was DOW tmpossible for htm to collect 
3 these debts for the next several years. ln 1686, 

Oudiette, whose 1ease to the Company of the Farm had 

been taken over by the consolidated ferme-g5n5rale ~ 

domaines in 1685,4 was hounding La Chesnaye to pay the 

balance of 213,000 livres wh1ch he still owed. Finally, 

2Eccles, Canada Under Louis XIV, p. 121. 

3AN, Col., C1U, VI, 153-54, "La Barre au 
ministre," Que., 16 Nov. 1686; Roy, La Famille Aubert, 
pp. 31-32, 44-45. 

~tthews, 'J.'he Royal General Farms, pp. 49-50. 
Oudiette's 188se was supposed to have lasted only seven 
years. See Chapter l, supra, pp. 24-25. 

-
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the Quebec merchant was forced to come to terms and pay 

OUdiette a consignment of cor. worth 23,000 livres, as 

we11 a. his canoes and furs va1ued at 100,000 1ivres. 1 

Most important of a11, La Chesnaye transferred his 

interest in the Compagnie du Nord of approxtmAte1y 

90,000 livres to OUdiette. 2 Now, atmost one-ha1f of the 

Compagnie du Nord be10nged to a group of merchants 

residing in France. 

the transaction between La Chesnaye and 

Oudiette had an adverse effect on the Compagnie du 

Nordis organization. Later events demonstrated that it 

was impossible ~o manage the Company effective1y with 

one powerfu1 oroup of directors residing in France and 

the other, in canada. 3 Despite the fact that Oudiette 

tried to maintain a representative in Quebec,4 messages 

from France often failed to arrive in time, resulting in 

misunderstandings between the directors on both sides of 

lAN, Col., CltA, VIII, 247-48, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 16 Nov. 1686. 

2AN, Col., FU, 13, Pi'ce 75, p. 59, "Coppie 
d'un m~oire envoyé de Quebec par les intéressés dud. 
lieue en la Compagnie de la Baye du Nord ou d'hudson," 
n.d. 

3See Chapter V, infra, pp. 137-41, 179. 

4AN, Col., XIII, 99-101, "Proc's verbal sur 
l'entreprise du Sieur d'Iberville," Que., 26 Oct. 1694. 
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the Atlantic. 1 the French directors' demand that 

Company headquarters be transferred from Quebec to La 

Rochelle ultimately led to a serious impasse between the 

two groups.2 Nevertheless, if Oudiette had still held 

the lease to the Company of the Farm in 1686, his entry 

into the Compagnie du Nord could well have proved to be 

beneficial, for the sarne group of French marchants who 

once had an interest in the Canadian Farm, would also 

have OWDdd almost one-half of the Compagnie du Nord. 

Rad this been the case, it is highly improbable that 

the French merchants would have continued to levy the 

burdensome droit du quart on the Compagnie du Nord. 3 

ln 1691, OUdiette was the Compagnie du Nord's 
4 

leading director with an investment of 73,193 livres. 

La Chesnaye, who by 1691 had managed to acquire an 

interest of 22,268 livres through the purchase of other 

directors' holdings,5 was the leading Canadian investor. 

l!.ë!i!. 

2See Chapter V, infra, p. 140. 

3See Chapter IV, infra, p. 114. 

4This paragraph, as weIl as the following two, 
are based on the facts presented in Table 1. 

5AN, Col., ClU, VIII, 247-48, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 16 Nov. 1686. 
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The other three top Canadian directors were Le Ber, with 

an invesbDent of 21,379 livres; Hazeur, with 17,521 

livres; and Pachot, with 10,373 livres. The combined 

interests of these four C&nadians came to 71,541 livres, 

an amount on1y slight1y lower than the 73,193 livres 

he1d by Oudiette. ln 1691 the remaining 49,239 livres 

invested in the Company were distributed be~ween tan 

other directors, who he1d interests ranging from 7,340 

livres to 1,792 livres. Therefore, out of a total of 

120,780 livres invested by directors other than Oudiette, 

the four 1eading Canadians, La Chesnaye, Le Ber, Hazeur, 

and Pachot, he1d the combined amount of 71,541 livres, 

or approximate1y 60 per cent. ln 1691 the Compagnie du 

~ was c1ear1y dominated by Oudiette and four C&nadian 

directors. 

The absence of Le Ber's 21,357 livres' interest 

marks the most significant difference in the Compagnie 

du Nordis 1ist of 1697. TWo other directors, Catignan, 

who had died by 1697,1 and Chanjon, who withdrew from 

the Company, a1so had their respective interests of 

5,471 livres and 7,340 livres 1iquidated. La Chesnaye 

had 42 livres 1iquidated, reducing his total holdings to 

lSee Table 2, Appendix A, infra, pp. 194-201 for 
biographica1 information. 
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22,226 livres. Therefore, the total value of liquidated 

interests amounted to 34,210 llvres. Only one new 

dlreetor, a Freneh merehant named Demonle, entered the 

Company between 1691 and 1697, vith an investment of 

2,419 livres, whleh he purehased from the liquldated 

eapltal of 34,210 llvres. Therefore, between 1691 and 

1697, the total amount lnvested ln the Compagnie du Nord 

showed a reduetion of 31,791 llvres. 

Of the twen~-two direetors llsted in Table l, 

a total of fifteen had invested in the Compagnie du Nord 

before 1686. Only five of them, La Chesnaye, Hazeur, 

Paehot, Lepieart, and Gobin, remalned as direetors in 

1697; four, Le Moyne, Comport', Catignan, and Branssat 

had died; and the remainlng six, Le Ber, Chanjon, 

Gitton !lli, Bouthier, Delorme, and Bruneau, had 

liquidated their interests. ln 1697, in addition to 

the five original direetors, there were seven others who 

had entered the Company between 1686 and 1697. From 

these figures it is evident that a substantial change in 

Company direetorship oeeurred fram the period before 

1686 to 1697. Although 27 per eent of the original 

fifteen direetors were eliminated by death, and 33 per 

eent of them remained in 1697, it is signifieant that 40 

per eent withdrew from the enterprise. lt is also 

worth noting that all but one of the seven direetors who 
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entered the Company between 1686 and 1697, did so before 

1691. On1y the Freneh merehant Demonie purehased a very 

sma11 interest after 1691. By that year it was obvious 

that potentia1 investors eonsidered the Compagnie du Nord 

a bad risk. 1 

tables 1 and 2 revea1 some important faets 

eoneerning the eomposition of the Compagnie du Nordis 

direetorship. During the period from before 1686 to 

1697 a total of twenty-two direetors were invo.1ved in 

the Compagnie du Nord. The permanent residenee for 

sixteen or 73 per eent of these twenty-two direetors was 

Canada, with twe1ve living in Quebee, three in Montreal, 

and one in Three Rivers. "By 1697, however, after the 

deaths of Le Moyne in 1685 and Branssat in 1693, as we1l 

as the withdrawa1s of Bruneau in 1687 and Le Ber in 1694, 

Quebee was the on1y plaee of residenee for the remaining 

Canadian direetors. Twenty-seven per eent or six out of 

the Companyls twenty-two direetors are elassified as 

permanent residents of Franee. Of these six merchants, 

two, Oudiette and Marnot, lived in Paris; and three, 

Chanjon, Gitton t!l!, and Duprat, resided in La Rochelle. 

Demanicls city of residence in France is unknown. 

1This was with good reason. See table 5, 
Appendix At infra, p. 219. 
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!ables 1 and 2 a1ao ahov tbat froa the perlod 

b.for. 1686 to 1697 the composition of the campaspie du 

nord' s directorabip underwent a considerab1. cbarlge, 

both in t .. s of the percea.tase of Canadian and French 

directors in the Company, and th. amount inv.sted by the 

two sroups. A1t:bough the 8IIlOUDt of capital inveated by 

each of the directora in the period before 1686 ia l'lot 

c1ear, it is known tbat fift.en out of a total of 

seventean associat.a, or 88 par cent of them vere 

eanadian, 1eavlns on1y 12 per cent or two French 

lnvestora. 'rhe amount lnveated by the French dttectora 

before 1686 carmot be determ1ned exact1y, but lt ls 

probable that thelr lnter.st vas 1itt1e more tban 12',000 

U.vre. or 6 par cent of the Company' a total capital of 

approximat~ly 195,000 livre.. !he numbar of investors 

reached 1 ts peak of nin.teen durlns the 1686 to 1690 

periode By Chen, two directora, Comport' and Le Moyne 

vere a1ready dead, and on1y one DaDOnic, bad not )let 

en tared the Company. Of thes. ninetean directora, 74 par 

cent or fourteen vare Canadian and 26 per cent or five 

vere French. 'lbus, th. percentage of French directora in 

the Company bad risen by fourteen aince before 1686. 

Even more sisnificant, the French directors nov owned 

approximate1y 50 par cent of the Company -- an increese 

of 44 par cent aince before 1686. By 1691 the 
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withdrawals of Gitton fi!!., Delorme, Bouth1er, and 

Bruneau, had reduced the Company's directorship to 

fifteen, of whom four, or 27 per cent were FreDc:h. The 

holdings also remained quite stable with the percentage 

of Canadian capital rising slightly to 53 per cent of 

the total, and the French, falling off to 47 per cent. 

The withdrawals of Chanjon and Le Ber, the deaths of 

Branssat and Catignan, as well as the entry of Demonic, 

put the total number of directors at twelve in 1697. 

The French membership of four directors was now 33.5 

per cent of the total, whereas the Canadian associates, 

numba~ing only eight, composed 66.5 per cent of the 

Company's directorship. Most signlficant of all, was 

the fact tha t the French capital in the Company had 

risen to fifty-three per cent of the total. Therefore, 

from the period before 1686 to 1697, the French directors 

in the Company had increased from 12 per cent to 33.5 

per cent, and the amount invested from 6 per cent to 53 

per cent of the total. A Company which had begun as an 

almost purely Canadian venture, in 1697 was controlled 

by French investors, despite the fact that they were a 

minority of the total directorship. 

Table 2 discloses that of the sixteen directors 

whose permanent residence was Canada, three, Lepicart, 

Ma cart , and Delorme, were native Canadians, born in New 
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France. The approxima te dates of arrivai to canada 

are known for twe1ve of the remaining thirteen canadian 

directors. Fifty per cent of these twe1ve directors 

were we11-estab1ished canadians, having arrlved in New 

France before 1670. Charles Le Moyne, who reached 

Canada in 1641, was the first to arrive. He WAS fol1owed 

by La Chesnaye, who came 1:0 Canada in 1655. After Le 

Moyne' s death in 1685, La Chesnaye, who WAS fifty years 

of age at the Company's for.mation in 1682, became its 

oldest director. Thus, inc1uding the three native 

Canadians, nine of the Company's sixteen canadian 

directors appeared to have a thorough experience in the 

Canadian fur trade. 

According 1:0 Table 2, fami1y ties among the 

Company's directors were strong. Fifty per cent of the 

sixteen Canadian directors were related. Four of these 

eight directors, Le MOyne, Le Ber, Hazeur, and Delorme, 

were brothers-in-1aw. Comport5 and Macart were 1inked 

by La Chesnaye's close business associate, Charles 

Bazire, who was a brother-in-law to both of them. The 

families of the other directors were related through 

marriages of their c::hi1dren, although these uniGns 

occ::urred after the Compagnie du Nord's demise. La 

Chesnaye's daughter was married to one of Le Moyne's 

sons, and Hazeur's son, to de Lino's daughter. 
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A large percentage of the Company' s Canadian 

directors enjoyed a very high social atatua in the 
l 

colony. Table 3 reveals that twelve of the sixteen 

Canadian directora, or 75,. of them, ~7ere either nobles, 

Sovereign Councillors, or enjoyed some other tmportant 

position of authority. Five of ~lese directors were 

nobles, including Comport5 and Bouthier, who were born 

of noble families. La Chesnaye and L. Moyne were granted 

their titles, whereas Le Ber purchased his. Four of the 

directors, La Chesnaye, Hazeur, Macart, and de Lino, 

were Sovereign Councillors; althOugh La Chesnaye was the 

only director to hold this position while the Compagnie 

du Nord was in operation. Eleven directors, .four of 

whom were neither nobles nor sovereign councillors, 

enjoyed other tmportant positions of authority. The 

three leading directors, La Chesnaye, Le Ber, and Hazeur, 

can be classified in at least two of the three categories 

listed in Table 3; but La Chesnaye was the only one who 

waa a noble, a Sovereign Councillor, and who held another 

important position of authority. Therefore, many of the 

Compagnie du Nord's directors, especially the leading 

ones, were among the social ~lite of New France. 

lSee Table 3, Appendix At infra, pp. 202-204. 
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1 
Table 4 shows that many of the Company' s 

directors were also members of the colony's commercial 

&lite by virtue of the numerous economic interests they 

held. Since little information is available on the six 

French directors, who, with the exception of Oudiette 

and Chanjon, apparently had no interests in Canada, 

Table 4 is primarily concerned with the sixteen 

Canadians. All of these directors, except Lepicart and 

Ma cart , held at least one seigneurie. Although these 

seigneuries were not a1ways he1d for an extended 1ength 

of time,2 the combined seigneurial holdings of the 

Company' s 1eading directors, La Chesnaye, Le Ber, Hazeur 

and Pachot, amounted to a substantia1 proportion of a11 

the seigneuries then available in New France. 3 La 

Chesnaye, who by far owned the MOst property of a11 the 

Company's directors, controlled more seigneuries than 

anyone else in the history of New France. 4 Often, 

lSee Table 4, Appendix A, infra, pp. 205-216. 

pp. 56, 201-202. 
4 !2!.!!., p. 56. 
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these seigneurial grants enab1ed the directors to 

participate in other ventures, such as fishing, in 

which 50 per cent of the associates were engaged. Two 

directors, Hazeur and Delorme, used their seigneurie of 

Ma1baie as a base for an important 1umbering project. 

Hazeur a1so estab1ished a slate quarry in his seigneurie 

of Anse de LI Etang. 

Table 4 a1so revea1s that 56 per cent, or nine 

out of sixteen Canadian direetors were invo1ved in 

various aetivities other than fishing or fur trading. 

These inc1uded the ownership of stores by four merchants; 

a tannery and brickyard by two; mi11s by another two; 

and shipbui1ding and 1umbering, projects in which another 

four directors were engaged. La Chesnaye a1so owned a 

bakery, and Hazeur, a slate quarry. 

Despite the directors' various interestarthat 

have been mentioned thus far, Table 4 disc10ses that 

first and foremost, the Compagnie du Nordis Canadian 

associates were fur traders. T.hirteen out of sixteen, 

or 87 per cent of the directors were engaged at some 

time in fur trading projects other than the Compagnie 

du Nord. Therefore, during its period of operation, 

the Compagnie du Nord was by no means the exclusive fur 

trading interest of its directors, who were very much 

invo1ved in the exploitation of the entire northwestern 
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fur trading area in addition to the particu1ar Hudson 

Bay region. Fur trading vas obvious1y the dominant 

force in these directors' lives, for the Compagnie du 

Nord's co11apse in 1700 in no way deterred seven out of 

the nine directors who were still a1ive from transferring 

their interests to the new1y estab1ished Compagnie da la 

Co1onie1 and acquiring shares, which were worth 50 

livres each. 2 Therefore, seven former Compagnie du 

~ directors he1d interests ranging from 1,000 to 

19,000 livres in the new Company. Because these seVeD 

associates a11 owned twenty shares or more, they were 

given a vote at the Çgmpagnie de la Colonie' s genera1 

meetings, and five of them were e1ected to the 

organization's directorship, consisting of seven 

directors. 3 Four former Compagnie du Nord directors 

ranked among the top e1even shareho1ders in the new 
4 

Company, inc1uding La Chesnaye, with an investment of 

lFr'gau1t, "La Compagnie de la Colonie," Revue 
de l'Universit' d'Ottawa, XXX, 14. Delorme died in the 
early part of 1700, and therefore,he is exc1uded from 
this group of nine surviving directors. 

2Edits. ordonnances royaux, ed. Fr'chette, 1, 
280-81, "Rig1ement pour la Compagnie du Canada," 15 Oct. 
1700. 

3 
Ibid., p. 281. 

4Fr'gault, "La Compagnie de la colonie," Revue 
de l'Universit' d'Ottawa, XXX, 14. 
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19,000 livres and Le Ber, with 12,000 livres, the two 

greatest interests; and Hazeur, with 8,000 livres, and 

de Lino, with 6,000 livres. With the exception of de 

Lino, the 1eading investors in the Compagnie du Nord were 

a1so the top shareho1ders in the Compagnie de la Colonie. 

Table 4, in addition to showing that the 

Compagnie du Nord was not its directors l exclusive fur 

trading interest, a1so revea1s tbat the Company was not 

their on1y mutuel partnership. A11 to1d, a total of 

thirteen other separate partnerships existed between 

fourteen of the Companyls sixteen canadian directors. 1 

This inc1udes three separate fishing partnerships, seven 

separate fur trading agreements inc1uding the Compagnie 

de la Colonie, and three associations invo1ving interests 

other than fur trading and fishing. Therefore, the 

Compagnie du Nordis canadian directors were a closely­

knit economic group, with 87 per cent of them invo1ved 

in separate partnerships with one another. 

Table 4 a1so disc10ses a-fascinating relationship 

between the Compagnie du Nordis leading canadian 

directors, the number of outside interests they he1d, 

and their fortune a t the time of des th. The four 

1Table 4 1ists on1y the names of the Compagnie 
du Nordis directors involved in these partnerships. 
Often, merchants who he1d no interest in the Company were 
a1so invo1ved in partnerships with the Compagnie du Nordis 
directors. 
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Canadian directora, who in 1691 had invested over 10,000 

livres, La Chesnaye, Le Ber, Hazeur, and Paeh.ot, also 

held the greatest number of other interests. However, 

the only director of this group to die solvent was Le 

Ber. Obviously, ~he other three directors' substantial 

investments in the Compagnie du Nord were not the sole 

cause of their insolvency, but it is worth noting that 

Le Ber was the only director of the four, who withdrew 

his interest from the Company. Information concerning 

the fortune of only five other Company directors at the 

time of their death is available. Four of them, Le 

Moyne, Lepicart, Branssat, and Macart, died solvent, 

but they all held relatively small interests in the 

Compagnie du Nord. Only Gobin, who also held a small 

interest in the Company, died insolvent, but he was 

involved in more outside investments than Lepicart, 

Branssat, and Macart. Of the five directors to die 

solvent, only Le Moyne and Le Ber had numerous interests 

outside the Compagnie du Nord. Therefore, on the basis 

of the available information, it can be concluded that 

the majority of those directors with large investments 

in the Compagnie du Nord and with numerous other 

interests, died insolvent, while most of those with 

fewer investments, both in and out of the Company, were 

solvent at the time of death. 
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The study of the Compagnie du Nord's directors 

leads to a brief comparison between them and the 

associates of the English Hudson's Bay Company. Severa 1 

of the Hudson' s Bay Company' s early members, such as the 

King' s cousin, Prince Rupert; his private secretary, 

J'ames Hayes; J'ames, the Duke of York and heir to the 

British throne; Anthony Ashley Cooper, later the first 

Earl of ShâftesbUL-y; and Henry Bennet, the Earl of 

Arlington, were closely connected with the Royal Society, 
1 the Government, and its tmperial policy. Some of the 

Hudson's Bay Company shareholders also served on the 

Councils of Trade and Plantations, and were influential 

forces in the British colonization of the New World, 

having invested funds in Carolina, in the development 

of the Bahamas, Providence Island, and other lands in 

the West Indies. 2 By 1680, the list of Hudson's Bay 

Company associa tes had undergone a considerable change 

with the entry of a group of "City financiers," which 

included the versatile Christopher Wren; Colonel Henry 

Meese, a former settler and administrator of Virginia; 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 29-34. 

,21bid., p. 30. 
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and Sir Robert Clayt6n, Lord Mayor of London. The 

weight and compatence of this new group proved invaluable 

to the English Company's further growth. l ln contrast 

to the Hudson's Bay Company's associates, the French 

directors of the Compagnie du Nord and especially the 
. 2 

Canadians vielded little power vith their monarch. 

Although in its later years the Compagnie du Nord vas 

dominated by French capital, the Company's future still 

depended on its Canadian directors,3 who, despite their 

strength and prestige in New France, could do litt le to 

exert their influence on the French authorities. Thus, 

the Canadian directors' strength in the colony was 

inconsequentia1 in comparison to that of the Hudson's 

Bay Company's members in Eng1and. This fact certain1y 

contributed to the downfa11 of the Compagnie du Nord, 

vhich in comparison to the "compagnie puissante" of the 
4 Eng1ish, vas nothing more than a "poign~e de marchands." 

1~., pp. 84-89. 

2Char1es Woo1sey Cole, Colbert and a cen~ of 
French Mercanti1ism (2 vols; Morningside Heights~39), 
Il, 553. 

3See Chapter V, infra, p. 141. 

4AN, Col., C1lA, VII, 211, "Memoire de ce qui 
s'est passé dans le dernier voyage de la Baye d'Hudson," 
De :·1eul1es, 4 Oct. 1685. 
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Moreover, as Table 4 has shawn, the Canadian directors 

were, above a11, professiona1 fur traders, who depended 

on short-term profits for their economic survival. They 

could not afford to take the more detached attitude of 

the wealthy and diversified group of English bankers, 

financiers, courtiers, and statesm~, whose mixed motives 

for supporting their Company were much broader and far 

more concerned with long-te~ results rather than 

~ediate financial success. l Therefore, the members 

of the Hudson's Bay Company were able to endure difficult 

t~es far more easily than the Compagnie du Nord 

directors, who found it ~possible to survive a 

financial crisis. 

The discussion of the Compagnie du Nord's 

directorship has revealed that the Company was basically 

a weak organization, especially in comparison to its 

English counterpart. The aparse documentation concerning 

the Company's mechanics of management suggests that it 

was nothing more than a loosely organized partnership 

between a group of merchants, whose investments provided 

the enterprise with its principal source of capital. Un­

like the Hudson's Bay Company, the Compagnie du Nord 

could neither borrow funds on credit nor raise money 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 64. 
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through the sale of shares. The Compagnie du Nord 

began as an a~ost exclusively Canadian venture, but by 

its later years, it was dominated by French capital, a 

fact which reduced the efficiency of the Company's 

management. Although several of the Company's directors 

died insolvent, especially its leading ones, this does 

not necessarily mean that they were failures, for Many 

of them were able to fulfill their desire to become 

involved in numerous diversified economic interests. 

The Canadian directors, despite their lack of influence 

in France, in their own sphere were a closely-knit and 

powerful group of enterprising businessmen, who were 

primarily fur traders, but whose combined activities 

covered every phase of colonial life in the late 

Seventeenth and early Eighteenth Centuries. 



CHAPTER 111 

THE COMPANY'S EARLY H1StoRY, 1682-1685 

the period 1682 to 1685 marked the Compagnie du 

Nord's transformation from a private trading association 

into a royally sanctioned company, protected by letters 

patent issued by the French Crown. the Company's early 

history demonstrated that a royal char~er was essential, 

for without it, the Compagnie du Nord was powerless to 

compete with the Hudson's Bay Company, which enjoyed the 

full recognition of the English Crown through its 

chArter of 1670. Between 1682 and 1685, the Compagnie 

du Nord sent two costly trading expeditions to the Bay, 

but because of lack of royal support and superior 

English competition had nothing to show for its efforts 

except heavy losses by the latter date. lt was therefore 

clear that a royal charter was essential for the Compagnie 

du Nord's survival, since it would enable the Canadians 

to organize military expeditions rather than mere 

trading ventures. On May 20, 1685, this eharter was 

Îinally obtained. The purpose of this chapter is to 

describe the events of the Compagnie du Nord's early 

59 
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history that led to the granting of its letters patent 

in 1685. 

Several montha before the Compagnie du Nord was 

established, La Chesnaye, Bruneau, Saure 1 , Chanjon, and 

Gitton !!!! had joined together to put into effect the 

plans formulated by La Chessaye himself and Radisson. l 

ln July of 1682,2 Radisson and Groseilliers, along with 
3 a crew of nearly thirty men that included Groseilliers' 

son, Jean Baptiste Chouart; the well known pilot and 

cartographer, Pierre Allemand; and the able trader and 

i~terpreter, Jean Baptiste Godefroy, set sail for the 

ISee Chapter l, supra, pp. 26-27. 

2Th.e account of this expedi tion is based on the 
following sources: Rich,Hudson's Bay ComHn~, l, 133-
43; Nute, Caesars of the Wilderness, pp. 1-7, "Appendix 
7," jP. 322-24, "Des Groseilliers' Petition rJanuary, 
1684 ;" Radisson, Radisson's Voyages, pp. 258-314; AN, 
Col., F3, Moreau de St. Mk'Y, Il, 54," "Relation du 
voyage de 2 barques fra~aises au golfe d'Hudson," 

- 1682; AN, Col., Cl1A, VI, 196, "De Meules au Ministre," 
Que., 4 Nov. 1683; lendar 0 State Pa ers Colonial 
Series Am ica and West 1 dies 1 1- henceforth 
CSP , X • ed. J. • Fortescue London, 898), 565, 
"Memorial for the French Ambassador," 12 Dec. 1683. 
Many variations occur in these sources, but only the 
significant ones will be pointed out. 

3Rich (Hudson's ~ ~moann' l, 135), and Guy 
Fr5gault (lberyille le coftiu âiîtMontr5al, 1944], 
p. 86), basins their statements on AN, Col., F3, Moreau 
de St. M&ry, Il, 54, "Relation ••• ," 1682, claim that 
La Chesnaye accompanied this expedition. %bis claim is 
impossible, because in Sept. 1683, a full month before 
the expedition returDed, La Chesnaye was in Quebec. See 
infra, p. 65. 
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Bay in two poor1y equipped vesse1s, the Ste. ADne and 

the St. Pivre. After many misbapS," iIle1uding mutinies, 

dangers of ice and flood, and bair1 •• 1d, escapes, they 

reached the mouth of the Hayes River on August 19, 1682. 1 

Now that Radisson and Grosei11lers were at 1ast 

in a posltion to carry out La Chesnaye's dream of 

estab1ishlng a tradlllg post iD the Port Nelson reglon, 

two other parties arrived", a11 wlth1n a feJW days of each 

other. An lnter10plng expedltlon from New Eng1and, 1ed 

by Benjamln Gi11am, who cOlllll8nded the Ba che lor, s De1lght 
" 2 with a creJW of "14 men a11 • • • very reso1ute Pe11aves," 

estab1lshed the Bache1ors' Fort on an is1and off the 

north shor. of the Nelson River at approximate1y the seme 

tlme as the French eonstructed a post on the south baDk 

of the Hayes River. 3 About a week 1ater, came a third 

expedl tlon sent by the Hudson' s Bay Company, which by 

1AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. Mky, Il, 54, 
"Relation ••• ,11 1682, glves Aug. 20 as the date of 
arriva 1. Rich (Hudson's BaY Company, l, 135-36), points 
out the uncertainty as to the correct da te. 

2lJ2!.9.., p. 135. 

3!2!,g., p. 136. The author states this sett1E11lent 
was on the south bank, whi1e Nute (Caesars of the 
Wi1dernefs, p. 190), c1alms it was on the north. Both 
authorsRlch, pp. 135, 140-41, and Hute, p. 189), explaln 
that the correct sequence of avants concernlng the arriva1s 
and the establishment of posts by the Radisson and the 
Gil1am eÀpeditions ia imposslb1e to determlne. the 
Eng1ish and French aceounts, for obvious reasons, claimed 
prior possession of the Port Nelson region. 
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1682 possessed three posts on James Bay, but vas 

determined to estab1ish a fort in ~e Port Nelson region. 

rhis expedition, 1ed by John Bridgar, who had received 

a regu1ar commission as Governor at Nelson, soon 

proceeded to estab1ish Port Nelson, a1so on the Nor~ 

shore of the Nelson River, but far enough removed froID 

the Bache10rs' Fort so that the two Eng1ish parties 

temporari1y remained uneware of eaeh other' s presence. 

Radisson, however, who under pretence of great friend-

ship had informed both Benjamin Gi11am and John Bridgar 

of the Freneh expedition's presence, easi1y hoodwinked 

both men and soon gained control of the Port Nelson 

region. After wintering at the Bay and burning both the 

Gi11am and Bridgar posts, Radisson and Groseilliers 1eft 

Jean Baptiste Chouart a10ng with seven men in charge of 

the French post, and since the St. Pierre and Ste. Anne 

were no longer safe, they sai1ed for Quebec in the 

Bache10r's De1ight. On October 20, 1683, the vesse1 

arrived carrying the prisoners Gi11am, Bridgar and their 

crews, as we11 as a cargo of 2,000 furs l traded during 

the winter. 

Despite the fact that Radisson and Groseilliers 

had succeeded in establishing the first trading post in 

lAN, Col., CllA, VI, 153, "La Barre au Ministre," 
Que., 4 Nov. 1683. 
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the Port Nelson region,l in el1minating English 

competition there, and in challenging the Hudson's Bay 

Company's basic titles, the financial success of the 

French expedition was limited. Since this expedition was 

sent out before the Cgmpagnie du Nordis establishment in 

October, 1682, it was financed only by La Chesnaye and 

his four associates, and no mention of it is made in the 

Company's accounts, which do not begin until 1684. 2 

Therefore, the only comments concerning its financial 

success were made in a rather garbled report, issued in 

June, 1684 by the Company's directors, who by then were 

calling this the Compagnie du Nordis first expedition. 3 

The directors wrote that although a great river was 

discovered where beaver was extremely plentiful, only a 

IJ5rl!mie, 'l'wenty Y_rs of York Factory, 
"Introduction," p. 7. 

2AN, Col., CltA, CXXY, 85-87 "Memoire sur les 
affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d. 

3ll!.!!!.., VII, 258-59, "Interessez dans la 
Compagnie de la Baye d'Hudson au Ministre," Que., 5 
June 1684; ll!.!!!.., VI, 263-64, "Lettre de quelques 
habitants de la colonie touchant le commerce qu'ils ont 
entrepri. 1 la Baie d'Hudson," Que., 5 June 1684. 
Rich (Hudson's Bay compani' l, 199), claims La Barre 
sent this expedition in 1 83 and that it never reached 
the "Nelson River." 'l'here appears to be no record in 
Canada of any French expedition intended for the Bay 
in 1683. 
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small DUmber of pelta were brought to Quebec, because 

the natives of the Port Nelson region, never before 

baving seen white fur traders, ate the beaver flesh and 

merely burned the pelts. Consequently, the few furs 

brought to Quebec in October of 1683were not sufficient 

to allow the Company to pay its crew. 

To add to the Compagnie du Nord's finaDcial 

problems, its directors became involved with the 

Company of the Farm iD a dispute that threatened to 

deprive tham of their expedition's modest returns. 

After the Company of the Farm, in early August 1683, 

bad learned the true purpose of Radisson' s expedition,l 

i t sent i ts agents to Perc5e Rock, where they discovered 

the Aigle noir, .a vessel sent from France, which was 

awaiting Radisson and Groseilliers' return faom Hudson 

Bay. 2 This vessel, according to the plans adopted by 

La Chesnaye and his four associates in May, 1682, was to 

receive the furs brought from the Bay and carry them 

directly to Europe in order to avoid the droit du guart. 3 

The Company of the Farm therefore presented a petition 

to the Intendant Jacques de Meulles, Sieur de La Source, 

lE. Z. Massicotte, "La traitte ••• ," BRH, XXXIV 
(March, 1928), 190, "D'claration ••• ," 5 Aug. -y'683. 

2AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. M5ry, VI, 45-46, 
"Ordonnance de M. de Meulles ••• ," 24 Sept. 1683. 

3~. 
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demanding that these furs be brough~ ~o its Quebec 

Office and that the ~roit du quart be paid. "a peine 

de confiscation des dites barques et pelleteries. [et] 
1 de 3.000 1. d'amende." La Chesnaye and Chanjon 

appeared before the Intendant and agreed ta have the 

furs brought to Quebec in order ta receive 1etters of 

exchange from the Company of the Parm. but they argued 

that the Parm was Dot entit1ed to the quart. for the 

Bay was beyond its jurisdiction.2 This argument 

apparent1y annoyed the fermier. and soon after the 

Bache10r's De1ight had arrived at Quebec, despite 

Governor ta Barre's "deffense de bouche. • • de se 

mes1er des affaires de la Baye d'Hudson." the Parm 

confiscated the cargo of 2.000 beaver pe1ts. 3 This 

action prompted La Barre. much to the criticism of the 

Farm,4 to come to the Compagnie du Nord's aid with an 

ordinance dated November 5. forbidding the Par.mer's 

1~. 

2Ibid• 

3Ibid., p. 55. "Ordonnance de la Barre portant 
defenses aux fermiers de poursuivre la confiscation des 
pelleteries provenus de la traite faite a la Baye 
d'Hudson," 5 Nov. 1683. 

4AN, Col., C11A, VI, 219-20 "Memoire a Messieurs 
les Interessez en la soci5tt5 en commandite de la ferme 
et comaerce de Canada!l" 1683. 
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confiscation of the furs. l The Governor also felt it 

vas unfair to require these "ma lheureux" to pay the 

quart at all, in view of the fact that they had run 

extreme risks, suffered severe losses, and come from a 

greater distance than the shores of Franee. 2 The issue 

vas temporarily resolved on November 8 when the Fa~ers 

vere ordered to give letters of exchange for the full 

value of the Bachelorls cargo. 3 But, the letters of 

exchange covering the amount due for the quart vere not 

to be negotiated until the royal authorities had reviewed 

the entire matter. 4 

Although Governor La Barre supported the Compagnie 

du Nordis directors in their dispute with the Fa~, he 

disappointed them by his policy regarding the capture of 

the Bachelorls Delight. As soon as Radisson had arrived 

at Quebec, he went to La Barre to report on the 

expeditionls accomplishments. 5 Needless to say, La Barre 

1 AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. M'ry, VI, 55, 
"Ordonnance de la Barre ••• ," 5 Nov. 1683. 

2AN, Col., CllA, VI, 153-54, "La Barre au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1683. 

3AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. ~ry, VI, 56, 
"Ordonnance de M. de Meulles qui ordonne par les fermiers 
le paiement des castors provenants de la traite du Sieur 
de la Chesnaye et la Compagnie 1 la Baye dlHudson et 
renvoie les fermiers a se pourvoir au Conseil de Sa 
Majest'," 8 Nov. 1683. 

4~. 

5Radisson, Radissonls Voyages, p. 312. 



67 

was generally pleased with Radisson's account, but the 

Governor was concemed with the capture of the New 

Bngland ship, for he felt that Radlsson had "auc:::un droit 
1 pour la prise de ce navire," aven though this "forban" 

had ventured into Hudson Bay to trade furs wi th nothing 

more than a fishing permit obtained from the New England 

authorities. 2 The Govemor feared that the Bachelor's 

capture "auroit p4 exciter une querelle avec ses 

voisins",3 and in view of "l'union des deux couronnes 

de France et d'Angleterre, et de leurs BDys,"4 any 

action that could lead to war between the two countries 

should be avoided. La Barre therefore ordered the 

release of the Bachelor's Delight, its craw, Benjamin 

Gillam, and J'ohn Bridgar, as well as the payment of 

1,000 livres in damages to Gillam. 5 

lAN, Col., Cl1A, VI, 357-58, "Copie d'une 
lettre de M. de la Barre au Ministre," 14 NOv. 1684. 

2AN, Col., F3, MOreau de St. HIry, Il, 54, 
"Relation ••• ," 1682; llli., VI, 50, "Ordonnance de 
la Barre qui accorde l Benjamin Gillim la main levle du 
navire le Gaxçon quoque pris sans congl ni passeport des 
Amiraux du Roy d'Angleterre," 25 Oct. 1683. 

3Ibid., Il, 54, "Relation ••• ," 1682. 

41bid., VI, 50 "Ordonnance de la Barre ••• ," 
25 Oct. l~ 

5~., AN, Col., Cl1A, VI, 357-58, "Copie d'une 
lettre de M. de la Barre au Ministre," 14 Nov. 1684. 
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'l'hls decision by the Govarnor of New France did 

1itt1e to app.se the Eng1ish autboritie., whose 

bosti1ity towards the French bad a1ready bem arou.ad 

by La Barre' 8 northerD po1iey adopted .OOD after bis 

arrivai to Canada. ln a 1etter to the King warning 

tbat the Hudson' s Bay Company vas estab1i.biDg posts in 

French territory, La Barre dee1ared tbat a1tbough he 

wou1d do nothirlg to disturb the Eng1i.h colllllerce by 

sea, if the Company advanced in1and and diverted the 

Indians from the French, he wou1d be forced to expe1 the 

Eng1ish, Mce qui me sera ais' [i1sJ estants fort 

foib1es. ,,1 When Louis XIV received tbis di.patch he 

ordered the French Amba •• ador to relate La Barre' s 

tbreat to the Eng1ish Court,2 whose autborities rep1ied 

tbat by virtue of its 1etters patent and prior possession 

the Hudson' s Bay Company c1aimed the right to penetra te 

further in1and and estab1ish posta. 3 ln Deeember, 1683, 

11!Ui. ("Letters Outward, 1680-87," Vol. Xl), 
pp. 68-69, "Extrait d'une lettre de Mr. de Labarre 
Gouverneur de Canada du 11 November 1682;" CSP

1 
1685-88, 

XII, ad. J. W. Forte8cue (London, 1899), 641-4 , 
"Governor de la Barre of Canada to Ct]," 11 Nov. 1682. 

2Arehives du Mini.stke de8 Affaires Etrangtd:'es, 
Correspondance politique, Angleterre, éXLIX, 244, 13 
March 1683. 

3CSp, 1681-85, Xl, 422-23, "Draft of a memoria1 
in answer to Monsieur de la Barre, Governor of Canada Il 

April 1683; ~ ("Letters OUtward, 1680-87," Vol. XI5, 
pp. 69-71, "~AnllWer prepared by Sr. James Haye. to 
the above memoria11," the Governor and COmmittee of the 
Hudson' s Bay Company. 
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when word of Radisson's expedition reaChed the Engliah 

Court, which by then vas fearing "the javs of this 

FrenCh Leviathan," Radisson' a exemplary puniahment was 

urged. l the Hudson's Bay Company's officials reacted 

atrongly to his "Piraticall expedition" and demanded tbat 

the King of France require "La Chesnaye and aceomplices" 

to pay them ~lO,OOO for their losses and order La Barre 

"not to suff er any ahippa from thence to aayle into Hudsona 

Straita for the future to vië1ate or Disturbe the Rights 

and Posaessiona of bia Majestyes SUbjects in those 

parts.,,2 The Hudson's Bay Company c1ear1y felt that the 

Bay area was not a "Dependance of Canada, ,,3 whereas La 

Barre and the Compagnie du Nord's directors considered 

it an integral part of the co10ny. As long as the Frenbh 

and English he1d these divergent views this conflict 

between the two Companies and their nations was bound to 

continue. 

Nevertheless, the authorities in Quebec were by 

no means agreed with the French officia1s, who, being 

considerably more disposed than La Barre to p1acate the 

l CSp, 1685-88, XII, 644-45, "Sir James Hayes to 
Sir John Werden," 27 Dec. 1683. 

2HBRS ("Latters Outward, 1680-87," Vol. Xl), 
p. 314, "ToKing from Governor and Company, presented 
21 November 1684." 

3Rich, Hudson's BaY Company, l, 143. 
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English, adopted an inconsistent, confused, and contra­

dictory Hudson Bay polic:y. This pOlic:y, characterized 

by the French authorities' desire to remain on good terms 

with the English while trying to satisfy the Canadian 

wish for the northern expansion of the fur trade at the 

Hudson's Bay Company's expense, led to much misunder­

standing. Although the French authorities, having taken 

heed of La Barre' s warnings, were well aware of the 

dangers lurking in Canada's North, they offered no 

positive advice to the Governor as to how he should cope 

with the English menace. ln 1683, the Hudson's Bay 

problem was treated in only one very brief royal dispatch, 

which far from affirmed the full support that La Barre 
1 had hoped for. This dispatch, in fact, left the 

Quebec officials in such doubt concerning "l'intention 

de sa majest~ touchant cette Baye d t hudson,,,2 that in 

the autumn of 1683, after the return of'Radisson's 

expedition, La Barre found it necessary to write the 

minis ter: 

lAN, Col., B, X, 5, "Lettre du Roy l La Barre," 
Fonta inb 1 eau , 5 Aug. 1683. 

2AN, Col., CllA, VI, 196, "De Meules au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1683. 
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Il est apropos que vous me fassiez scavoir de 
bonne heure si le Roy des ire que l'on 
soustienne ce poste affin qu'on le fasse, ou 
que l'on retire les fra~ois qui y sont 
restez. 1 

The Intendant de Meulles added, "il faut abandonner ce 

commerce aux Ang10is ou les chasser entier .. ent de la 

baye d'budson, c'est surquoy nous attendons les ordres 

de Sa Majest,.,,2 

But no such definite orders came. Instead, La 

Barre, in the summer of 1684, received a sharp reprimand 

from the Minister for banng re1easad the Bache1or' s 

De1isht. 3 This memoir stated that whether the vessel 

had been captured just1y or unjust1y, it shou1d have 

been kept, for its re1ease wou1d be constroed by the 

English as a French admission of guilt and of prior 

Eng1ish possession of the Port Nelson region. At the 

same ttme, however, the King issued an ambiguous dispatch 

to La Barre cautioning him not to give a "sujet de 

plainte au Roy d'angleterre," and informing htm that 

whi1e no new French posts shou1d be estab1ished in the 

1!,lli., p. 146, "Extrait de la lettre escrite a 
Monseigneur le marquis de Seignelay par M. de la Barre 
l Qu'bec le 4 novembre 1683." 

2ibid., p. 196, "De Meules au Ministre," Que., 
4 Nov. 16 3. 

3Ibid., p. 242, "Lottre du Ministre a la Barre," 
Versailles, 10 April 1684. 
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Port Nelson raglon, the EngU.sh DlUst DOt be a110wed to 

entreneh thallse1ves there. 1 "l'he absence of a consiatent 

French po1icy is further sbown by the fact t.hat the 

Eng1iah Ambasaador, Lord Preston, who bad been purauing 

the Hudson's Bay Company's c1aims for damage. cau.ad by 

Radiaaon's 1682-83 expedition, found tbat the French 

officia1s, rather than denying the Company' s case, were 

mere1y sta11ing for time. 2 At the end of April, 

Preston 1earnad that the French authorities had been 

orderad by the nng to advise La Barre to "restore the 

possession of Port Nelson, and of a11 which they had 

vio1ent1y taken, to t~e Eng1isb."3 A1tbough notbing 

definite came of this order, it c1ear1y indicates the 

contradictory royal po1icy ragarding Hudson Bay. 

On another matter, bowever, the King 1eft no 

doubt as to his intente After review1.ng the dispute 

between the Compagnie du Nord and the Company of the Farm 

concerning its right to deduct the guart on the furs 

1AN, Col., B, Xl, 11 "Lettre du Roy a La Barre, Il 
Versailles, 10 April 1684. 

21YY., ad. E. E. Rich ("Minutes of the Hudson' s 
Bay Company, 1619-84: Second Part, 1682-84," Vol. IX; 
1946), footnote. pp. 160-61; Rieh. Hudson's Baf gympany, 
1, 160; Note, Caesars of the Wl1derne.s, pp. 21)- 1. Both 
autbors cite documents tbat are DOt avai1ab1e in Canada, 
such as BN, Fonda Pr&D9ais, NA, Margry, Vol. 9284. 

3The on1y source for this atatCllllent is Nute, 
Çaesars of the Wi1derness, p. 211, which refers to Graham 
MSS, "Preston to the Earl of Sunderland." 30 April 1684. 
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the Bache1or's D.1ight had brought to Quebec, the Crown 
1 decided in favour of the Farmers. An edict was issued 

on April 10 stating that: 

tous marchands et habitants de la Nouvelle 
France qui traiteront des e&stors, orignaux 
et Pelleteries dans lA Baye d'Hudson, Isle 
perc'e et autres lieux de la Nouvelle France 
a l'exception de l'Acadie, seront tenus 
d'apporter les castors et orignaux a Quebec 
pour leur estre pay's le quart retenu par les 
fermiers ••• a peine de 500 livres d'amende 
et de tous despens dommages et Interests. 2 

thus, the Compagnie du Nordis directors saw their future 

hopes for substantial profits disappear in the droit du 

quart. They had hoped that the Minister would appreciate 

the enormous cost of outfitting an expedition to Hudeon 

Bayas weIL as the great distance from whieh the furs 
3 came and would therefore exempt them from the guart, 

but this was not the case. Vested interests in France 

had prevented the King from declaring Hudson Bay beyond 

the Farm' s jurisdiction. The Crown stated that the 

exemption of Hudson Bay furs from the quart: 

Rich,(Hudsonls Bay Company, 1, l6~ refers to Miss Nute's 
work. No verification for this information can be found 
in documents available in Canada. It is therefore likely 
that La Barre never received this order. 

lAN, Col., B, XI, 30-31, "Ordonnance du Roy," 
Versailles, 10 April 1684. 

2ill!t. 

3AN, Col., CItA, VII, 259, "Interessez dans la 
Compagnie de la Baye dlHudson au Ministre," Que., 5 
June 1684. 
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seroit non seUlement prejudiciable aux drOits 
de Sa Majest5 et au bien de la colonie dont 
les habitants subsistent en partie de la 
traitte des pelleteries mais mesme8 leur 
donneroit lieu de s' 8stablir dans les lieux 
exempts de droits. l 

ln an.ver to La Barre's complaints concerning the Farm's 

demands on the Compan7<' of the North,2 the King ordered 

the Governor to give the fermier "tous les secours 

justes et raisonnables qu'il vous demandera pour 

faciliter aux fermiers la perception des droits de leur 

ferme," because the Farm greatly relied on the revenues 

earned from the quart to pay the colony' s administrative 

costs. 3 The King added that the Farm must be treated 

with great respect, for it was advantageous to the 

colony that "tous les castors soient en une seule main," 

because this assured the fur traders of a ready market 

and a fixed priee for their furs. 4 It was clear then, 

that the Company of the Parm, administered by a group of 

well established French financiers, exercised far 

greater influence in the French Court than did La Barre, 

or the fledgling Company of Canadian merchant~ that 

lAN, Col., B, Xl, 30-31, "Ordonnance du Roy," 
Versailles, 10 April 1684. 

2AN, Col., C11A, VI, 151-54, "La Barre au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1683. 

3AN, Col., B, Xl, 12-13, "Lettre du Roy 1. La 
Barre," Versailles, 10 April 1684. 

4llis!. 
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he supported. 

The edict of April 10, 1684, ulttmately eaused 

the Compagnie du Nord even greater losses, for it cost 

the Company the services of its most valuable employee, 

Radisson, who had made the trip to Hudson Bayon the 

pledge of the Canadian merchants to pay him and his 
1 

brother-in-law a quarter of the furs obtained there. 

When Radisson and Groseilliers learned, upon their 

return from the Bay, that the Company of the Farm, 

rather than they, might well receive this quart, they 

set sail for France on November 11 to give an account of 

their expedition to Colbert,2 "pour y estre fait droit.,,3 

On December 18, 1683, they arrived at La Rochelle, where, 

much to their distress, they learned that Colbert had 

died and that his son, the Marquis de Seignelay, would 

meet with them. 4. The meeting with Seignelay in 

3anuary, 1684, proved so disappointing to Radisson that 

he wrote, "the recompense we had reason to hope for • • • 

was a black ingratitude on the part of the Court, [which] 

lRadisson, Radisson's Voyages, pp. 258, 315. 

2!h!S., p. 313. 

3AN, Col., F3, HOreau de St. M'ry, VI, ,. 
"Ordonnance de M. de Meulles ••• ," 8 Nov. 1683. 

4Radlsson, Radisson's vOlages, p. 313; Nute, 
Caesars of the Wilderness, p. 19 • 
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reduced ua to the nece.ai ty of ae_ing to .... e 

.1a_hare. lIl ln the veeka tbat follovad, it bec .. e 

wen more cl .. r to Radi •• on tbat he waa of aecondary 

importance to the Fr_ch autboritiea, who vere far more 

concerned vith adopting policies tbat would be likely to 

app .. s. J'ames, Duke of York, the Governor of the HudsOD' s 

Bay Company, and chief bopa of the French for the ra­

introduction of Romaa Catboliciam as the state religion 

of England. 2 Although there is some speculation tbat 

the French autborities wen encouraged Radis.on to give 

his aid to the Hudson' s Bay Company in order "to find a 

solution which would quiet the English witbout formally 

abandoning the French-Canadian clatma,n 3 thi. is 
4 doubtful. A far more acceptable reaSOD for Radisson' s 

lRad1sson, Radi.son's Voyases, p. 327. 

2R1ch, ,UdlOP" Bay co,anvt l, 160-62; Nute, 
Cae8ar~9f thel1d~e.s, pp. Or, 216. Mis. Rute 
(pp. 1 -66, and 20~1), gives a very comprehen.ive 
treatment of the French Court intrigue and explains the 
effects it bad on Radiason and Groseilliers' plana for 
establishing posta at Hudson Bay. 

3R1cb, Hudson'a Bay Companv, l, 162. 

4aich (Hudaon', Bay Compan~, lt 159), and Nut. 
(tviars of 2e W,ld:iQS', pp. n -15), rafer to documents 
s ng the enc au rities instructed Radis.on to 
support the Hudsonls Bay Company. They are: Graham 
MSS, "Preston to Sir J'ames Hayes," 25 May 1684; PRO, Amer. 
and W.l., Vol. 539, "!ran.lation of MOnsr. calli~.'s 
Direction to Mr. Radisson for reatoring Port Nelson ••• "; 
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change of allegiance was his grave disappointment when 

he learned of the Minister's decision concerning the 

guart,l for it was now clear that aIL the explorers 

would receive for their voyage to the Port Nelson region 

was "materialls for a very Romantique Novelle ... 2 

ln view of this ill-treatment by his compatriots, 

it is not surprising that Radisson succumbed to the 

inducements that the Hudson's Bay Company officiaIs had 

begun to offer him shortly after Louis XIV's proclamation 

of the April 10 Edict. 3 After Radis.on's departure from 

"Mr. Radisson's Affidavitt made before Sir Robt. Jeffery 
the 23d August 1697," cited in Nute, "Appendix Il,'' 
p. 346; and HBRS ("Letters Outward, 1680-87," Vol. Xl), 
pp. 131-32', "i""'Iarrative of the French Action at Port 
Nellson whicrrwas presented by Sr James Hayes to the 
King at Winchester 25 SeptEll\ber 1684." . However, no 
documents appear to exist in the French Archives to 
corroborate the above mentioned sources. Both Rich 
(p. 159), and Miss .Nute (pp. 215, 219-20), conclude 
that although there was some official French connivance 
behind Radisson's return to England, it was not the 
principal reason for his change of al1egiance. 

l Nute, Caesars of the Wilderness, pp. 212, 219; 
Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 161. 

2Graham MSS, volume entitled "Parliamentary 
Chamber of London The Press Hudson' s Bay and New 
England Tangiers and Algiers," pp. 125, 126, "Sir James 
Hayes to Lord Preston," 22 May, 1684, cited in Nute, 
Caesars of the Wilderness, p. 220. 

3Radisson, Radisson's Voyages, pp. 316-21; Nute, 
Caesars of the Wilderness, pp. 212-21. 
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the Bay in the autumn of 1683, the Bnglish Company had 

managed to reassert its clalm to the Port Nelson region 

by the establishment of Fort Hayes on the south bank of 

the Nelson River. l At a meeting early in 1684 it 

decided that two additional settlements should be made 

in this area, one on the Nelson River, and the other on 

the Hayes. 2 Some of the Hudson's Bay Company's Most 

prominent directors also agreed, at a series of secret 

meetings, to entice Radisson baCk to the Company's 

service by playing on the apparent laCk of support he 

had received from the French Court. 3 After receiving 

many English offers, 4 including "Large promises tha t he 

should bee Extreamely well Received and Rewarded by the 

Company,,,5 Radisson accepted, "with the greatest 

pleasure in the world,,,6 a commission to aail to the 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 148-49. 

2!Ja!.2.., p. 154. 

3~., pp. 160-62; Nute, Caesara of the 
Wi1derness, p. 217. 

4lbid., pp. 207-208; Rich, Hudaon'a Bay Company, 
l, 158-59. 

5,,~py of Willm Young Esqr his Letter to the 
Conmittee Dated ye 20th Decembr 1692," cited in Rute, 
C&esars of the Wilderness, "Appendix 10," p. 333. 

6Radisson, Radisson's Voyages, p. 320. 
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Port Nelson region, capture the French post there, and 

"bring away all those of his Nation that he had left 

behinde."l Offers were also made to Groseilliers, but 

he deeided to remain on the French side and returned to 

New Franee in the summer of 1684. 2 The directors of the 

Hudson's Bay Company displayed far more appreeiation 

tban Radisson had ever received from the French, for he 

was given a substantial salary, .t200 in Company stock 

to be held during his life and good behaviour, and a 

silver tankard, valued at over EIO. 3 On May 17,
4 

bearing instructions to the Governor of Port Nelson 

that he should bE' treated "with all respect as one in 

whome we have entire confidence and trust, .. 5 Radisson 

set sail for the Bay, where he arrived at the beginning 

of August. 6 

1!m.M, ("Lettera Outward, 1680-81,11 Vol. Xl), 
pp. 131-32, "A Narrative of French Action ••• " 

2AN, Col., CIU, VII, 260-61, "Memoire que 
presentent a MOnaeigneur les Interessez dans la Compagnie 
de la Baye d'Hudson," Paris, 6 Feb. 1685, Comport5 i !2!!l., 
p. 256, "Coppie de la lettre escrite par le Sr Chouart a 
la dame de. groseilliers sa mere," London, 11 April 1685. 

3Nute, Caesara of the Wilderness, pp. 220-21; 
Rich, Hudson' a Bay Company, l, 158. 

4Radisson, Radiason's voya,es, p. 321; Nute 
(Ceesars of the Wilderness, p. 222, puts t'about May 20" 
as the sailing date. 

~udson'a Bay Company Archives, A/6/1, f. 44, 
"The Committee to Captain John Abraham," 14 May 1684, 
cited in Nute, Caesars of the Wilderness, p. 221. 

6Father Silvy (Documents, ed. 'lyrrell, "Journal 
of Father Silvy from B'elle Isle to Port Nelson," transe 
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Radisson's expedit10n had a disastrous effect 

on the Compagnie du Nord, whiCh, despite the 1aCk of 

royal encouragement, was in the process of planning a 

second voyage to the Bay. As ear1y as the autumn of 

1683 there was ta1k in the co10ny of La Chesnaye's 

proposa1s to send aid to Jean Baptiste Chouart's band 

of men,l who had been forced by Captain John Abraham of 

the Hudson's Bay Company to re1inquish their fort on 

the south bank of the Hayes River and to estab1ish a 

post further upstream on what is today known as Rainbow 

Island, where they spent the winter of 1683-84 engaged 

in minor skirmishes with the English. 2 On March 19, 

1684, Governor La Barre, who was unaware of the 

difflculties ineurred by Chouart and his men, ordered 

the Compagnie du Nord to send an expedition immediate1y 

"pour aller porter a lad.habitation de la Rivi're Ne1son3 

R. Douglas, p. 51), puts August 1st as the Eng1ish date 
of arrivaI. 

1AN, Col., C1lA, VI, 196, "De Meules au Ministre," 
Que., 4 Nov. 1683; Ibid., p. 146, "Extrait de la lettre 
escrite 1 Monseigneur le marquis de Seignelay par M. de 
la Barre a Quebec t Il 4 Nov. 1683; ~ ("Letters Outward, 
1680-87," Vol. Xl), p. 132, "A Narrative of French 
Action ••• " 

2Nute , Caesars of the Wilderness, pp. 223-25; 
Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 148-49, 165, 201. See 
J. B. Chouart's account to his uncle, Radisson, Radisson's 
Voyages, pp. 338-49. 

3A1though this post was situated on the Hayes 
River, it was often referred to as being on the Nelson; 
French references often confused the names of these two 
rivers. 
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le secours d 'hommes, vivres, lllUftitions de guerre et 

Marchandises necessaires ••• afin que [le poste] ne 

puisse estre insult5 par les Anglois. Hl the following 

month, Claude de Bermen de La Martini're was placed in 

cOlllD&nd of the expedition with a salary of 1,200 livres, 

paid by the Compagnie du Nord. 2 Since La Martini~re 

was a Sovereign Councillor, the fact that La Barre bad 

allowed h1m to be absent from the colony's affairs for 

an extended length of tilDe in the employment of a 

commercial company later aroused strong criticism on 

both sides of the Atlantic. 3 By the beginniDt of June, 

despite La Barre's urgings for a hasty departure, the 

expedition was still not underway.4 The delay was 

primar11y caused by the Iroquois menace, which had 

become so severe that La Barre had found it necesBary 

tosend the smaller of two ships built by the Campagnie 

lAN, Col., CllA, VI, 229, "Memoire de la Barre," 
Que •• 19 March 1684. 

2Jueements et dilib'rations, II, 949; AN, Col., 
CllA, VI, 4 6-407, "Long mlïïîoire de M. de Meulles au 
Ministre touchant l' ita t pr'sent du Canada, Il Que., 12 
Nov. 1684. 

3f.b~d.; AN, Col., B, XI, 45, "Lettre du Roy • 
La Barre, 1 1 July 1684; !!:!!9.., 110, "Arr8t portant que 
le Sr de la Martini're Coner. du Conl. souverain de 
Quebec sera tenu de remettre dans 2 mois l'employ qu'il 
a pris dans la Compagnie de Commerce de la Baye d'Hudson," 
Versailles, 10 March 1685. 

4AN, Col., CllA, VI, 263, ilLettre de quelques 
habitants de la colonie touchant le commerce qu'ils ont 
entrepris 1 la Baie d' Hudson, Il Que., 5 June 1684. 
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du Nord, a fifty ton frigate DAIIled the St. APtoine, to 

France on an urgent p1ea for aid. 1 T.hi. vesse1 vas 

u1ttmate1y lost on its return fram La RoChelle, costtDg 

the Company 12,000 livres, for vhich the directors on1y 

received 2,000 livres as compensation from the French 

Government. 2 Even more serious for the Compagnie du 

~, the expedition vas forced to avait the arriva1 of 

another ship fram France, for the Company had been 1eft 

vith on1y one vessel, the s8Venty ton St. FrançOis­

xavie~. 3 Fina11y, on Ju1y 12, after a further delay of 

more than three weeks, the St". Francois-xavier vas 

joined at Isle aux Coudres by the French vessel, a1so 
4 named the St. Antoine, and the expedition departed 

tha t &Vening.5 

1121d.; Ibid., p. 280, IlLa Barre au Roy,1I Que., 
5 June 16 • 

2lli!l., CXXV, 85-87, IIMemoire sur les affaires 
de la Compagnie du Nord,lI n.d.; llisl., VII, 73, IIDenonvi11e 
au Ministre, " Que., 13 Nov. 1685; wg., 260-61, "Memoire 
que presentent a Monseigneur les Interessez dans la 
Compagnie du Nord,1I Paris, 6 Feb. 1685, Comport5; Ibid., 
270-71, "Lettre des Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord 
au Ministre," 6 Nov. 1686; Ibid., X, 304, "La Compagnie 
du Nord au Ministre," 1689. 

3j1id., VI, 263, "Lettre de quelques habitants," 
5 June 16 • 

4aich (Hud.on's Bay Comt&any, l, 200-201), ~lies 
that the St. Antoine owned by e Compagpie du Nord 
returned from France to accompany the St. François-xavier. 
This wou1d have been impossible, for the CompanY'a records 
(see Supra, footnote 2), prove the St. Antoine was 10st 
in 16 4. lt was mere1y a coincideace that the vessel 

"sent from France was a1so named the St. Antoine. 

5Silvy (Documents, ed. Tyrrel1, "Journal of 
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On September 22 the two vessel., under the 

guidance of Pierre Allemand, reac:hed the Hayes River. 

Much to the Canadians' surprise and horror they found 

that the eompaWe du Nord had been stripped of its post, 

furs, and sup~lies, worth a total value of 200,000 livres;l 

that two English forts had been established: Fort Hayes 

on the south bank of the Nelson River and -Fort York on 

Father Silvy ••• ," p. 37), gave July 12 as the date 
of departure. AN, Col., CIU, VII, 211, "Maaoire de ce 
qui c'est pass' dans le dernier voyage de la Baye 
d'Hudson," De Meulles, 4 Oct. 1685, states that the 
expedition departed on June 19, but a delay occurred at 
Bay St. Paul, 15 leagues from Quebec, and the ships did 
not set sail until July 12. The accaunt of the 
expedition is based on this document as weIl as Silvy' s 
exceptionally vivid and colourful description of the 
events in Documents, ed. Tyrrell, pp. 37-80. Other 
important sources of information are: AN, Col., CllA, 
VII, 73, 102, "Denonville au Ministre," Que. 13 Nov. 
1685; Radisson, Radisson's Voyages, pp. 321-38, 349-61 
for Radisson's version, as weIl as pp. 338-49 for 
J. B. Chouart's acCOUftt of avents after Redisson's 
departure from the Bay in 1683; Rich, Hudson' s Bay 
Companv. l, 201-203; Nute, Caesars of the Wi1derness. 
pp. 222-26, 235-37. The fo110wing footnotes will 
explain only points of controversy. 

1There is some controversy as to the correct 
value of the com,agnie du Nord's losses. AN, Col., 
C1lA, CXXV, 85-8 , "Memoire sur les affairE)s de la 
Compagnie du Nord," n.d., the most reliable document, 
lists the total 10sses, including furs, merchandise, 
supplies, arms, etc., at 200,000 livres. Estimates in 
other sources, such as AN, Col., C1tA, IX, 233, "Memoire 
a Seignelay sur les affaires presentes de la baye du 
nord du Canada," 1687, tend to go as high as 400,000 
livres. 
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the north shore of the Hayes;l and that Badisson, who 

had departed just eight days earlier, had succeeded in 

bribing Jean Baptiste Chouart and his men literally to 

filer 1 l'anglaise. lt had taken litt le urging by 

Radisson to convince his nephew to serve the English 

Company, for the small band of C8nadians who had 

survived two ~inters at the Bay without reinforcements 

fram the Compagnie du Nord obviously felt somewhat 

bitter about their neglect as well as Most relieved to 

see Badisson, despite the fact that he vas now an 

employee of the rival company. lt W8S an easy matter 

for hta to turn his nephew against La Chesnaye and the 
2 Company of the North, which, according to the explorer, 

lRich, the Hudson's Bay Company, l, 148, 200-
201; T. E. Tyler, "Earlf Day. at York Fort," Beaver, 
Outfit 284 (March, 1954), 50-51. References to the 
English forts of this early period were also in­
consistent. A reason for this W8S the Hudson's Bay 
Company policy of addressing its letters to "Yorke 
Fort" or "Nellson Fort" indiscriminately in order to 
safeguard its title to the Port Nelson area by main­
taining a claim on both rivers. 

2ladisson, Rodisson's Voyages, pp. 313, 327-29. 
J. B. Chouart later defended his own actions, claiming 
his uncle had tric:ked him, but bis explanation does 
not appear to be credible. See, AN, Col., CltA, VII, 
256-57, "Coppie de la lettre escrite par le Sr Chouart 
a la dame des groseilliers sa mere," London, 11 April 
1685. 
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bad equipped him and Chouart for their 1682 trip to the 

Bay vith lia very bad Barke i11 maned and Worae Furnished 

vith Recessaries 1aden wth sorry refuge Goods tbat had been 

for the Most part of them in the ware houses above 20 years 

which barke was Âccompanied by another Barke Much Worse 

then the first ••• 111 

Sinc~" royal po1icy had restricted La Martinike 

to an expedition of trade rather than war, he and his 

men bad no choice but to retreat to the Gargousse River, 

today known as the French Creek., which runs off the 

south shore of the Hayes River. There they bui1t three 

houses, where they spent the winter, and a log fort 

defended by two bastions. When spring came they moved 

c10ser to the Eng1ish Fort York and engaged in some 

trading, but they acquired on1y a litt1e more than 

20,000 livres worth of furs, for the Indians preferred 

to dea1 with the Eng1ish who were able to continue 

offering better merchandise at more sui table terms. 

When the prospects for Any further trade began to appear 

dim, La _Martini're proposed that he a10ng with twe1ve of 

his men winter at the Bay in order to maintain the 

1Nute, Caesars of the Wilderness, "Appendix 12," 
p. 349, "The Narrative of Mr Peter Espritt Radisson in 
Reference to the An.war of the Cammrs. of France to the 
Right and Title of the Hudson Bay Company." 
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French cla1m. there, while the other. depart 

1Dmediately.l However, as soon a. he learnecl that none 

of hi. men were willing to stay for fear of receiv1Dg 

no further .upport from Queb.é, La Martinike orderecl 

his po.t burnt, and the expedition d.parted July 15. 

En ~ute they encountered .everal Hud.on' s Bay Company 

ves.els bringing reinforcement. to the Company's posts 

and they narrowly avoided capture by a.large English 

frigate, the Success, which was carrying John Bridgar, 

Radisson's former prisoner of the 1682-3 expedition. 

Although La Martini're mi •• ed the .h1p carrying the 

renegade Radi.son, who, according to Bridgar was 

returning to winter in the Bay, he did suc:ceed in taking 

the sixty ton Perpetuana Merchant and cargo valued at 

20,000 livres. 2 When the expedition reached Quebec 

on October Ist, 1685, the Compagnie du Nord recorded 

returns of over 72,500 livres, lien castors et 

IThere is no record of this in Documents, ed. 
'ryrrell, "Journal of Father Silvy ••• ," pp. 70-71, 
but see !l!.!!!., "La Potherie, Letter VI," p. 243, or AN, 
Col., CltA, VII, 73 "Denonville au Ministre," Que., 
13 Nov. 1685. 

2the various accounts of the expedition valued 
this v •••• l and its cargo at approximately 20,000 
livres, but AN, Col., Cl1A, CXXV, 85-87, "Memoire sur 
les affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d., placed 
its worth at close to 11,000 livres. 



87 

marchandi.e.," but tbl. amount va. far froID sufficlent 

to coyer the 146,000 liyre. cost of outfittlng the 

ventare, wh1eh put the Company in the rad by 

approximately 73,000 livre •• l Bad La Martinik-e'. 

expedition arrived at the Bay before Radi •• on, the 

Compagnie du Nord' s record. c:ou1d ea.ily bave .hown a 

large profit, rather tban the overwhelmlng 10 •• of 

273,000 li,.. •• 2 

"l'he bad news of the Compamie du Nord'. 10 •• es 

was not a surprise to i ts directora, for as early a. 

the autumn of 1684, after Groseillier. bad returned to 

New France with the news that Radi.son had sailed to 

the Bay in the .ervice of the &:lglish Company, 3 the 

Canadians realized that the La Hartini're expedition 

stood little eb.ance of succe •• unless it reac:hed the 

Port Nel.on region ahead of the English. 4 SuCh a 

po.sibili ty was highly unlikely, in view of the delays 

lAN, Col., CXXV, 85-87, "Memoire sur les affaire. 
de la Compagnie du Nord," n. d. 

2The St. An~ine' s 10 •• is not inc1uded in thl. 
amount. See table ~Appendix A, infrA, pp. 217, 222. 

3AN, Col., CllA, VII, 260-61, "Memoire que 
presentent a MOnseigneur les Interes.ez dans la Compagnie 
de la Baye d'Hud.on," Paris, 6 February 1685, Comporti; 
mg., pp. 350-1, "Extrait du ... s.re au Roy, envoy' par 
IëSiwr de La Barre en rçonse l la d6plc:he de Sa 
Majest' du 10 avril," Que., 13 Nov. 1684. 

'W!l. 
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in setting out incurred by La Martinike, and the 

superior English naval power. l It had therefore become 

painfully clear to the Compagnie du Nordis directors, 

who held. cr.uc~~ meeting at the home of Philippe 

Gaultier de Comport5 on October 31, 1684,2 that a 

drastic change in Company policy was needed in order to 

insure the organiza tion 1 s survi va 1. The Compagnie du 

~, which was nothing more than a private trading 

associatiDft, could not hope to compete succe8sfully 

wi th the more powerful Hudson 18 Bay Company, which 

enjoyed full royal support through its Charter of 1670. 

Above all, what the Company needed was a s1milar type 

of charter to protect it, grant to it the Hudson Bay 

area, andgive it the "droit de reprezailles ••• en Cas 

que les dits Anglois Eussent commanc' de faire rupture 

de la paix qui est Entre Nous et Eux.,,3 This grant 

would, in effect, allow the Compagnie du Nord to send 

military expeditions by land and by sea, rather tban 

1 Ibid. ,p.147, "De Meulles au Ministre," Que. 28 
Sept. l68r-

2Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Rageot, 31 Oct. 1684, 
"Proc's verbal de D'lib5ration de la Compagnie de la 
Baie dlHudson nommant deux de ses membres pour la 
repr'senter en France." This important document 
appears to be located only in the Quebec Judicial 
Archives. 
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mere trading ventures, which thua far had been tota11y 

ineffective in cheeking the Eng1ish at the Bay. For 

theae reasons, the Company's directors agreed, "apres 

une Mure de1iberature," to send Comport' a10ng vith 

Pierre Soumande Delorme to the authorities in France, 

where they wou1d "Representer toutes choses pour le 
1 bien et advantage de lad Compagnie." The directors 

decided to give Comport~ 1,200 livres to cover a11 his 

expenses, but since Delorme vas going to La Rochelle to 

negotiate his own business affaira, they consented to 

finance his trip on1y fram La Rochelle to Paris. 

On February 6, 1685, Comport52 presented the 

Company's petition. 3 He stated that aceording to 

rumours cireulating at La Rochelle, the Compagnie du 

Nord had lost 60,000 beaver pelta due to Radisaon's 

betraya1, making royal protection essentia1 to the 

Company's directors, who had a1ready spent over 120,000 

1Ibid• 

2There is no evidence tbat De1o~e accompanied 
Comporté to Paris. 

3AN, Col., CltA, VII, 260-61, "Memoire que 
presentent a MOnseigneur les Interessez dana la Compagnie 
de la Baye d'Hudson," Paris, 6 Feb. 1685, Comport'. 
There are two variations of this document: Ibid., p. 212, 
"Memoire abreg' de ce1uy qui a esté preaent5~MDnsieur 
par les habitans de Canada, intereseez dans la soci5t5 
de la Baye d'Hudson, 1. Paris, 6 Feb. 1685; Ibid., VI, 202, 
"Extrai t d'un m&moire de Gaultier de Comport& pr5v8t du 
Canada dans lequel il demande la propri'tê de la 
rivi're de Bourbon dans la Baie d'Hudson," n.d. 
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-1 
livres and "seraient ruinés s'ils faisoient une si 

grande perte.,,2 He asked the King to grant the Company 

"la propri't' de la terre de la baie d'Hudson dont il a 

esté pris au nom de Sa- M. et de l'endroit oa est leur 

establissement pour autant de temps qu'elle l'aura 

agrkble.,,3 He also submitted the Company's plans of 

outfitting an overland expedition consisting of twen~ 

canoes charged with men, munitions, and marchandise, 

with the object of establishing posts above the English 

in order to prevent them from trading with the Indiana. 

Al though Comporté hoped thereby to forcel~the English to 

withdraw from their posta without violence, his request 

for the right to uae retaliatory measures againat the 

enemy clearly revealed the Company's plans for 

belligerent action. Comporté realized that an overland 

expedition "pourroit faire de la peine aux fermiers du 

Roy 1 cause de la traitte de Tadoussac,n 4 and he there­

fore suggested that the Compagnie du Nord sublet the 

lthis esttmate of expenditures falls short of 
the 146,000 livres shown in the Company's accounts, 
supra, p. 87. 

2AN, Col., CllA, VII, 260-61, "Memoire que 
presentent a Monseigneur les Interessez dans la 
Compagnie de la Baye d'Hudson," Paris, 6 Feb. 1685, 
Comporté. 

3~. 

4Ibid• 
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Tadoussac rights from the Company of the Farm, which had 

oD1y recent1y succeeded in having an ordinance issued to 

protect its monopoly in this area. 1 Comport' a1so asked 

for royal permission to estab1ish three posts, one on 

Lake Remis co , which was within the Farmer' s domain, and 

the other two on the Abitibi Lakes, which 1ay in a 

strategie position just outside of the Tadoussac bOundary.2 

1AN, Col., B, Xl, 32-33, "Ordonnance du Roy," 
Versailles, 10 April 1684; Ordonnances. commissioDS. etc., 

e ouv s et int n ant de la 11e-
France. 1 3 -1 ,ed. P.-G. Roy Beaucevi11e, 1 24), 
Il, 74.75, l'Ordonnance de M. de Meulles qui ordonne de 
l'ordre de Sa Majest' du 10 avril dernier et, en 
cons5quence, défend a toutes personnes de quelque 
qua1it' et condition qu'elles soient de faire aucune 
traite de castors, orignaux et autres pelleteries dans 
toute l"tendue des 1Lmites de la traite de Tadoussac 
ni sur les rivi'res du Bic et du Loup nonobstant qu'ils 
en aient des contrats de concessions,1r 24 Aug. 1684. 

2The three sources for the petition a11 vary 
on this 1ast point. AN, Col., C1tA, VII, 260-61, 
IrMemoire que presentent a Monseigneur les Interessez 
dans la Compagnie de la Baye d'HUdson," Paris, 6 Feb. 
1685, Comporti, makes no mention of this 1ast request; 
~., VI, 202, "Extrait d'un manoire ••• ," n.d., 
states "avec permission d'estab1ir trois postes dans 
les rivieres qui descendent dans la dite Baye a 70 
lieues de l'endroit oe. les fermiers sont estab1is"; 
Ibid., VII, 212, "MEIl\Oire abreg' ••• ," Paris, 6 
Feb. 1685, specifica11y mentions the location requested 
for each of the three posts. 
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The avents that followed Comport"s presentation 

of the petition proved tha t the Compagnie du Nord' s 

directors had acted wisely in sending h~ to Europe. 

Before long the Freneh authori ties instructed Jacques 

RMft de Brisay, Marquis de Denonville, who was about to 

be sent to Canada to replace La Barre as Governor, to 

give the Company his full support. l During Comport' , s 

stay in l!.\1rope, he remained in close contact with 

Denonville and the French authori ties in the planning 

of the Company' s future stra tegy, 2 and al though their 

scheme of winning Jean Baptiste Chouart over to the 

Freneh side failed to materialize,3'.:Coaport5 did succeed 

in obtaining a royal charter on May 20, 1685, which 

officially gran~ed the Hudson Bay trading rights to the 

Compagnie du Nord. 4 After Comportft had made a brief 

lAN, Col., B, Xl, 92-93, "lnstructions pour le 
Sr de Denonville nona' gouverneur de Canada," Versailles, 
10 Mareh 1685. 

2lli,g,., p. 126, "Le Ministre au Sr. de 
Denonville," 31 May 1685; AN, Col., CllA, VII, 9, 28, 
ttM. de Denonville 1 Monseigneur," Paris, 31 Mareh 1685. 

31bid., p. 255, "Copie de la lettre escrite par 
le Sr Chouart a la dame des groseilliers sa mere, tt 
London, 11 April 1685; Nute, Caes~s of the Wilderness, 
pp. 232-35; Rich (Hudson's Bay Company, 1, 206), clalms 
tha t La Chesnaye ra ther than Comportr tried to win 
Chouart over. No evidence has been found to support this 
claim, which appears to be erroneous. 

4AN, Col., CllA, VII, 254, "Contrat de concession 
pour la baye d'HUdson," 1685-86; Jugements et 
délib'rations, Il, 1037-38. 



93 

trip to Engl.nd. where he unsuccessfully clatmed 

compensation on bebalf of the Compagnie du Nord for the 

10SS8S suffered &S a result of Radislon's betrayal. l he 

returned to Quebec to present the royal Edict of May 20 

to the Sovereign Council. 2 On October 29 the Council 

registered the Company's letters patent. which read as 

follows: 

Sa Mat& accorde et concède aux Interessez en 
la Com~gnie Establie pour le commerce au Nort 
de ce pais la Re. Bourbon Et les terres qu'ils 
trouveront propres le long d'Icelle pour y 
faire l'establissement d'une traitte de 
pelleteries et construire des forts. habitations 
Et Magasins necessaires po~ leur commerce. 
pour en Jouir pendant vingt ann&es consecutives. 
A commencer du premier du present mois d'octobre, 
En cas neantmoins que les dites terres n'aFant 
point est5 conced~es depuis la revocation de la 
Compagnie d'Occident. Et la reunion de celles qui 
luy apartenoient au domaine par Edit du mois de 
Decembre 1674. Et qu'elles ~e soient actuellement 
possed~es par aucuns des sujets de Sa Mat~. 
Mesme sans titre. Sa dite Mat~. pennettant aus . 
dits Interessez d'establir deux postes, sur les 
Lacs des Abitibis, Et un sur le lac Nemiscou Avec 
facult~ pendant le dit temps de faire dans les 
dits postes Et dans la Riviere de Bourbon la 
traitte des pelleteries A l'axclo~ion de tous 

lHBRS ("Latters OUtward, 1680-87." Vol. Xl). 
pp. 279-8~The Âdswere of the French to Damages 
Sustyned.by the English," n.d.; AN, Col., CllA, XIII, 
196-97, "Deuxi~e memoire de la Compagnie française," 
n.d.; Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 206. The following 
states that Comporti negotlated only in France: AN, 
Col., CllA, VIII, 153-54, "Denonville au Ministre," 
Que., 10 Nov. 1686. 

2Jugements et délibérations, Il, 1037-38. 

3AN. Col •• CllA, VII, 254, "Contrat de concession 
pour la baye d'Hudson," 1685-86, states thirty years. 
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autres, A condition par eux d'aporter en cette 
ville toutes les pelleteries qu'ils auront 
traitt5es pour y acquitter en la .. niera 
accoutum5a les droits deus au domaiae da sa 
dite Majt5. en ce dit pais, Ainsy qU'il est 
contenu aus dits Arrest et Commission. 

'!'hus, by granting the Compagnie du Nord i ts 

letters patent, the French authorities opened a new 

phase in the Company' s history. For the first time, the 

Company's directors and the officials in New France 

could refer specifically to a royal charter. 2 Armed 

with this charter, the Compagnie du Nord was finally' 

ready to embark upon a policy of military aggression 

against its English rival. However, the.events that 

placed the Company in this position of strength had 

seriously damaged the Canadian enterprise. Although 

the Company's first venture was successful in terms 

of the post it had established on the Hayes River, the 

difficulties with the dmOit du quart and the Bachelor's 

Delight, as weil as the expedition's poor returns, 

placed the organization in financial difficulties. The 

lack of response from the French Crown, and the Edict. 

lJugements et d'lib'rations, II, 1037-38. 

2AN, Col., CltA, VII, 186, "Denonville au 
Ministre," Que., 12 Nov. 1685; Ibid., p. 250, "A 
Mon.ieur le Marquis de Seignelay?" Dec. 1685; Ibid., 
VIII, 264, "Instructions pour M. de Troyes," Que., 12 
Feb. 1686. 
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of April 10, imposing the droit du guart, were prominent 

causes of Radisson's betrayal. This betrayal, coupled 

with the fact that La Martini're's trading expedition 

was nOt prepared to recapture the Port Nelson region·, 

were the principal reasons for the ineffective results 

of the Company's second venture at the Bay. '!'he 

Compagnie du Nord, stripped of its only post, had 

suffered enormous losses. These were the reasons that 

called for a marked change of policy to enable the 

Company' s survival. No~ that this change had come in 

the form of the Compagnie du Nord's charter, the question 

was whether it was too late for the Company to recoup 

the losses it had already suffered in its early years. 



CHAPTER IV 

ANGLO-FRENCH RlVALRY, 1686-1693 

The Compagnie du Nord's fortune ran full circ le 

during the period 1686 to 1693. At the beginning of 

1686, the Company was without a post in the entire 

Hudson Bay area. By the end of 1693, despite successfu1 

mi1itary actions that came remarkab1y close to 

destroying the Hudson's Bay Company, the Compagnie du 

~ had again been reduced to its former situation. 

The purpose of this chapter is to trace the course of 

events that the Ang1o-French riva1ry took and to show 

why, by the end of 1693, the Compagnie du Nord was again 

in the same position of eight years ear1ier. 

lronica11y, in 1686, the year in which the 

Compa,?nie du Nord began its po1icy of aggression against 

the Eng1ish at the Bay, King Louis XIV of France and the 

new King of Eng1and, James Il, appointed commissioners 

to sett1e a11 conf1icts arising from territorial claims 

in North America. 1 On February 7, 1686, the French 

des manuscrits lettres, 

96 
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monarch instructed his ambassador to England, Paul 

Barillon, Marquis de Branges, that the dispute concerning 

claims to the Port Nelson region, or Bourbon, as this 

area had come to be knoWD, must be settled, either by 

the French taking full possession of the area, or each 

nation establishing posts there and sharing the trade 

"sans aucun acte d'hostilit5, chacque nation ayant la 

faculté de faire son commerce avec les sauvages en tout 

liberté. ,,1 On May 31, the King instructed Jean Bochart 

de Champigny, the newly appointed Intendant of New 

France, to support the Compagnie du Nord, but to 

refrain from all hostilities against the English, 

especially in the Port Nelson region. 2 However, these 

instructions arrived far too late, for while French and 

English officials were conducting their peace negotiations 

in London, a military expedition under the leadership of 

Pierre Chevalier de Troyes, headed for the English 

posts at the Bay. 

"Projet de Neutralit~ a conclure entre les sujets des 
roys de France et d'Angleterre," Versailles, 7 Feb. 1686. 

lAN, Archives de la Marine (henceforth AM), 
series B2, LVII, 93-94, "Ministre l Monsieur de 
Barillon," Versailles, 7 Feb. 1686. 

2AN, Col., B, XII, 16-17, "Instructions du Roy 
• Champigny," Versailles, 31 May 1686. 
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the purpose of this expedition was to regain 

posse.sion of the Port Nelson resion, whieh bad bem 

betrayed Co the EnS1ish in 1684. 1 the entire venture 

vas co10ured by the CoaRapie du Nord'. des ire Co 

avenge this recmt act of treachery coma! tted by 

Radis.on, for wbose capture a reward of SO Di.to1es bad 

bem offered. 2 the Canadian. ka., tbat the 10ss of the 

Port Nelson region .erious1y threatened the co10ny's 

fur trade, and Denonville wrote the fo110wing: 

Il e.t certain que la plus grande partie de la 
pelleterie qui viennent du coste du lac 
Super10r pas.eront aux Ang10is par cette 
Rivi&re Ste !herese si les on laissent 
tranquilles dans leurs estab1issements. 3 

Tharefore, Denonville informed 'l'royes tba t his recapture 

of the Port Ke1son region wou1d be the greatest service 

he cou1d possib1y render. 4 

'lbe interests of the Compa6nie du Nord vere 

certain1y foremoat in the mind of Denonville when he 

C1tA, 
Que., 

M. de 

ISee Cbapter III, supra, pp. 83-84; AN, Col., 
VIII, 264-67, "Instructions pour M. de Troyes," 
12 Feb. 1686; Fr5sau1t, Iberyi11e, p. 82. 

2AN, Col., CltA, VIII, 266, "Instructions pour 
Troyes," Que., 12 Feb. 1686. 

31bid., VII, 73, "Denonville au Ministre," 
Que., 13 Nov. 1686. 

4~bld., VIII, 264-67, "Instructions pour M. de 
Troyes," ue., 12 Feb. 1686. 
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issued his instructions to Troyes. The Governor stressed 

tha t Troyes "ne scouroi t avoir trop de soin et 

d'aplication a veiller sur les Interessez de la 

Compagnie que le Roy a concue de maintenir et de 

favoriser en tout ce qui concern ses Interests."l Since 

the royal charter of 1685 had granted the Port Nelson 

region to the Compagnie du Nord,2 Denonville gave the 

Company's associates a free band in their endeavour to 

recapture this ares. Plans for Troyes' overland 

expedition were greatly facilitated by the fact that the 

Company's letters patent allowed for the establishment 

of two posts just beyond the Company of the Farm's area 

of jurisdiction. ln preparation for the expedition, 

the Compagnie du Nord established Fort St. Joseph on 

Lake Abitibi and Fort Ste. Anne on Lake Temiskaming.3 

l~., p. 267. 

2See Chapter 111, supra, pp. 93-94. 

3The details concerning these p~sts are vasue, 
with the only information coming from the fol1owing 
sources: AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. M~ry, VI, 249, 
"Ordonnance de M. de Denonville pour empAcher la 
Compagnie du Nord de détourner la traitte que les 
Outaouois ont coutwne de faire dans l'Isle de Montréal," 
24 Feb. 1686; AN, Col., CllA, VIII, 265 "Instructions 
pour M. de Troyes," Que., 12 Feb. 1686; ~., pp. 281-
82, "Estat de la depense et frais generaux faits par la 
Compagnie du Nord," 1686, this document mentions a third 
in1and post, Fort Ste. Marie on Lake Abitibi, but no 
further word of it occurs in the other sources; Ibid., 
CXXV, 86, "Memoire sur les affaires de la Compagnie du 
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Accordingly, Denonville ordered Troyes to stop at these 

inland posts, see to it that they were in good order, 

and reinforce them if necesaary.l Although the 

establishment of these two posta soon led to disputes 

between the Company of the Farm and the Compagnie du 

~,2 the issue was resolved when the Company of the 

North's directors temporarily sublet the entire 

Tadoussac domain from the Farmers. 3 The way was now 

clear for the Troyes expedition to pass freely "en 

allant et revenant de la Baye d'Hudson," without any 
4 danger of a "desmesl~" with the Company of the Farm. 

lAN, Col., CltA, VIII, 265, "Instructions pour 
M. de Troyes," Que., 12 Feb. 1686. 

2AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. Héry, VI, 249, 
"Ordonnance de M. de Denonville ••• ," 24 Feb. 1686; 
Ibid., pp. 252-53, "Ordonnance de M. de Denonville qui 
d'fend au fermier du Domaine du Commerce de prendre 
Connaissance du commerce de la Compagnie du Nord," 17 
April, 1686. 

3AN, Col., CllA, X, 271-79, "MŒloire sur la 
ferme de Canada," n.d., as cited in Select Documents in 
Canadian Economie History, ed. Innis, p. 339; AN, Col., 
CltA, VIII, 67-68, "Interessez dans la Compagnie de la 
baye d'Hudson au Ministre," 6 Nov. 1686; Ibid., p. 247, 
"Champigny au Ministre," Que., 16 Nov. l6~Ibid., 
p. 270, "Lettre des Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord 
au Ministre," Que., 6 Nov. 1686; Ibid., X, 306-307, "La 
Compagnie du Nord au Ministre," l~ 

4~., VIII, 247, "Champigny au Ministre," 
Que., 16 Nov. 1686. 



101 

ln their decision to launCh the Troyes expedition, 

the directors of the COmpagnie du Nord and the colony's 

authori ties had chosen to rely on the one grea t advantage 

the canadians had over the British -- the inherent 

ability to cope with the northern wilderness. lt was 

well known that the English were not expert woodsmen, 

for they were sent to Canada on a short contract and 

were rigidly debarred from private trade. l Moreover, 

the Hudson's Bay Company employees were extraordinarily 

underpaid, and consequently, they lacked the incentive 

to perform more service than was necessary. An example 

of the English Company's lethargy was the fact that by 

1686 it had made no endeavour whatsoever to penetrate 

inland from the Bay. The deficiency in birch bark, 

which does not grow by the shores of Hudson Bay, but was 

essential for canoe-building certainly contributed to 

the English employees' inability to take their trade 

inland to the lndians. 2 Another explanation may simply 

be that the Company' s "servants were Englishmen, and 

being English, lacked energy, drive, courage, and every 

lCSP
A 

1696-97, XV, ed. J. W. Fortescue (London, 
1904), 134-3 , "Memorial of John Nelson to the Council 
of Trade," 23 Sept. 1696, 134-38. 

2Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 183-85. 
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other virtue demanded by the fur trade." 1 The English 
2 were "sleeping at the edge of a frozen sea," and the 

Canadians rea1ized that the know1edge they had of the 

woods and of the Indians' ways p1aced it within their 

power to stif1e the enemy trade. 3 

'l'herefore, in 1686 the Canadians struck full 

force. The expedition, consisting of approximate1y one 

hundred men and thirty-five canoes,4 set out on March 31. 5 

IR. G1over, "The Difficu1ties of the Hudson's 
Bay Company' s Penetration of the West," Canadian 
Historica1 Roview, XXIX (Sept., 1948), 240. 

2Joseph Robson, An Account of Six Years Residence 
in Hudson's-Bay: From 1733 to 1736, and 1744 to 1747 
(London, 1749), p. 6. 

3Rich, "Which Jolliet," Beaver, Outfit 287, p. 
18. 

4AN, Col., CllA, VIII, 267, "Instructions pour 
M. de Troyes, 1/ Que., 12 Feb. 1686. 

5BN, Collection Clairambault, 1016, 409-52, 
"Relation et Journal du Voyage du Nort par un 
d~tachement de cent hommes commandés par le Sieur de 
Troyes en Mars 1686," 1686. ~is document bas been 
published and may be found in Troyes, Journal de 
l'expedition, ed. Caron. The following paragraph, un­
less stated otherwise, is based on Troyes' journal. 
For further information on the Troyes expeùition, see 
a1so: AN, Col., CllA, IX, 52, "Nouvelles de ce qui a 
est~ fait par les français dans la Baye d'Hudson au 
mois de juin dernier," n.d.; and Rich, Hudson's Bay 
Company, l, 212-20. 
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Troyes was fortunate in having as commanding officers 

three brothers from the Le Moyne family -- Pierre Le 

Moyne d'Iberville, Jacques Le Moyne de Sainte Hël~ne, 

and Paul Le MOyne de Maricourt -- who distinguished 

themselves in the course of the expedition. Troyes, 

who arrived from France in 1685, was the only officer 

to whom the conditions presented Any novelty. Most of 

his men felt at home on this incredibly demanding 

journey, for only thirty were French regulars, the rest 

being Canadian voyageurs. Despite the many hardships, 

such as an endless number of portages, often four or 

five a day; F~~ere cold and snow, as late as Mid June; 

a forest fire, accidentally started by the men themselves; 

loss of supplies and drownings, caused by treacherous 

rapids in icy rivers, the mission managed to reach the 

Compagnie du Nord's Fort Ste.Anne at Temiskaming on 

May 18, where Troyes found fourteen Company employees. 

On June 19, after a~ost three months of agonizing 

travel, the expedition reached the English Moose Fort or 

Monsoni, and by June 21, it was in French hands. Troyes, 

who then decided to attack Fort Charles on the Rupert 

River, set out with his men by canoe, and arrived there 

on June 30. On July 3, by means of a simultaneous 

attack, Troyes and his followers captured the fort, 

while Iberville and thirteen men seized the Hudson's 
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Bay Company vessel. the Craven, vhich was ancbored 

nearby. Nov Troyes bad the use of a sb1p tG transport 

heavy carmons, wh1ch he felt vere necessary for the 

conquest of the .,st important &1g11sh post, Fort 

Albany (also ka.wn as Fort Ste. Anne or Quitchitcbouan). 

On .1uly 26, after a heavy barrage of cannon flre. the 

Enstlah capltulated, renderlng the eanadlans .. sters of 

the Lover Bay. On August 19 Troyes departed for Quebec 

by canoe, leavlng Ibervll1e as Governor ln charge of 

the posts, wlth forey men und .. hls COIIIIlAnd. 

A slgnlflcant aspect of the froyes expeditlon 

is the fact tbat the directara of the Compagnle du Nord, 

who pald al1 the axpenses amountlng ta 70,000 11:vre!., 

were the sole spossors. l the Crovn ma •• vlrtually no 

contributlon wbatsoever. A detalled llst of Company 

expendlturea bas survlved, which shows tbat the Company 

aven paid for i tama of clothing worn by the French 

troops.2 According to th1s document, each of the 

canadian "babitans" who left from Montreal received an 

advance of 155 livres, 5 sols, amounting ta a total of 

11,502 livres, as wel1 as vartous weapons, whosetatal 

lAN, Col., CltA, VIII, 281-82, "Estat de la 
depenae et frais generaux faits par la Compagnie du 
Nord," 1686. 

2lJ!14., pp. 272-75, "Estat de la Depense et 
frais gnaux faits par 1~ Compagnie du Nord," 1 March 
1686. 
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cost was 3,400 1ivres. 1 The Company a1so p1anned to 

1aunch a second expedition on May 15, costing over 

10,000 livres and consisting of twe1ve canoes and twenty­

five reinforcements, who were to transport 8,000 pounds 

of extra supplies to Troyes and his men. 2 There is, 

however, no evidence to prove that this mission actua11y 

set out. In Any case, these figures c1ear1y indicate 

the enormous expense to which the directors were 

prepared to go in the financing of the Troyes venture. 

Despite the fact that the Troyes expedition 

brought a profit of 20,000 livres to the Compagnie du 

Nord,3 cost the Hudson's Bay Company 50,000 pounds in 

damages and 10sses, and reduced the Eng1ish Company's 
4 

holdings to on1y the Port Nelson region, the Canadians 

were disp1eased. Denonville, in his report to the 

Minister excla~ed that Troyes had not followed his 

instructions, for he had been ordered to recapture 

Bourbon, not the Eng1ish posts in the Lower Bay.5 

lill.2,. 

2ill.2,. 

3See Table 5, Appendix A, infra, p. 217. 

4Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 218. 

SAN, Col., C11A, VIII, 155, "Denonville au 
Ministre," Que. 10 Nov. 1686. 
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Obviously, Denonville, who frequently complained about 

the lack of adequate French maps for the Hudson Bay 

area,l had badly misjudged the distance from MOntreal 

to Bourbon, which was impossible to reach by land. Now 

that a large overland expedition had travelled to the 

Lower Bay, Denonville realized that the route there was 

a "chemin terrible," and that it would be difficult for 

the Compagnie du Nord to carry on an overland trade 

with its three newly aoquired posts. 2 Aware that the 

peace negotiations were taking place in London, he 

added that it would be much better if the ComDagnie du 

~ could give up its posts on the Lower Bay in an 

exchange with the English for the possession of Bourbon, 

which could be reached by sea. The directors of the 

Compagnie du Nord,.~ho were in agreement with the 

Governor, wrote a lengthy memoir to ·the Minister in the 

autumn of 1686, stressing that their principal desire 

was still to reaoquire possession of the Port Nelson 

region. 3 

lIbid., VII, 56, "Denonville au Ministre," Que., 
20 Aug. l~ Ibid., p. 73, "Denonville au Ministre," 
Que., 13 Nov. I685. _ 

2I.id., VIII, 155-58, "Denonville au Ministre," 
Que., 10 Nov. 1686. 

3~., pp. 67-68, "Interessez dans la Compagnie 
de la baye d'Hudson au Ministre," 6 Nov. 1686; !J2.!g,., 
p. 270, "Lettre des Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord 
au Ministre," Que., 6 Nov. 1686. 
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Unfortunately, these suggestions were too late 

in reaching the French authorities. The trea~ had 

already been concluded in London on November 16, 1686. 1 

News of Troyes's success had apparently reached Paris in 

time to be sent to Barillon, who was then in London. He 

promptly did his part to conclude the agreement, whose 

Article 4 provided that each nation should maintain 

the s ta tus quo from the time of the treaty's ratification 

until January l, 1689. 2 The French knowledge tha t a 

hurried ratification of this trea~ would gi ve them the 

possession of the Lower Bay accounted for these hasty 

arrangements. 3 The !nglish, who had not yet heard of 

the loss of their three posts in James Bay unwittingly 

signed away the Hudson's Bay Company's possessions in 

that area. 4 It is litt le wonder that when the news of 

Troyes's success reached England, it caused a murmuring 

lCollection des manuscrits, l, 372-81, "Traité 
de neutralit~ conclu a Londres le 16 novembre 1686." 

2HBRS ("Letters Outward, 1680-87," Vol. Xl), 
pp •. 229-3Q,1i'Memorial to Lord Comrs.," 13 May 1687. 

3AN, AH, B2, LVIII, 809-10, "Ministre a M. de 
Barillon," Fontainbleau, 6 Nov. 1686. 

4sBRS ("L_tters Outward, 1680-87," Vol. Xl), 
p. 346, "Memorial to the King' s Most Excellent Majesty 
of the Governor and Compa. of Adventurers of England 
tlradèimg iDto Hudson' s Bay," 15 Sept. 1694. 
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against King James Il. 1 But, the shrewd negotiations, 

with which the French diplomats seemed to be so pleased, 

in effect had placed the Compagnie du Nord in the 

position of possessing three forts, which it did not 

especially wish to maintain. 

Nevertheless, despite this treaty between 

England and France, the Canadian directors of the 

Compagnie du Nord were still determined to conquer 

Bourbon, and by the autumn of 1687, it was becoming 

clear that naval power was the only effective way to 

achieve this goal. At this time, the man most capable 

of effecting this power arrived at Quebec City. 

1berville, the first truly Canadian hero, who combined 

the qualities of fierce patriotism, exceptional leader­

ship, outstanding bravery, ruthless cruelty, and a 

superb sense of business, was above all, a sailor. As 

a sailor he brought to the Canadian fur trade his 

experience and his convictions that only a maritime 

approach to Hudson Bay could succeed. As a man who had 

a deep understanding of the Canadian fur trade, he urged 

that the authorities do everything in their power to 

regain the Port Nelson region. From 1687 the history of 

Anglo-French rivalry in Hudson Bay is really the story 

of Iberv~11e's struggle to achieve this goal. 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 220-21. 
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Iberville, who had wintered at Fort Charles, 

returned to Quebec by late October, 1687 and immediately 

stressed the hardships which the Compagnie du Nord's 

posts on the Lower Bay were experiencing. l the 

difficult overland route made it tmpossible to ship 

adequate goods to these posts, and consequently, the 

Indians were going to trade with the Bn!11~ at Bourbon. 2 

It required no urging on the part of lberville to 

convince the Governor that a naval approach to the Bay, 

supported by the Crown, was essential for the Compagnie 

du Nord. 3 Ibervill.'. amphasis on a maritime approach 

only confirmed the C&aadian opinion that it would be 

more valuable for the Company to occupy the Port Nelson 
4 

region and even abandon the Lower Bay if necessary. 

the Company's directors, therefore, were prompted to 

write the following to the Minister: 

lAN, Col., CllA, IX, 94-95, "Denonville au 
Ministre," Que., 31 Oct. 1687. 

2ills!., pp. 20-22, "Denonville et Champigny 3 
Seignelay," Que., 6 Nov. 1687. 

3l,lli., p. 233, "Mânoire à Seignelay sur les 
affaires presentes de la Baye d'Hudson," 1687. 

4Ibid.,p. 213, "Les Interessez en la Compagnie 
de la Bayë(iTHudson," 1687. 
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Si on avoit le fort de Nelson ou rivi~re Ste 
T.her~se le8 forts qu'ils occupent sur les 
angloia deviendroient inutils parce que par 
Nelson il y a des postes a occuper dans les 
terres qui coupent les passages du fonds de 
la baye et que d'ailleurs la navigation pour 
led. Nelson est plus court et plus facile. 

The aS80ciates urged the Court to grant them a ship so 

that they could carry out their plan to reoccupy Bourbon. 

They were so confident of success if given a royal 

vessel, that they assured the Miniater the droit du 

quart alone ,.,ould exceed the sum of 50,000 livres. 2 

They also promised to build two frigates of their own 

and to do everything possible to ruin the English trade 

at the Bay. 3 

Iberville, who had been sent by Denonville to 

France at the end of 1687 in order to endorse the 

Company's ideas, was surprised to learn that the attitude 

of the authorities regarding Bourbon was changing. This 

change of heart was first revea1ed by the French position 

taken in a series of negotiations between England and 

l~. 

2!,lli., p. 233, "M;.ooire Il Seignelay sur les 
affaires presentes de la Baye d'HUdson," 1687. 

3~., p. 213, "Les Interessez en la Compagnie 
de la Baye d'Hudson," 1687. 
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France, which had dragged on in spite of the agreements 

made between the two countries at the end of 1686. ln 

May of 1687 King Louis specifically instructed his 

ambassadors that it would be advisable to try to reach 

an agreement whereby France would regain possession of 

the Port Nelson region. The King issued the following 

dispatch: 

Ces trois postes qui sont au fond de la baie ne 
suffissent point pour faire la traitte des 
pelleteries avec avantage, l cause que les 
chemins par terre sont forts longs et difficiles, 
et qu'il est tr~sp~rilleux de les faire far mer ••• 
Enfin le port de Nelson doit 'tre consideré comme 
le plus tmportant poste que la Compagnie française 
puisse occuper dans le nord de Canada, et sans 
lequel il lui est impossible de se maintenir. 1 

ln August, the French Ambassador suggested an exchange 

of the three French posts in James Bay for Bourbon,2 

but the English rejected this proposal, stating that it 

would merely be a trade for "what is our own in exchange 

for another part of our own. 1I3 Since a settlement with 

England seemed remote, and open warfare against James Il 

was out of the question, the French authorities listened 

3!!2!!!., p. 426, "Answer of the Hudson's Bay 
Company to the foregoing proposal," Aug. 1687. 
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carefully to lberville's proposals. A compromise wa~ 

reached when the Crown agreed to grant the Compagnie du 

~ a three-hundred ton vessel, not for the purpose of 

attacking Bourbon, but rather "pour retirer les effets 

qu'elle (the Company] a dans les forts du fonds de la 
l dite Baye." Although these instructions did not give 

lberville the power he would have liked, this grant 

marked the first material royal support the Company had 

received. ln the spring of 1688 lberville embarked on 

his return voyage to Quebec in the French na~'s best 

sailing vessel, the Soleil d'Affrique. 2 

After a delay in Quebec, caused by a pa ternit y 

suit in which lberville was involved as the defendant,3 

he set sail in June aboard the Soleil d'Affrique, 

accompanied by two small Company ships, the St. Francois~"' 
4 

XAvier and the Ste. Anne. The St. François-Xavier, 

which was unable to keep up with the others, turned 

back at Labrador and was never heard from again; a 108s 

lAN, Col., B, XV, 23, "Memoire du Roy 1 
Denonville et Champigny," 8 March 1688. 

21bid. 

3Jugements et d'lib'ration8, Ill, 233-4. 

4AN, Col., C1lA, X, 119, "Champigny au Ministre," 
Que., 8 Aug. 1688. 
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tbat cost the CamPanie du Nord 36,000 liVFe8, includiDg 

the value of the sbip's cargo and trading goods. 1 

Ibervil1e, bovaver, h .. ded for Cbarlton I.land in the 

Lover Bay, where he wa. to meet a Company ahal10p·, -lo"ded 

vith furs, but his arriva1 there vas so 1ate in the 

S"SOD tbat the vesse1 bad already returned to the 

Compagnie du Nord's MOose River post. 2 Additional 

problems vere causad by the unexpected arrival of two 

HudsOD'S Bay Company's ships, the Cburch111 and YOMe 

wbich had been sent to attack the French posts in the 

Lower Bay, 3 Ibervil1e, vho easi1y captured these 

vesse1s,4 conf~ed the Compagnie du NOrd's ho1d of its 

posts OD thP. Lower BayS and cost the &4S0D'S Bay 

Company a 10ss of close to L 10,000.6 

l~., CXXV, 86, "Memoire sur les affaires de 
la Compagnie du Nord," n.d. 

2~., X, 146-1, "Lettre du Sr. d'Iberville 
commandant dans la Baye du Nord, Il 21 Sept. 1688. 

3ll!J:!!., pp. 293-97, "Relation de ce qui s'est 
pass' l la Baye du Nord envoy5e par le Sr. Patu de 
Quebec, Il Que., 14 Nov. 1689. 

4'l'here is no mention of these vessels in the 
Compagnie du Nord's financial records. 

SAN, Col., C1U, X, 298-99, "Coppie d'une lettre 
du Sr. D'iberville COIIIIlandant l la baye du Nord en Canada 
a ses Âssociez l Parts," Que., 17 Nov. 1689. 

6SBRS <ilLettres Outward 1680-87," Vol. XI), 
pp. 169-1I;ï"A Deduction of the Damages, Losses and 
Sufferings of the Hudson's Bay Company sustained by the 
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As it was too late in the se&son to return to 

Quebec, Iberville decided to winter at the Bay, but he 

ordered Pierre Soumande Delorme, a director of the 

Compagnie du Nord and captain of the Soleil d'Affrigue, 

to sail this vessel directly to La Rochelle. When 

Delorme arrived at La Rochellewith a heavy cargo of furs 

valued at 108,000 livres after the deduction of the 

9uart~ he was promptly arrested by the Company of the 

Fann's agents for his failure to have sailed to Quebec 

first in order to pay the droit du quart there. 2 This 

act aroused much bitterness among the Compagnie du Nord's 

directors, who also complained about the Company of the 

Farm' s unusually large profits of between 318,285 and 

451,505 livres, resulting from its sale of the furs 

received from Iberville's expedition. 3 Meanwhile, by 

severall Invasions and Injuries, done by the FrenCh 
upon their Factories and Trade at Port Nelson and other 
places of Hudson's Bay," n.d. 

lAN, Col., C1tA, CXXV, 110-112, "Memoire de la 
Compagnie du Nord concernant l'estat de cette compagnie 
de ses forts et effets, et une proposition pour la prise 
du Fort Nelson," n.d. 

2~., X, 302, "Extrait de la lettre du Sieur de 
Lorme de La Rochelle," 28 May 1689; !!!!!., p. 301, 
"EXtrait d'une lettre des Interessez en la Compagnie du 
Nord du Canada," La Rochelle, 28 May 1689; Ibid., p. 292, 
"Proces verbal du Sieur Delorme represant du navire 
Soleil d'Affrique," 1689. 

3Ibid., CCXV, 110-12, "Memoir de la Compagnie 
du Nord ••• ," n.d. 
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the autumD of 1688, word of Ibervi11e' s success had 

trick1ed back to the co1ony, and the Company's directors 

decided to send reinforcements in the fo11owing spring 

of fifty men, inc1uding a number of sai1ors, 1ed by 

Ibervi11e's brother, Ste. H~l~e, on an over1and 

expedition to the Bay.1 The two b:rothers met at Fort 

Ste. Anne in August, 1689, and Ibervi11e received orders 

to ship a cargo of furs to Quebec. 2 Thus, Ibervi11e, 

who 1eft another brother, Maricourt, in cODlDand of the 

thirty-six men at the Bay, sai1ed for Quebec, where he 

arrived by the end of October, with a cargo of furs 

worth approximate1y 106,000 livres after the deduction 

of the droit du guart. 3 

The returns of the 1688-89 expedi tion amounted 

to 214,000 1ivres,4 and after the expenditures of 

174,000 livres had been deducted, inc1uding the 113,000 

livres cost of sending the ships to the Bay in 1688; the 

36,000 livres 10ss of the St. François-Xavier,cargo, 

1lbid., X, 297, "Relation de ce qui s'est pass~ 
l la Baye ëhï"Nord envoy' par le Sr. patu de Quebec," 
Que., 14 Nov. 1689. 

2~. 

3!l:!!.!i., CXXV, 110-12, "Memoir de la Compagnie 
du Nord ••• ," n.d. 

4See Table 5, Appendix A, infra, p. 218. 
The figures presented in this paragraph are contained 
in this table. 
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.-
and trading goods, also in 1688; and the 25,000 livres 

cost of Ste. Rél'ne's overland expedition in 1689 --

the Company's records showed a profit of 40,000 livres. 

This profit, which was the largest ever made by the 

Compagnie du Nord, proved to be its last. Another 

significant result of this expedition is the fact that 

the Compagnie du Nord managed to secure its hold on the 

Lower Bay. Rad lberville not been sent, there is little 

doubt that the Rudson's Bay Company would have regained 

the Compagnie du Nord's posts and eliminated the French 

from the Bay.l Therefore, in spite of the fact that 

Denonville was lamenting the loss of "les meilleurs 

hommes des habitans qu'il m'a fallu envoyés pour 

soustenir la Compagnie du Nord,,,2 whom he would have 

preferred to send to fight the Iroquois, the Canadians 

had managed to check the English in the North. 

By the time lberville had arrived in Quebec 

from his Hudson Bay exploits, Anglo-French r~lations had 

deteriorated. ln England, a revolution had occurred, 

King James Il had been driven from the tt .. !:"one, and 

lFr~gault, lberville, p. 126. 

2AN, Col., CllA, X, 65, "Memoire instructif de 
l'Estat des affaires de la Nouvelle-France de Denonville 
! Seignelay," Que., 10 Aug. 1688. 
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Louis XlV's enemy, William of Orange, now controlled 

the country. On MAy 17, 1689, England declared war on 

France. Word of the Anglo-French hostilities soon reached 

the colonies, making war in North America tmminent. The 

Iroquois, who had considered the ratification of a 

treaty with the French, now felt they could count on 

the active military support of the English colonies, 

and prepared for war. On August 4, the bloody Lachine 

massacre heralded a period of unequalled terror and 

suffering in New France. l ln addition to the menace 

from the South, the colony was a1so threatened by an 

Iroquois alliance with the Western tribes, capable of 

cutting off the French fur trading posts in the West. 

To the North, "a cause de la guerre des Iroquois," by 

the end of 1689 the Compagnie du Nord had been forced 

to abandon Fort St. Joseph on Lake Abitibi and Fort Ste. 

Anne on Lake Temiskaming, causing the directors a loss 

of 12,000 livres. 2 ln view of the change in Anglo-

French relations, the English possession of the Port 

Nelson region now appeared more menacing than ever before. 

lEccles, Canada Under Louis XIV, pp. 163-65. 

2AN, Col., CllA, CXXV, 85-86, "Memoire sur les 
affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d. 
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Iberville's words expressing his desire to capture the 

English post, "nous viendrons l bout de nos desseins ou 

y p'rirons, " 1 struck an ominous note. The conquest of 

Bourbon was tmperative. 

On May 1, 1689, once the outbreak of war between 

England and France seemed a~ost certain, King Louis 

wrote the following to the authorities in Canada: 

Les Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord ont 
pris les mesures necessaires pour retirer 
leurs effets qui y sont restez, et Sa Majest' 
des ire que vous leur donniez forte protection 
pour la continuation de leur commerce et pour 
chasser les anglois des postes qu'ils ont 
occupez sur les franqois sur les rivi~res de 
Bourbon et de Ste Thereze en cas de rupture 
ouverte avec les Anglois. 2 

This was the first open encouragement that Louis had 

given the Canadians for an attack on Bourbon. On June 

7, once the war had broken out between England and 

France, the King advised Frontenac, who had been re­

appointed as Canada's Governor, to take advantage of the 

chaotic situation in England and support the Compagnie 

du Nord in an attack on Bourbon. 3 However, as late as 

l~., X, 299, "Coppie d'une lettre du Sr. 
d'iberville commandant l la baye du Nord en Canada l ses 
Associez l Paris," Que., 17 Nov. 1689. 

2AN. Cçl •.• B, XV, 60, "Memoire du Roy a 
Denonville et Champigny, l' Versailles, 1 May 1689. 

3~., p. 91, "Instructions pour le Sieur 
Comte de Frontenac nomm' gouverneur et lieutenant 
g'n'ral du Roi en Am'rique Septentrionale," 7 June 1689. 
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the summer of 1690, the King was still somewhat 

hesitant about sending direct help from France. The 

following instructions to Frontenac and Champigny 

reveal that his Majesty preferred to use the Compagnie 

du Nord as a means to contest the British possessions 

in the Bay, rather than send an expedition directly from 

France. 

Profiter des dispositions des int~ressez en la 
compagnie du Nord pour le dessein qu'ils ont 
fo~~ de faire attaquer le fort Nelson par le 
Sr. d'Iberville et les aider de son authorit~ 
dans les choses oa ils en auront besoin pour 
les mettre en estat de chasser les Anglois de 
ce poste, qui est le seul qui leur reste dans 
la Baye d'Hudson. l 

The Company's directors, as well as the colony's 

authorities were quite displeased by the lack of 

concrete support from France. The Canadians had 

written specifically to request a man-of-war, equipped 

with twenty to twenty-fourœmnons,2 but their plea W8S 

denied. All the Minister saw fit to contribute were 

several sallors and a paltry number of weapons. 3 

lRAE9 1921-28, p. 34, "Mémoire du Roi au 
Gouverneur de Frontenac et l l'intendant Bochart 
Champigny," 14 July 1690. The French authorities were 
apparently unaware of the English Fort Severn. 

2AN, Col., CllA, X, 305, "La Compagnie du Nord 
au ministre," 1689. 

3AN, AM, B2, LXXIII, 207, "Ministre l Begon," 
Versailles, 14 Feb. 1690; lE.!!!., pp. 338-39, "Ministre 
1 Begon," Versailles, 30 March 1690. 
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Therefore, at the end of June, 1690, lberville 

and another Canadian captain, Stmon-Pierre Denys de 

Bonaventure, set sail for Bourbon in command of a poorly 

equipped expedition, consisting of two Company ships, 

one armed with eighteen CNltmODiS and the other with twelve. l 

These vessels carried eighty men, as well as a cargo of 

trading supplies, which the Company claimed had cost a 

total of 180,000 livres. 2 When this expedition 

approached the Port Nelson region, it was apparent that 

the Canadians were not adequately outfitted in view of 

their ambitious goal. Three heavily armed Hudson's Bay 

Company ships were awaiting them. 3 lberville, who 

realized that he was faced with defeat unless he withdrew 

immediately, ordered his ships to set sail for Fort 

Severn, also known as Nieu Savanne, the Hudson's Bay 

Company post located on the Severn River. 4 Upon 

lTroyes, Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
"Appendice M," pp. 130-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord,1I 15 Nov., 1690. Several important Compagnie du 
Nord documents are found in the Appendix of this work. 
Fr~gault (lberville, p. 145, footnote), states that little 
is known about this campaign and that the above document 
is the only one of any importance. 

2Troyes, Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
IIAppendice M," pp. 130-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord,1I 15 Nov. 1690. 

3~.; Rich (Hudson's Bay Company, 1, 290), 
states that only two Hudson's Bay Company ships had been 
sent tha t year. 

4 Troyes , Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
"Appendice M," pp. 130-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord,1I 15 Nov. 1690. 
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arriving there, lberville found that thi. fort had 

already been abandoned and burned by the English. 1 

Although the subsequent events of lberville's expedition 

are not clear, it is known that no further attempts were 

made on English possessions in the Bay for that year. 2 

The 1690 expedition, which brought the Compagnie 

du Nord no returns, was a financial disaster. 3 Never-

theless, despite the ruinous losses the Compagnie du 

~ suffered, it had managed to reduce the Hudson's 

Bay Company's holdings to only one post in the entire 

Bay. Rad lberville succeeded in his project of 

conquering Bourbon, it could weIl have marked the end 

of the Hudson's Bay Company. The extent of the damage 

in1 Licted by the Compagnie du Nord is shawn by the fact 

that the Hudson's Bay Company's dividend of 1690 was the 

last one it was able to pay for almost twen~ years, the 

next one not being issued until 1718. 4 The Compagnie 

l~. The Compagnie du Nord claimed that 
lberville burned the fort. and its contents, worth 100,000 
livres; Fr'gault, lberville, p. 147. However, Rich 
(Hudson's Bay Company, l, 290), states that the English, 
who felt the fort was indefensible, burned it themselves. 
Since this was not an important English post, the version 
presented by Rich would seem more acceptable. 

2Fr'gault, lberville, pp. 147-51; Rich, Hudson's 
Bay Company, l, 290. 

3See Table 5, Appendix A, infra, p. 218. 

4Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 239. 
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du Nord had come remarkab1y close to e1iminating its 

rival, without Any significant he1p from France. 

Encouraged by their near success, the Company's 

directors wrote an urgent memoir to the Crown, p1eading 

for aid in another attempt to attack Bourbon. 1 They 

exp1ained that in order to avoid the frustration 

encountered by Ibervi11e in his 1690 campaign, a royal 

ship of thirty-six guns and a loan of 30,000 to 40,000 

, livres was required to enab1e them to carry their plans 

to comp1etion. The associates added that if they 

received this support, the Company wou1d send out two 

vesse1s a10ng with the royal man-of-war and wou1d 

supp1y a11 the equipment necessary for the expedition, 

inc1uding 1,000 pounds of gun powder. The memoir 

conc1uded by stressing that the venture cou1d not possib1y 

succeed, un1ess the Company received full royal support. 

At 1ast, on April 7, 1691, the King dec1ared 

that royal support for an expedition against the 

Eng1ish at Bourbon wou1d be granted. 2 This was, indeed, 

1 T.roy es , Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
"Appendice M," pp. 129-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord," 15 Nov. 1690. 

2AN, Col., B, XVI, 35, "Memoire du Roy a Frontenac 
et Champigny," Au camp devant Mons, 7 April 1691. 
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an historie occasion, for it marked the first ttme that 

the French Crown had committed itself to give aid in an 

attack on the Port Nelson region. France was now 

actively engaged in the struggle to seize the Hudson's 

Bay Company's last possession. 

Once his Majesty had ma~e this decision, there 

is no doubt that he entered into his plans with every 

intention of obtaining a swift and lasting victory. To 

insure the best leadership possible, the King's minister 

immediately commissioned Iberville, promising him that 

if he met with success, "Sa Majesté aura esgard 1 un 

service aussy important. ,,1 ln a detailed memoir to 

Frontenac, King Louis announced that because of the 

urgency to defeat the English and the pleas from the 

Compagnie du Nord, he was sending a heavily armed war 

vessel, the Hazardeux, under the command of Sieur 

François du Tast, a Frenchman; but Iberville was to be 

the commander-in-chief. 2 Much to the surprise / 

of the Company's directors, the King offered to assume 

lillQ.., p. 59, "Pontchartrain ft Ibervi1le," 
Paris, 7 April 1691. 

2RAKl 1921-28, pp. 55-56, "Lettre du Roi au 
Gouverneur de Frontenac touchant l'Acadie et l'attaque 
du fort de Nelson dans la. Baye du Nord," Au camp devant 
Mons, 7 April 1691. 
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the complete cost of the expedition, on the condition 

that the associates retmburse the Crown for the payment 

of the crew only, for the part of the expedition from 

Quebec to the departure from the Bay.l The associates 

were instructed to be sure to ship adequate supplies to 

provide for the upkeep of the fort after its capture. 

ln a memoir to du Tast, the King ordered htm to set 

sail for Quebec as soon as possible, for the success of 

the venture depended on the ships' early arrivaI in 

Canada. 2 

ln spite of the urgency of his Majesty's 

instructions, the expedition got off to a late start and 

did not arrive at Quebec until July 13. 3 Du Tast then 

complained that it was too late to sail for Hudson Bay 

because his crew did not have enough heavy clothes to 

endure the cold, and his ship was not strong enough to 

resist the ice. 4. Frontenac deàided to calI a meeting of 

lAN, Col., B, XVI, 41-42, "Memoire du Roya 
Frontenac," Au camp devant Mons," 7 April 1691. 

2~., pp. 42-43, "Memoire pour servir 
d'instructions au Sr. du Tast," Au camp devant Mons, 7 
April 1691. 

3AN, Col., CllA, Xl, 236-37, "Frontenac au 
ministre," Que., 20 Oct. 1691; BN, Collection Clairambault, 
878, 288-91, !'Recit que le Sieur Dutast est oblig~ de 
faire pour sa deffence et pour sa justification," Que., 
Oct. 1691; ~., pp. 292-300, "Proc~s-Verbal pour le 
Sieur Dutast," Que., 12 Oct. 1691. 

4RAN 1927-28, p. 63, "Décision prise par le 
Gouverneur de Frontenac et l'intendant Champigny au 
sujet d'une expédition du Sieur du Tast dans la Baie 
d'Hudson," 16 July 1691. 
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the Company's directors, as .well as several pilots who 

had already been to the Bay. The general feeling was 

that du Tast could still safely set sail, but he 

adamantly refused to do so.l Finally, despite the fact 

that du Tast's original instructions had directed him 

to lead an attack on English pirates off the coast of 

Newfoundland on his return from Hudson Bay, Frontenac 

ordered him to do this immediately and to abandon all 

plans for the expedition to Bourbon. 2 The Compagnie du 

Nord's directors placed the entire blame for the 

expedition's failure on du Tast, who being jealous of the 

fact that lberville was the commander-in-chief, felt he 

would not receive enough profit or glory from the 

venture and deliberately refused to set sail. 3 This 

left Frontenac·with little choice, for he wrote 

concerning du Tast 

••• il n'y avoit pas eu de prudence 1 l'y 
vouloir contraindre, et M. M. de la Com~gnie 
du Nord qui vous en doivent écrire et temoigner 

lAN, Col., CllA, Xl, 236-37, "Frontenac au 
ministre," Que., 20 Oct. 1691. 

2RAEQ 1927-28, p. 63, "Décision prise par le 
Gouverneur de Frontenac ••• ," 16 July 1691; AN, AM, 
B2, LXXVII, 354, "Ministre a M. du Tast," Versailles, 
10 March 1691. 

3AN, Col., CllA, CXXV, 129-30, untitled, un­
signed, Dec. 1691. 
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que J'ai soutenu leurs int~rAts autant qu'il 
m'a eté possible, en tomb'rent d'accord aussi 
bien que M. l'intendant. l 

Although the first roy.~lly-supported venture 

had failed, the French Court was still determined in 

its desire to drive the English from the Bay. On 

February 27 the Minister announced that he was sending the 

thir~-six gun Poly, a recently constructed man-of-

war,2 under the command of Iberville, as well as the 

Envieux, wi th a crew of 130 men, commanded by 

Bonaventure, along with a heavy supply of arms. 3 How-

ever, instead of sailing directly to the Bay, these 

royal ships were ordered to accompany a convoy of two 

Compagnie du Nord merchant vessels and four small 

merchantmen to Quebec, where they were to receive 

supplies for the Company's posts in the Lower Bay.4 

Above aIl, the Minister stressed that it was essential 

for this expedition to depart as soon as possible, for 

if it were delayed, failure would certainly ensue. 5 By 

1!.ë!.2.., Xl, 236-37, "Frontenac au ministre," 
Que., 20 Oct. 1691. 

2BN, Fonds Français, Collection Dangeau, 22802, 
17, "Begon a Villermont," Rochefort, 11 March 1692. 

3AN, Col., B, XVI, 69-70, "Ministre a Monsieur 
Begon," Versailles, 27 Feb. 1692. 

4!.ë!.2.. 

5!.ë!.2.. 
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April 19, the royal vesse1s were ready to set sail, but 

the equipping of the merchant ships was causing a 

de1ay.1 Ibervi11e, whose instructions and plans 

inc1uded the attack of Bourbon by means of a b1ockade, 

a thorough exploration of the Bay area in the hope of 

discovering the North-West passage, as we11 as his 

troub1esome convoy duties, was beginning to fear a 1ate 

departure. 2 

At 1ast, on May 14, the Po1y, a10ng with the 

othwr ships, set sail from La Rochel1e. 3 The crossing 

proved to be more difficu1t than usua1, for the slow 

merchan~en and unfavourab1e winds pro1onged the voyage 

considerab1y.4 As the squadron sai1ed into the mouth of 

the Gulf of St. Lawrence on Ju1j 29, it met a sma1l ship 

belonging to the Compagnie du Nord, which was on its way 

from Quebec to bring supplies to the Company's posts in 

the Lower Bay.S Apparent1y, the directors had given up 

lAN, AM, B2, LXXXIV, 192, "Ministre l Begon," 
Paris, 19 April 1692. 

2AN, Col., CllA, XII, 102-103, "Lettre d'Iberville 
au Ministre," La Rochelle, 24 April 1692; AN, Col. B, 
XVI, 104-106, "Projet d'Instructions pour le Sieur 
d'Iberville," April 1692. 

3BN, Fonds Français, Collection Dangeau, 22802, 
225-26, "Begon l Villermont," St.-Martin de Rhé, 6 
Nov. 1692. 

4AN, Col., CllA, XII, 23, "Frontenac au Ministre," 
Que., 15 Sept. 1692; Ibid., pp. 106-107, "Lettre 
d'Iberville au Ministre," Que., 22 Sept. 1692. 

5ill!!. 
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hope that aid would arrive from France, and since they 

had already received a rebuke from the Minister for not 

sending out their own ships to carry reinforcements to 

these starving outposts,l they finally took the initiative 

to do so at the expense of 35,000 livres. 2 When 

Iberville saw this tiny vessel, the only one the 

Company had available, he realized that it could never 

survive the voyage to the Bay. Therefore, he promptly 

ordered the Ste. Anne, one of the Company' s two ships 

in the convoy, to relieve the smaller vessel of its 

supplies and to sail ~ediately for James Bay.3 

Iberville, who was by then most annoyed by his convoy 

duties, had already thought of sending the Ste. Anne to 

the Bay from the Gulf of St. Lawrence, but his orders had 

been to accompany her to Quebec where she was to receive 

supplies. The meeting with the small Company ship 

lAN, Col., B, XVI, 99-100, "Memoire pour 
Frontenac sur l'a ttaque du fort Nelson," Apri 1 1692. 

2ill.2.., p. 280, "Memoire de Monsieur de 
Pontchartrain," March, 1693. 

3AN, Col., CllA, XII, 106-101, "Lettre d'Iberville 
au Ministre," Que., 22 Sept. 1692; ~., p. 23, 
"Frontenac au Ministre," Que., 15 Sept. 1692; Ibid., 
pp. 104-105, "Instructions données par FronteniC"i' 
Iberville et ft Bonaventure," Que., 12 Sept. 1692. Rich 
(Hudson's Bay Company, l, 291), states the Ste. Anne was 
not sent to James Bay until the Company's directors had 
met in September, after Iberville's arrival at Quebec. 
There appears to be no evidence in Canada to sup~ort 
this sta tement. 
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provided hint wi th a good excuse for having sent off the 

Ste. Anne, but now he lamented the fact that he could 

not leave the rest of the convoy and sail the ~ to 

attack Bourbon. l This action could well have won the 

post for the Canadians, ba~ Iberville decided to carry 

it out. However, since his instructions left him with 

no choice but to stay with the other ships, he did not 

arrive at Quebec until August 19. 2 Any hope of an 

inmedia te departure fram there was destroyed when 

Iberville learned that Frontenac, with whom he was 

obligated to consult, was in Montreal. By September l, 

when Frontenac arrived in Quebec, it was clearly far 

too late to undertake the Hudson Bay expedition,3 

especially in view of the fact that strict orders had 

been issued to send the Poly to France by the beginning 

of 1693. 4 Therefore, Frontenac ordered Iberville to 

cruise off the coast of Boston and Manhattan and then 

return to France. 5 Another expedition had failed. 

lAN, Col., CllA, XII, 106-107, "Lettre d'Iberville 
au Ministre, Il Que., 22 Sept. 1692. 

pour le 

données 

2~. 

31bid• 

4AN, Col., B, XVI, 106, "Projet d'Instructions 
Sieur d'Iberville," April 1692. 

SAN, Col., CllA, XII, 104-105, "Instructions 
par Frontenac a Ibervi1le et a Bonaventure," 
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When 1bervi11e arrived in France in December of 

1692, he was cold1y received. 1 The Minister was 

obvious1y grieved that this splendid opportunity for 

France to possess Hudson Bay had slipped bYe The 

British fur trade at Bourbon, which had been hanging by 

a thread since 1689, was now being given ample ttme to 

reinforce itse1f because of the inexcusable delays on the 

part of the French war expeditions. Frontenac had 

written to info~ the Freach authorities that the 

colony's northern fur trade was in a grave situation 

because of the threat exerted by the English presence 

at the Bay. He felt that if the English at the Port 

Nelson region were given the opportunity to reinforce 

their hold on the trade, the fo11owing results would 

occur: 

Ils le [mastersl seroient enti~rement de toute 
la traitte des Outaouans et autres ~tions d'en 
hault par la faci1it~ qu'ils auroient de 
remonter jusques chez eux par les rivi~res qui 
descendent dans la Baye d'Hudson ce qui 
empescheroit ces sauvages de continuer de 
commercer avec les françois et at~iroit aux 
anglois toutes leurs pelleteries. 

Que., 12 Sept. 1692; !E.!!!., p. 15, "Frontenac et 
Champigny au Ministre," Que., 15 Sept. 1692. 

lLouis Le Jeune, Le ChevaLier Pierre Le Moyne 
d'Iberville (Ottawa, 1937), pp. 73-74, 7S. 

2AN, Col., C1lA, XII, 49, "Frontenac au Ministre," 
Que., 11 Nov. 1692. 
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To add to the Minis ter , s problems, the French navy had 

been severely weakened, when the British naval powers, 

"obtained the most compleat and remarkable Victory over 

the French Fleet tha t Ever was gott a t Ses," 1 in the 

battle of La Hougue, in May of 1692. It was now even 

more apparent that if French warships were to reach 

Bourbon before English help arrived, speed was of the 

essence. 

No time was lost in planning the 1693 expedition, 

for on January 24, Iberville again received command of 

the royal vessel, the Poly.2 ln early February he 

accepted his commission with "une veritable joye" and 

proceeded to outline his plans, stressing that August 

20 was the latest an attack shou1d be made. 3 It was 

decided that another armed royal vessel, l'Indiscret, 

would accompany Ibervi11e, as we11 as a ship belonging 

to the Compagnie du Nord. 4 The Company, in event of 

1HBRS , ed. E. E. Rich and A. M. Johnson ("Hudson's 
Bay Copy BOOke of Letters Commissions Instructions Outward, 
1688-1696," Vol. XX; 1957), p. 135, "A Letter to Governor 
Geyer and the Rest of the Counse11at York Fort in Hayes 
River in Hudson's Bay," London, 17 June 1692. 

2AN, AM, B2, LXXXIX, 180, "Ministre a Ibervi1le," 
Versailles, 24 Jan. 1693; AN, Col., B, XVI, 146, "A Monsieur 
Begon," Versailles, 24· June 1693. 

3AN, Col., C1lA, XII, 300, "Lettre d'Iberville," 
La Rochelle, 3 Feb. 1693. 

4RAEQ 1927-2A. pp. 136-38, "Memoire du Ministre 
au Gouverneur de Frontenac pour l'attaque du fort 
Nelson," n.d. 
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victory, was instructed to send adequate supplies to 

enable its men to remain at Bourbon, which would be 

turned over to them "avec toutes les munitions, armes et 

vivres et les marchandises et effets qui s'y trouveront 

sans exception, pour les dédommager de leurs dépenses 

dans cette entreprise," on the condition that the 

directors maintain the fort at their own expense. l 

In early April Iberville received his final 

instructions,2 and after a long wait for several merchant 

ships, which were to make the voyage with the other 

vessels, the expedition set sail. However, ca~s, 

contrary winds, and convoy duties had delayed them to 

such an extent that they did not arrive at Quebec until 

July 23, 1693. 3 On July 29 Frontenac called the 

Company's directors together to decide whether an 

expedition could still be sent to the Bay in spite of 

the "saison avancée.,,4 They agreed that since the Crown 

l~. 

2AN, Col., B, XVI, 247-49, "Memoir pour servir 
d'Instruction au Sieur d'Iberville," 28 March 1693. 

3AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. Méry, VII, 139-41, 
ilLettre du Gouvernl:!ur de Frontenac et de l'intendant 
Champigny au Minis'tre," 7 Aug. 1693. 

4~. 
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had ordered the Poly to return to France by the win ter 

and no Company vessel was available to accompany the 

Indiscret, the attack on Bourbon would have to be post­

poned for yet another year. 

Even if the Company's directors had decided to 

send the expedition to the Bay, it would still have been 

far too late. l The failure of Iberville's 1692 

mission had allowed a fleet, which the Hudson's Bay 

Company had sent for the purpose of recovering its 

posts in James Bay, to reach Bourbon in the summer of 

that year and to reinforce it. Since it was too late in 

the season to make a surprise attack on the Compagnie 

du Nordis posts in the Lower Bay, Gaptain James Knight 

decided to wait until the early summer of 1693. 2 On 

July 2, 1693, Knight's expedition of three ships reached 

Fort Ste. Anne, only to find what remained of the small 

Canadian garrison, which had been reduced by disease, 

hunger, murder, and desertion to five or six starving 

men. 3 When the Compagnie du Nordis ship, the Ste. Anne, 

lAN, Col., CllA, XII, 220, "Frontenac et 
Champigny au Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. 

2Rich , Hudson's Bay Company, l, 291-92. 

3AN, Col., CllA, XII, 200-205, "Relation de ce 
qui siest passé en Canada depuis le mois de September 
1692 jusques au depart des vaisseaux en 1693." The 
reports of these events vary slightly. The following 
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which the associates had sent to reinforce the post 

after the vesse1's apparent fai1ure to reach the Lower 

Bay in 1692,1 arrived 1ater in Ju1y, she found herse1f 

engaged in action with three we11-a~ed Eng1ish 

vesse1s. 2 She therefore made a has~ retreat to destroy 

the other Canadian posts on the Moose and Rupert Rivers, 

since they were no longer tenable with the far more 

~portant Fort Ste. Anne in the bands of a powerfu1 

Eng1ish force. The Compagnie du Nord, which had spent 

50,000 livres in sending the vesse1, the Ste. Anne, to 

the Lower Bay,3 now found itse1f stripped of a11 its 

possessions for an additiona1 10ss of 20,000 1ivres. 4 

Thus, by the end of 1693 the directors of the 

Compagnie du Nord were in the sarne position as they F 

sources a1so conta in information: ~., pp. 234-35, 
"Frontenac au Ministre," Que., 25 Oct. 1693; !J2!.s!., 
p. 220, "Frontenac et Champigny au Ministre," Que., 4 
Nov. 1693; Documents, ed. Tyrre11 , "La Potherie, Letter 
VI," p. 256. 

1AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. Méry, VII, 139-41, 
"Lettre du Gouverneur de Frontenac et de l'intendant 
Champigny au Ministre," 7 Aug. 1693. 

2AN, Col., CllA, XII, 295-96, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. 

31bid• 

4!.!tl:&., pp. 218-20, "Frontenac et Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. 



135 

were at the beginning of 1686; they held no posts what­

soever on the entire Bay. lronical1y, by 1693 the 

Company's associates had succeeded in aoquiring material 

royal support. At the ttme of the Troyes expedition, in 

contrast ta the directors' attitude, the French 

authorities were still endeavouring ta achieve a 

compromise with the English concerning the Hudson Bay 

posts. The Compagnie du Nord, therefore, was forced to 

capture the English posts at the Lower Bay by relying 

entirely on its own resources. A change of French 

attitude can be detected in 1688, when the Crown supplied 

the Soleil d'Affrique, but this vessel was not intended 

to be used in an attack on Bourbon. ln spi te of 

lberville's naval victories in 1688, the Compagnie du 

~ did not acquire possession of the Port Nelson 

region. ln 1690 events in Europe had persuaded the 

French authorities that an attack on Bourbon was 

necessary, but they made the fatal error of not sending 

royal warships. Had the 1690 project succeeded, it 

could well have marked the end of the Hudson's Bay 

Company, whose possessions had now been reduced to one 

fort. ln 1691, the Crown decided to lend substantial 

support and sent the first of three successive 

expeditions in three years, all of which failed to 

reach the Bay. mf these three ventures, the one of 
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1692 certainly marked the turning point in Anglo-French 

rivalry, for had lberville been able to use his man-of­

war to capture Bourbon, the English would not have been 

able to rein force their hold on the Bay and take Fort 

Ste.Anne in 1693. lt is unfortunate that once the 

Compagnie du Nord aoquired the French authorities' full 

support in its bid for the Port Nelson region, a 

combination of bad luck, foul weather, and above all, 

faulty planning, caused the expeditions to fail. ln 

contrast to the English, the French, who were inferior 

mariners, seemed incapable of adhering to a strict time­

table, which would get their ships to the Bay at the 

right time of the season. The principal reason for this 

was the French authorities' total disregard of the fact 

that "le plus grand retardement dans les voyages de 

Canada est ordinairement depuis l'entrée de la rivi~re 

jusques l Québec. 1I1 Had the French authorities realized 

this and allowed lberville to sail directly to the Bay 

instead of obliging him to voyage to Quebec first, the 

English presence at Hudson Bay might well have been 

eliminated. 

l~., p. 391, "Mémoire pour servir au projet 
des envoys l faire," 1693. 



CHAPTER. V 

THE COMPANY'S DOWNFALL, 1694-1700 

ln 1694 the French were to achieve their e1usive 

goal, the conquest of Bourbon. By then,rhowever, the 

Compagnie du Nord, whose funds had been exhausted and 

whose organization was tom by a severe dispute between 

the Canadian and French directors, was in no position 

to enjoy the Port Nelson region trading rights, which 

now be10nged to Ibervi11e. Therefore, from 1694 unti1 

its demise in 1700, despite severa1 attempts to regain 

its strength, the Compagnie du Nord remained 1itt1e more 

than a paper organization. The examination of the 

events 1eading to the Company's e1timate co11apse in 

1700 is the purpose of this chapter. 

ln the spring of 1693, the French directors of 

the Compagnie du Nord were so concemed about the 

fai1ure of Ibervi11e's two previous expeditions that 

they sent a memoir to the Minister, comp1aining of 

their Canadian associates' mismanagement of the Company.1 

1 AN, Col., B, XVI, 280-83, "Memoire 8 Monsieur 
de Pontchartrain," March, 1693. 
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This memoir was presented to the Canadian directors, 

whose comments concerning the French criticism were 

added and returned to the Minister in the autumn of 

1693. 1 The result of this dispute was the disclosure 

of an irreconcilable split between the Canadian and 

French directors, which had an important effect on the 

plans for Iberville's 1694 expedition to the Bay and on 

the Company's future. 

ln their 1693 memoir, the French directors 

stressed that the Compafty should be controlled from La 

Rochelle, not Quebec, and that much ttme and money 

would be saved if a direct trading route from France to 

the Bay could be established. 2 They feit that the 

present system requiring the vessels to cali at Quebec 

while sailing to and from the Bay was ruinous for the 

Company. The supplies, which the Company purchased at 

Quebec, cost fifty to sixty par cent more than their 

normal priee in France, from where they were being 

shipped. Moreover, the French associates charged that 

1 AN, Col., CllA, XII, 278, "Champigny au Ministre," 
Que., 4 Nov. 1693; ~., pp. 295-99, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. 

2AN, Col., B, XVI, 280-83, "Memoire 8. Monsieur 
de Pontchartrain," March, 1693. 
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several of the Company's directors in Canada were 

profiteering from these sales in which they and their 

families had an interest. The French associates claimed 

that the present system had caused the Company' s grave 

financial situation, necessitating two assessments on 

its directors. These assessments espeçially angered 

the French directors, who asserted the following: 

la premiere condition l laquelle ils ont 
accept' la cession l eux faite par le Sieur 
de la Chesnaye, et ~u'ils sont entrez dans 
la Compagnie, a este que le commerce se 
feroit du produit de la chose, et qu'ils ne 
seroient point obligez l y mettre de 
nouveaux fonds. l 

ln reply to the French associates' charges, the 

directors in Quebec stated that under no circumstances 

could the Company headquarters be at La Rochelle. They 

explained that if this plan were adopt~d, the Canadians 

would no longer be able to make the trips to the Bay, 

but rather, these expeditions would be manned by 

"hommes nouveaux venus de france," who would be "inutils 

dans ce pays la • • • deux ou trois ans avant que de 

pouvoir rendre les services necessaires. 1I2 The replies 

to the rest of the memoir were weak and evasive. 3 

llbid., p. 281. 

2AN, Col., CllA, XII, 295-99, "Champigny au 
M~,l"d~t:t'ell" Que., 4 Nov. 1693, article 4. 

3 Ibid., pp. 295-99. 
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By the autulm of 1693, the Canadian directors, who were 

avare of Ibervi11e's tbird failure a. well as the 

Company'. loss of it. Jame. Bay po.ts, cou1d do 1itt1e 

!DOre tban stress the nead for full agre_ent in the 

finaDcing of aDother venture, and urse the French 

director. to contribute additional funds. 'Dle eanadian. 

denieeS any agreement ex-.ptiDg the French a •• ocia tes 

from contribut1n8 to additional Campany expenditures 

and .tatad tbat, "il est inouy que dans une soci't' de 

commerce il y ait partis de. a •• ociez _ui ne veuillent 

que prendre et rien fournir. tt1 

It was apparent to the Minister when he read the 

Canadian directors' remarks, tba t a hopeless impasse had 

been reached. Nel ther the Canadian nor the French 

directon wou1d give ground on the most vital issue, 

the centre of operations for the Company. As long as 

it remained in Quebec, the French directors, who had 

a1ready made it clear that they expeeted "de recevoir et 

non pa. de payer,tt2 wou1d s1mp1y not give a 101s in 

.upport of another expedition. Yet, as Champigny 

pointad out in SUlllll&ry of the arguments, a1though it 

1~., rep1y to articles 5 and 6. 

2ll!!d.., pp. 88-89, ttCbampigny au Mini.tre,·' 
Que., 10 Nov. 1692. 



141 

might be better to send direct expeditions from France 

to the Bay, this was impossible because it was essentia1 

que l'affaire s'exploit toujours de Quebec, 
les Canadiens estant seules propres pour 
aller dans les bois et entretenir les 
communications et relations necessaires 
pour le soustenir ••• 1 

The Minister's faith in the Compagnie du Nord was a1so 

bad1y shaken when he received the news of the 10ss of 

the James Bay posts. ln reference to this event, 

Frontenac had written the fol1owing: 

Ces Mrs du nord vous en manderont tout le 
detai1, qui vous fera connoistre, que les 
Ang10is sont plus habiles que nous pour la 
conservation de leurs colonies, qu'ils ne 
font point les choses a derny comme nos 
negocians, et qu'ils nepargnent pas la 
deffence quand ils la jugent necessaires. 2 

To the Minister, the solution was c1ear; if France were 

to capture Fort Bourbon, a new po1icy was needed -­

preferab1y one that did not lüvo1ve the Compagnie du 

!!2E!. 

By mid-May, 1694, the authorities in France had 

decided on a new p1an. 3 The minister announced the 

1Ibid., p. 299, "Champigny au Ministre," Que., 
4 Nov. 16~ 

2BN, Clairambault, 879, 321, "Frontenac au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. 

3AN, Col., B, XVII, 55-57, "Articles et 
conditions que le Roy accorde 1 Ibervi11e capitaine de 
fregatte 1eg~re pour l'entreprise de la Baye d'Hudson," 
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following decision: 

Pour réparer ce que nous avons manqué d'exécuter 
les années denni~res dans la Baye du Nord, Sa 
Maté a bien voulu accepter les offres qui ont 
esté faiteslpar le Sieur d'Iberville, d'y 
aller • • • 

The costs of this project were to be shared by the Crown, 

and by Iberville, who received a 60,000 livres loan fram 

his brother, Joseph Le Moyne de Sérigny and a cousin. 2 

The Crown agreed to supply Iberville with two heavily 

armed men-of-war, the Poly and the Salamandre, which 

could win ter in the Bay, as well as all the military 

equipment he needed, on the condition that Iberville 

pay the crew's wages and provide all supplies; an 

expenditure of approximately 160,000 livres. A further 

decision allowing Iberville to dispose of the booty as 

he wished was of the utmost importance, because it 

18 March 1694; BN, Clairambault, 881, 145-56, "Monsieur 
d'Iberville, plan pour son entreprise de la Baye du 
Nort," La Rochelle, 10 May 1694; AN, Col., CllA, XIII, 
111-12, "Lettre d'Iberville au Ministre,1I Que., 8 Aug. 
1694; Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 327-28. Rich 
appears to have relied quite heavily on BN, Fonds 
Français, NA, Margry, Vol. 9,297 for much of his 
information. Unfortunately, Vol. 9,297 is not available 
in Canada, and therefore further notes will simply 
refer to the appropria te page in Rich. Apparently, 
revis ions to the Marc~ 18 agreement were made in mid­
April. Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 328. 

lRAI9 1927-28, p. 184, ilLettre du Ministre au 
Gouverneur de Frontenac,1I 8 May 1694. 

2AN, Col. B, XVII, 55-57, "Articles et conditions 
••• " 18 March 1694; AN, Col., CllA, XIII, 111-12, 
ilLettre d'Iberville au Ministre," Que., 8 Aug. 1694; 
Ibid., p. 293, "Relation de l'expedition et prise du 
fort Nilson," La Rochelle, 13 Oct. 1695; Rich, Hudson's 
Bay Company, l, 328; Frégault, Iberville, p. 180. 
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exc1uded the Compagnie du NOrd from any profit the 

expedition made. 1 If the value of the boo~ were 

double the cost of the venture, the King wou1d a1so have 

a share in the gains. 2 The Compagnie du Nord was further 

exc1uded by the stipulation that if Ibervi11e's profits 

were not at 1east twice the cost of the outfit, he 

wou1d be a110wed to retain the Port Nelson region fur 

trade in the form of a monopoly unti1 Ju1y 1697. 3 The 

French authorities, however, were quite sure that after 

Ibervi11e had taken Bourbon, he wou1d acquire "assez de 

marchandises pour [le] dédommager par un profit du 

double,· and that consequent1y, the Compagnie du Nord 

"rentera en pocession de ce commerce et 1uy appartiendront 

les forts, magasins, canons, armes, et munitions et 

genera1lement tout ce qui sera pour la deffence des 

dits forts.,,4 The King, therefore, ordered Frontenac 

and Champigny to call a meeting of the Company's 

associates before the expedition's departure from Quebec 

to diseuss whether they wished to become reinvo1ved in 

1 AN, Col., B, XVII, 55-57, "Articles et 
conditions ••• ," 18 March 1694; Rich, Hudson's Bay 
Company, l, 328. 

2!Ë!2.. 

3!J2!2..; AN, Col., B, XVII, 55-57, "Articles et 
conditions ••• ," 18 March 1694. 

4lbid. 
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the Port Nelson region fur trade. He counselled the 

Canadian officials that in the event the directors 

were not "en vollont~ ou en pouvoir" to reacquire and 

maintain the Bourbon trading rights, lberville would be 

allowed to continue to enjoy them for an unspecified 

length of t~e.l The Compagnie du Nord, crippled by 

internal disputes and financial problems, was, therefore, 

completely overshadowed by the shrewd lberville, whose 

plans seemed to assure htm of success and of a 

substantial profit. 

lberville arrived at Quebec on July 11,2 and in 

accordance with the King's wishes, met with the Canadian 

directors of the Compagnie du Nord before setting sail 

to the Bay.3 This meeting was of crucial importance 

to the Company. On the last day of July and the first 

day of August, the directors met three ttmes with 

lberville and the colony's officials to decide the 

Company's role after lberville's conquest of Bourbon. 

The Canadian directors Lmmediately declared that before 

llbid .. -
2A.C., CllA, XIII, 111 ilLettre d'Iberville au 

Ministre," Que., 8 Aug. 1694. 

3!E!2.., 99-101, IIProc~s verbal sur l'enterprise 
du Sieur d'Iberville," Que., 26 Oct. 1694. Un1ess other­
wise stated, a11 the info~ation and quotations contained 
in this paragraph are derived from this document. 
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involving themselves again in the Hudson Bay trade, 

they had to know the intentions of their French associa tes. 

Their representative stated that since these directors 

had not even been info~ed of the plans for lbervllle's 

expedition, he was in no position to commit them to a 

scheme, which would involve their support of the POrt 

Nelson region trade. At this point, the Canadian 

directors declared that it would be too risky for them 

to become involved and that they could not commit them­

selves until 1697. They hoped that if lberville were 

successful in his attack, he and his brother would carry 

on the trade until 1697, "affin d'oster l'envie aux 

Anglois d'y retourner." Champigny, however, refusing to 

accept the Company's complete withdrawal until 1697, 

expressed the view that the directors should associate 

themselves with lberville and even help to finance his 

expedition in order that they might be in a more 

effective position to take over the trade in 1697. To 

this suggestion, lberville made the following reply: 

Il ne pouvoit entrer dans aucune société 
avec une compagnie a cause des embarras 
qui arrivent par le nombre des associez, 
mais que pour faire plaisir l ceux qui de lad. 
assemblée voudroit estre de son entreprise 
ils pouvoient choisir un d'eux avec lequel 
il s'accorderoit pour y entrer de quelque part. 

This offer was favourably received by most of the 

directors, with the exception of Le Ber, who withdrew 
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his interest in the Company; and the French associates' 

representative, who after offering to finance the 

venture at a 12 1/2 per cent rate of interest, withdrew 

this bid when his plan was rejected. l Finally, the 

majority of the directors agreed to "entrer dans son 

[lberville'sJ entreprise et de s'y interesser pour la 

somme de 15,000 livres au moins sous le nom d'un d'eux.,,2 

The Canadian directors' decision to contribute 

only 15,000 livres to 1berville's expedition and to 

allow him a free hand in the Port Nelson region trade 

until 1697 reduced their organization to a paper company. 

Undoubtedly, th~ principal cause for the Companys 

impotence was its lack of funds. 3 Had the directors 

lRich, Hudson's Bay Company, l, 328. The 
author either seems to have misunderstood the discussions 
or to have examined documents not available in Canada. 
He states that 1berville offered to negotiate with a 
single proxy for the Company and to arrange to pay the 
directors 12 1/2 per cent on their investment. 

2!Q!g. Rich concluded that the Company refused 
lberville support and that he received the funds he 
wanted from private backers, who insisted on reserving 
their right to the Bourbon trade in 1697. There can be 
no doubt that these "private backers" were the majority 
of the Company's directors, but Rich makes no mention of 
the paltry sum of 15,000 livres, which they agreed to 
contribute. See AN, Col., XIII, 90, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 24 Oct. 1694, which proves that the 
Canadian directors of the Company were involved to a 
limited extent in the financing of the expedition. 

3Ibid., XIV, 14·6, "Extrait des Despesches," 
n.d. The-r(gures presented in this paragraph are 
contained in Table 5, Appendix A, infra, pp. 217-24. 
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realized substantial profits before 1694·, the split 

between the French and the Canadian associa tes would 

never have occurred, and consequently, they would have 

been in the position to present a united front in support 

of the 1694 venture. However, by 1694, the Company had 

managed to show a profit on only two occasions, for a 

total of 60,000 livres, whereas the organization's total 

losses by the end of 1693 amounted to 658,000 livres. 

The following comment by the Company's directors well 

explains the Compagnie du Nord's unfortunate financial 

state: 

tous les retours que la Compagnie a recu 
jusques a present n'ont servy qu'a payer 
les fruits que cette entreprise a coust~ 
et a renvoyer pour l'entretien d'jcel1e et 
nous avons recu tres peu de chose a compte du 
capital. 1 

By the beginning of 1694 the Company's liabilities had 

risen to a total of 120,000 livres, and its assets 

consisted of only three ships, each worth 10,000 livres. 

Between 1690 and 1693 the directors spent a total of 

265,000 livres on three expeditions, which brought them 

no returns whatsoever. 2 The failure of this tremendous 

l Ibid., CXXV, 111, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord • • ;;r.-n.d. 

2The 78,000 livres paid for outstanding salaries 
in 1691 is not included in this amount. Apparently, 
the Company's directors incurred no cost for the un­
successfu1 expedition of 1691. 
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gamb1e, coup1ed with the Company's loss of its James 

Bay posts in 1693, rendered any hope of financial 

recovery tmpossible. The directors, therefore, had no 

choice but to step aside and al10w Ibervi11e to make 

the financia1 arrangements for his 1694 venture. 

On August 8, Ibervil1e and his brother Sérigny 

came to terms with 104 Canadians and six Iroquois 
1 concerning plans for the ~ttack on Bourbon. The 

significance of this agreement, part of which read as 

follows, is that no mention whatsoever of the Compagnie 

du Nord was made: 

A la fin de la Soci~té, les forts, maisons, et 
artillerie servant a la deffence des places 
demeuront au Roy suivant le traitt~ qui en a 
esté fait par Ibervi1le et Cerigny avec Sa 
Majest~.2 

Iberville and Sérigny agreed to enlist their men on a 

profit-sharing hasis, whereby they would receive half 

the profits of the trade until July 1697, and half of 

any booty seized from the English on land or sea. They 

lAN, Col., CllA, XIII, 111-12, "Lettre 
d'Iberville au Ministre," Que., 8 Aug. 1694; Ibid., 
pl:1l3, "Conventions que Mess~ Iberville et Cerigny 
font avec les canadiens qui s'engagent a aller avec 
eux pour prendre les postes que les Anglois ont dans 
la baye du Nord," 26 Oct. 1694. 

2Ibid. 
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were also allowed to trade ~oe livres' worth of goods 

for their own account. lberville and his brother 

agreed to supply the arms and necessities for the 

campaign; provided that each man lise fournira seulement 

de son fuzil, de sa corne et poudre et de ses hardes. lIl 

These terms were quite different than the fixed salaries 

that the Compagnie du Nord had offered for its 

expedi tions. 

lberville, having set sail from Quebec on 

August 10 with the Po1y and Salamandre under his command, 

arrived at Fort York, on the mouth of the Hayes River 

on September 24. 2 On October 14, after enduring three 

weeks of siege, the English "base1y surrendered" Fort 

York to the French. 3 Fina11y, the French were again in 

possession of the Port Nelson region; but after so many 

years of trying to regain the area, Ibervi11e found the 

rewards for his hardships especia11y disappointing. 4 

11bid. 

2ill.!!., p. 391, "Relation de l'expedition et 
prise du fort Ni1son," La Rochelle, 13 Oct. 1695. See 
Map Il, Appendix B, infra, p. 226 for the location of 
Fort York, which was the object of the French attack. 
The French referred to this post as Fort Bourbon or 
Fort Ni1son. 

3!:mB[, ("Letters Outward, 1688-96," Vol. XX), 
pp. 220-21, "The General 1etter to Gov. Knight and the 
rest of his Counse11 at Albany Fort," Graves end , 30 
May 1696. 

4AN, Col., C1lA, XIII, 391, "Relation de 
l'expedition ••• ," La Rochelle, 13 Oct. 1695. 
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The Hudson's Bay Company ships had previously arrived 

at the fort and carried off the entire stock of furs. 

However, these same vessels had left a year's supply of 

Company goods, which were now at Iberville's disposaI. 

Since i t was far too la te in the season to leave the 

Bay without risk, Iberville was forced to win ter there, 

his only comforting thought being the profits he hoped 

to receive from the spring fur trade. Although the 

winter was unusually severe, and several men died from 

scurvy, lberville knew that his efforts had been 

rewarded, when the Indians began to arrive in the 

spring with abundant amounts of prime beaver. ln 

September of 1695, after lberville had left a garrison 

of seventy Canadians at the Bay, he set sail for Quebec, 

but an outbreak of scurvy forced him to change course 

and make direct1y for La Rochelle, where he arrived on 

October 9. 1 ln the ear1y part of 1696 he sold his 

cargo of beaver for the approxima te amount of 160,000 

livres. 2 lronical1y, now that the Compagnie du Nord was 

1ill2,., p. 393. 

21N. Fonds Français, 11735, 209-10, "Contrat de 
vente de castors passé par devant notaires par Pierre 
Lemoyne d'Iberville a Pierre Pointeau f~ier général! 
Paris," 21 Feb. 1696; Ibid., pp. 210-11, "Facteur des 
castors mis en depost a La Rochelle le 17 novembre 1695 
par lberville capitaine du vaisseau le Poly venant de la 
Baye d'hudson." 
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not significantly involved in the enterprise, the 

authorities had decided to allow lberville to keep his 

profits without contributing the usual droit du quart to 
l the Company of the Farm. 

France did not enjoy her possession of Bourbon 

for long. Despite the English hold on James Bay, the 

Hudson's Bay Company felt that with the French in 

command of the Port Nelson region, "t~ey are become in 

a manner sole masters of that trade and will be 

continually encroaching until we put a stop thereto. ,,2 

Therefore, the English Government agreed to come to the 

Company's aid by launching the most powerful war 

expedition that had ever been sent to the Bay.3 On 

September 2, two royal men-of-war, the Bonaventure and 

Seaford, as well as three Company vessels, the Hudson's 

Bay, Dering, and Knight arrived at Bourbon just two hours 

ahead of Sérigny, who had been sent from France with two 

small supply ships. When Sérigny saw that the more 

lAN, AM, B2, ClX, 648, "Ministre aux officiers 
de l'admirauté de la Rochelle," Versailles, 14 Dec. 
1695; AN, Col., B, XIX, 71-72, "Ministre a lberville," 
Versailles, 18 April 1696. 

2csp, 1696-97, XV, 137, "Memorial of John 
Nelson to the Council of Trade," 23 Sept. 1696. 

3 Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, 1, 334-37. 
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powerful English vessels commanded the mouth of the 

Hayes River, he left the post to defend itself and 

sailed back to France. l The Canadian garrison, which 

was short of food and anununition, lost all heart when 

it saw its potential rein forcements sail away, and 

cons equently , it surrendered on September 6. 2 the 

directors of the Hudsonls Bay Company, who wrote "we 

know of no footing that the French have now within our 

~arter ex~ept one fort, Nemiskie, about forty-five 

miles from Rupertls Fort,1I3 once again controlled the 

entire Bay. Superior English naval power had triumphed. 

Even if Sérigny had reached Bourbon before the 

English fleet and had managed to hold the French post, 

this would not have helped the Compagnie du NordIs 

directors. Long before word of the loss of Bourbon had 

reached them, they received another piece of unfortunate 

news, which rendered any chances of their taking over 

lJérémie, Twenty Years of York Factory, p. 27. 

2!l2!.!!., 28; AN, Col., CltA, XIV, 28, "Articles 
de capitulation Entre Guillaume Allen Commandant en chef 
dans la Rivi~re Hayes [ou Ste Therese] et le Sieur de la 
Forest commandant du fort dljurk ou bourbon." 

3CSP 1696-97, XV, 308, "Deputy Governor of 
Hudson Bay Company to William Popp1e," London, 16 Jan. 
1697. Although the Compagnie du NordIs charter of 1686 
a110wed for the establishment of a post on Lake Nemisco, 
there is no evidence that the Company ever took advantage 
of this right. Therefore, the post referred to 
probably belonged to the Company of the Farm. 
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the Bay trade in 1697 vary sltm indeed. On May 26, 

1696, just before Iberville set sail from France for 

his Acadian and Newfoundland campaign, he received 

permission to hold his monopoly of the Port Nelson 

region trade until 1699, in case the Compagnie du Nord 

was not yet ready to exploit the furs there. l The 

authorities in France, who were disappointed with the 

Company's decision of 1694 to withdraw from the trade 

until 1697, ordered Frontenac and Champigny to meet 

with the Company's directors to see if they were willi~g 

to involve themselves immediately in the Bourbon trade. 

If they did not wish to do so, they were to lose all 

their rights to Ibervillê until the summer of 1699. 2 

When the associates met on October 18, 1696,3 

they were determined not to abandon their rights to 

Iberville. 4 They claimed that thp.y had every intention 

lAN, Col., B, XIX, 110-11, "Arrest du Conseil 
qui ordonne que faute par la Compagnie du Nord d'accepter 
le fort de Bourbon pris par Iberville, il y sera pourveu 
par Sa Majesté sur les offres d'Iberville," 26 May 1696. 

2~.; ~., pp. 90-91, "Memoire du Roy pour 
Frontenac et Champigny," Versailles, 26 May 1696. 

3Jud• Arch. Que., greffe Chambalon, 30 Oct. 
1696, "Protestation." 

4AN, Col., C1LA, XlV, 123-24, ilLettre de 
Frontenac et Champigny au Ministre," Que., 26 Oct. 1696. 
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of taking over the Port Nelson region trade according 

to the agreements made in 1694, but not until 1697. 

They insisted that they had given lberville substantial 

support, for "il [lberville] s'est servy pour la reussite 

de son entreprise et se sert actuellement de leurs 
1 

deniers." ln fact, the Company had contributied only 

15,000 livres to lberville's 1694 expedition, and 

judging from the available evidence, they were giving 

him no support whatsoever by 1696. Nevertheless, the 

directors, after a heated discussion, decided to send 

Martin de Lino to France to represent their claim "de 

leur faire conserver l'jnterest qu'ils ont avec led. 

lberville jusqu'en lad. année 1699" and to argue that 

lberville could only have obtained his most recent 

monopoly "sous de faux exposez ... 2 

By the time of de Lino's arriva1 in France, 

Sérigny had reb~rned, bringing word of the French loss 

of Bourbon. Since France now no longer enjoyed the 

possession of its post on the Hayes River, any 

suggestions that de Lino had concerning its upkeep were 

merely academic in their nature, and for the time baing, 

Ilbid. -
2~.; Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Chamba1on, 30 

Oct. 1696, "Protestation." 
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were ignored. The Crown was concerned with the more 

tangible prob1em of planning an expedition to recapture 

Bourbon as quick1y as possible. De Lino, on behalf of 

the Company, offered to paya part of the expedition's 

costs, but he made. ~t quite c1ear that this capital 

must come from the profits he hoped th.e Company wou1d 

make, after the Port Nelson region had been returned to 

it. 1 This offer struck such a ho1low note that the 

authorities did not even bother to take it serious1y.2 

ln view of the Company's past record, it wou1d have been 

sheer f011y to invo1ve it in any important plans. The 

Crown rea1ized how accurate the fo11owing assessment by 

Ibervi11e of the directors was: 

Contre tous mes Memoire sur ce qu'il 
devoient faire dans se pais la i1s·ont 
toujours agy a leurs teste pour veue que 
les Marchandise de leurs magasins se 
consomme ils sont contans. 3 

Therefore, the authorities in France decided to finance 

this important venture entire1y by themse1ves. 4 

1AN, Col., C1lA, XIV, 146, "Extrait des 
Despeches," n.d. 

2AN, Col., B, XIX, 258, "Ministre 8. Champigny," 
Versailles, 27 April 1697. 

3BN, Clairambault, 881, 169, "lbervi11e 8. Lagny," 
29 Oct. 1696. 

4'AN, Col. B, XIX, 258, "Ministre 8. Champigny," 
Versailles, 27 April 1697. 
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On March 9, 1697, the King dispa tched orders to 

attack Bourbon to Iberville,l who was in Newfoundland, 

where he had waged a triumphant campaign during the 

past year. His brother SM-igny:, who reached Plaisance 

with four royal vessels on May 18,2 informed Iberville 

that he was to set out immediately to recapture the 

former French post at Bourbon and garrison it with one 

hundred men. 3 The Minister, who was determined ~o 

extend the King's glory,4 was confident of Iberville's 

success in view of the powerful forces he had at his 

disposal. 5 Now that this was a purely royal venture, 

all precautions were taken to avoid the squadron's late 

arrival at the Bay. Therefore, there were no provisions 

made requiring the vessels to sail first to Quebec or to 

l~., pp. 185-91, "Instructions pour le Sieur 
d'Iberville," Versailles, 9 March 1697. 

2AN, Col., CllA, XV, 212-13, "Iberville au 
Ministre," 5 July 1697. 

3AN, Col., Bt XIX, 185-91, "Instructions pour 
le Sieur d'Iberville," Versailles, 9 March 1697. 

4Documents, ed. Tyrrell, "La Potherie, Letter 
VI ," p. 2 57 • 

SAN, Col., B, XIX, 208-209, "Ministre ft Sérigny," 
Versailles, 27 March 1697. 
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return there from the Bay. The supplies and sai10rs 

were sent direct1y from France, with the instructions 

that Ibervi11e, to complete his craw, shou1d rehire the 

men now with hLm at .Plalsance. l Little t~e was 10st, 

and on Ju1y 8, the expedition set sail. After suffering 

the most incredible hardships, inc1uding the 10ss of one 

vessel and the endurance of "waves, storms, ice, sand 

banks, and mountains of snow," Ibervi11e reached the 

Port Nelson region on September 4 on1y to encounter 

three heavily armed Eng1ish warships.2 More than a 

week of vicious fighting on land and sea fol1owed, until 

on September 13 the British surrendered Fort York. After 

Ibervi11e had left a garrison at the post, he sai1ed to 

La Rochelle, where he arrived November 8, carrying a 

cargo of 20,000 pounds of beaver. 3 Since this was a 

royal venture, it was the Crown who received the profits 

from these furs, without the deduction of the droit du 

Quart. 4 The Crown had proved tha t wi th careful planning, 

1!Q!&., pp. 185-91, "Instructions pour le Sieur 
d'Iberville," Versailles, 9 March 1697; AN, Col., CllA, 
XV, 213," Iberville au Ministre," 5 July 1697; Frégault" 
Iberville, p. 237. 

2Documents, ed. Tyrrell, "La Potherie, Introduction," 
p. 145, and "Letter IV," p. 216. "Letter IV," pp. 205-222, 
gives a fascinating account of the naval battle that fol1owed. 

3AN, Col., CllA, XV, 260, "Letter d'Iberville," 
n.d.; Ibid., pp. 182-83, "Castors de la Baye d'Hudson," 
n.d.; AN, Col., B, XX, 122," Estat des castors apportez 
du Fort de la Baye d'Hudson puis par le Sieur d'Iberville," 
n.d. 

4AN, AM, B2, CXXII, 390, "Ministre ~ Iberville," 
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it could exe.cute with relative ease a swift and successful 

mission to the Bay. 

Now that the Sun King's rays once again shone on 

the bleak wilderness of Hudson Bay, his Majesty was faced 

with the problem of what to do with Bourbon. While the 

English and French expeditions had struggled for 

possession of this remote territory, diplomats were 

engaging in peace negotiations in the Dutch town of 

Ryswick. Several days after lberville had retaken 

Bourbon, a decision was reached at Ryswick, calling for 

the status quo ante bellum. l Although this required 

the English to relinquish their possession of James Bay 

in exchange for the occupancy of the Port Nelson region, 

these terms were never adhered to. 2 ln fact, no 

decision was reached on this thorny question until the 

French relinquished all elaims to the Bay sixteen years 

later by the Treaty of Utrecht. 3 For those sixteen 

20 Nov. 1697; AN, Col., CllA, 13, 182-83, "castors de 
la Baye d'Hudson," n.d. 

1csp, 1697-98, XVI, ed. J. W. Fortescue (London, 
1905), 210, "Council of l'rade and Plantations to the 
King," 12 May 1698. 

21bid., p. 269, "Council of Trade and Plantations 
to Mr. Secretary Vernon, Il Whiteha11, 7 June 1698. 

3Rich, Hudson's Bay Company, 1, 353-54. 
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years the English remained in James Bay, while France 

held Bourbon. However, the problem of administering the 

fur trade there still faced the French authorities. lt 

was one thing fDr the Crown to finance a war expedition 

to capture the Port Nelson region, but it was an entirely 

different matter when it came to exploiting the fur trade. 

This trade clearly had to be maintained by a private 

body, not by the King. If France were going to hold the 

Port Nelson region in defiance of the Treaty of Ryswick, 

an immediate decision concerning the upkeep of a fur 

trading post in this area was required. 

The French authorities had displayed a magnificent 

sense of opttmism by engaging in serious discussions 

about the upkeep of the Bourbon trade, shortly after 

the orders for an attack on this ares had been issued 

in the spring of 1697. De Lino's complaints regarding 

lberville's proposed monopoly of the Port Nelson region 

trade had apparently made an impression on the Minister, 

who, after attending to the plans for the war expedition, 

instructed Champigny on April 27 that "Sa Majesté ne 

s'est point esloignée du dessein de leur [the Company's 

directorsJ faire remettre ce fort, afin qu'ils puissent 

proffiter des avantages du commerce qu'ils y peuvent 
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faire. ,,1 The conditions imposed upon the Compagnie du 

Nord were that its directors re-estab1ish the Port 

Nelson region trade by sending supplies in the spring of 

1698, either from France or from Canada, and tbat they 

repay the Crown the costs of garrisoning the post 

there, from the time of its capture unti1 its return to 
2 the Company. When Ibervi11e reached France bearing the 

news that the long-coveted Bourbon was once again in 

French bands, the King bad not yet received a rep1y 

from the Compagnie du Nord' s directors, whom he bad 

ordered to consider his offer of April 27. 3 However, 

several days 1ater, his Majesty received a detai1ed 

memoirrfrom the Company stating that its Canadian 

1 AN, Col., B, XIX, 258, "Ministre ft. Champigny," 
Versailles, 27 April 1697. 

2~.; Jud. Arch. Que., greffe ~hambalon, 13 
Oct. 1697, "Declaration de l'1rs. Interesses en la Compagnie 
du Nord au Roy," The King's offer is entitled "~trait de 
la lettre du Roy," 1697, and is attached to this notarial 
document. The original copy of the Crown's offer is 
contained in AN, Col., B, XlX, 238, "Mp-InOire du Roy pour 
Frontenac et Champigny," Versailles, 27 April 1697. The 
record of the Canadian directors' meeting to consider 
the offer is in AN, Col., CliA, XV, 86-88, "Les 
Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord concernant le fort 
Bourbon," Que., 13 Oct. 1697. 

3AN, Col., B, XIX, 238, "Memoire du Roy pour 
Frontenac et Champigny," Versailles, 27 April 1697; 
AN, Col., Cl1A, XV, 86-88, "Les Interessez en la 
Compagnie du Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 
13 Oct. 1697. 
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directors l were forced to reject the King's proposal. 2 

They maintained that since the Company' s capital bad 

been exhausted, they could not possibly hope to keep the 

post without royal support, especially during the war. 3 

By way of a solution to the problem, the directors 

offered the following two proposaIs: that the King 

maintain the trade at Bourbon until the end of the war; 

or that a new company in France, in which they would 

take an eighth share, be formad tmmediately to exploit 

the opportunity in the Port Nelson region. 4 There can 

be little doubt that the war, which had ended by the 

time the King received the Company's memoir, was merely 

lIbid. This memoir states tbat since no orders 
had been received fram the French directors, the 
Canadian associates could not reply on their bebalf. 
However, Rich (Hudson's Bay Company, l, 352-53), states 
tbat, "the French members of the Compagnie seemed 
prepared to find money for the commitment,~ but the 
Canadians turned the offer down. His source for this 
information seems to be, BN, Fonds Français, NA, Margry 
9297, 178. Nevertheless, in view of the French 
directors' attitude toward the entire enterprise, it is 
difficult to accaunt for their sudden burst of enthusiasm. 

2AN, Col., CllA, D, 86-88, "Les Interessez en la 
Compagnie du Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 13 
Oct. 1697. 

3llli,.; !l!!!!., pp. 66-67, "Frontenac et Champigny 
au Ministre," Que., 19 Oct. 1697; !l2.!.!!., p. 84, "Champigny 
au Ministre," Que., 13 Oct. 1697. 

4~., pp. 86-88, "Les Interessez en la Compagnie 
du Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 13 Oct. 1697. 
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an excuse for the directors not to become reinvolved at 

that ttme. Perhaps the directors' professed desire to 

re-enter the trade at a later date was legi ttma te , but 

in the autumn of 1697, it was clear to all concerned 

that the Company could not act, because it did not have 

the necessary funds. !herefore, the French authorities' 

scrupulous planning for the takeover of the Bourbon 

trade had been to no avail. 

Now that it was clear that the Compagnie du Nord 

could not and would not support the Nelson trade, this 

task fell to Iberville. l Shortly after his triumphant 

return to France in the autumn of 1697, he had petitioned 

the Crown for certain favours as a reward for his 

services. 2 After this petition had been denied,3 

Iberville made another request; that he be allowed to 

carry on the fur trade at Bourbon until the summer of 

1699, on the condition that he pay the Canadians 

recruited for its capture, but that he keep the English 

l~., pp. 66-67, "Frontenac et Champigny au 
Ministre,1l Que. 19 Oct. 1697. 

2BN, Clairambault, 881, 157-58, 1l1berville au 
Ministre," Rochefort, 30 Nov. 1697; Frégault, Iberville, 
pp. 260. 

31bid. 
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goods taken fram the post. 1 This request was granted, 

and it was a1so decided that Iberville se11 a11 the 
2 furs to the Company of the Farm in France. 

No mention wha tsoever was made of the Compagnie 

du Nord in these terms, and it was not unti1 May 21, 

1698, that the King sent a memoir to Frontenac and 

Champigny announcing the agreement with Ibervi11e. 3 

This memoir exp1ained that despite the pesce with 

Eng1and, no final decision concerning Bourbon had yet 

been reached. Unti1 such a ttme, Ibervi11e wou1d retain 

the Bourbon trade, but "colIlDe ce fort [Bourbon] ou ceux 

du fonds de la Baye nous resteront il est necessaire qu'ils 

[the Company's directors3 examinent de quelle maniere il 

sera a propos d'y faire le commerce, soit en y estab1issant 

l'ancienne Campagnie du Nord ou en faisant une nouve11e. 1I4 

ln other words, Ibervi11e' s arrangements with the Crown 

1AN, Col., B, XX, 65-66, "Offres faites au Roy 
par Ibervi11e," Versailles, 19 April 1698. 

2!lli.; ~., pp. 67-68, "Arrest du Conseil 
d'Estat acceptant les offres d'Iberville," Versailles, 
30 April 1698; !.Q!g,., pp. 64-65, "Ministre l Ibervi11e," 
Versailles, 7 May 1698. 

3~., pp. 72-73, "Memoire du Roy Il Frontenac 
et Champigny," Versailles, 21 May 1698. 

4lbid. 
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were on1y temporary, and a1though the moribund Compagnie 

du Nord, had for the moment been eEc1uded from the Port 

Nelson region ttade by Ibervi11e, the King was offering 

its directors what turned out to be their 1ast reprieve. --
He therefore, ordered the authorities to ca11 the 

Company's directors together in order to determine 

under what conditions they wou1d become reinvo1ved in 

the Hudson Bay fur trade. 1 

ln the autumn of 1698, the Canadian directors 

sent their rep1y to the Crown,2 making proposals, which 

1ill!!. 

2AN, Col., C1lA, XVI, 34-35, "Frontenac au 
Ministre," Que., 10 Oct. 1698; RAN 1928-29, p. 380, 
"Lettre de Frontenac et Champigny au Ministre," 15 Oct. 
1698. The original signed document, which the directors 
sent to France, may be found in AN, Col., C11E, l, 
117-21, "Memoire de la Compagnie du Nord," n. d. This 
document is undated, but the statements made by 
Frontenac and Champigny in their 1etters of October 
10 and 15 undoubted1y refer to this memoir, which was 
written at approximately the same time. Another very 
simi1ar document may be found in AN, Col., C1lA, XVI, 
174-76, "Memoire de la Compagnie du Nord," 1698. A 
copy of the identica1 document may be found in AN, Col., 
F2A, 13, Pi~ce 75, pp. 59-66, "Coppie d'un mémoire 
••• ," n.d. This document contains the French 
associates' comments, which were added on the 1eft-hand 
side of the page, making it the Most vital source of 
a11. A11 facts contained in the fo11owing paragraphs 
are derived from it, un1ess a footnote indicates other­
wise. !.l2!2.., Pi~ce 76, p. 67, "Monseigneur," n.d., 
contains a brief, but usefu1 summary of the above 
document. 
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if executed, might wel1 have sa1vaged the remains of 

the Compagnie du Nord. However, after the French 

directors had added their own comments to this memoir 

and the impossibi1ity of carrying out the Canadians' 

suggestions had become apparent, the fate of the Compagnie 

du Nord was permanent1y sea1ed. The Company' s memoir of 

1698 ended any hope for its surviva1. 

The Canadian associa tes dec1ared that under no 

conditions cou1d they become reinvo1ved in the fur 

trade at Bourbon. They asserted that navigation in the 

Bay was far too difficu1t for vesse1s to be sent to 

Bourbon, especia11y since the pilots necessary for this 

operation were 1acking. Moreover, the expense of 

sending ships to the Port Nelson ragion was simp1y too 

great for the associates, who "ne se sentoient pas assez 

forts pour sous tenir une affaire de ce poids." Since the 

post at Bourbon was far too removed to be supp1ied by an 

over1and route from Canada, the directors suggested that 

the authorities in France take possession of James Bay, 

where the associates wou1d glad1y undertake the trade 

for the next twenty years. ln other words, the 

Canadian directors were advocating an over1and approach 

to the Lower Bay, the very scheme, they had refuted 

years ear1ier. 1 ln suggesting the exploitation of furs 

1See Chapter IV, supra, p. 106. 
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from the James Bay region, the Canadian associates 

rej ected the ides tha t the Company 1 s headquarters be 

situated in France rather than Quebec. Although the 

Canadians realized that this proposal would be un­

acceptable to their French associates, they made a token 

offer to allow these directors to remain in the 

Company, pravided they contributed to the new scheme. 

If they were unwilling to accept these new proposals, 

the French associates, whose presence the Canadians 

felt had badly harmed the Company, would simply have to 

forfeit all their rights and withdraw fram the 

organization. The Canadians, however, did hope to 

receive substantial funds from the En~lish as a 

compensation for the proposed exchangeof posts. They 

felt that if this compensation were sufficient to enable 

them to carry on the Company and to pay off their French 

associates, they would gladly do so and administer the 

James Bay trade themselves. Thus, the Canadians' plan 

left virtually no room at all for French participation 

in the Compagnie du Nord. 

The French directors were only too pleased to 

find that the Canadians preferred to carry on without 

their aid, provided they received adequate compensation 

upon their withdrawal from the Company. Although they 

were correct in claiming to have saved the Company by 
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1 their entry in 1686, this was true only in the sense 

that their acquisition of La Chesnaye' s enormous 

interest rescued htm from bankruptcy. Their position 

was similar to that oi an investor in modern days, who 

loans money at a certain rate of interest, but who takes 

poor property as his security and finds htmself burdened 

with this collateral when the borrower cannot repay him. 

The directors of Oudiette's Company in France were not 

necessarily interested in becoming involved in a 

Canadian fur trading venture, but when they realized 

that La Chesnaye could not repay them the funds he 

owed, they had no choice but to take over his investment 

in the Compagnie du Nord. Since these men were rather 

bitter concerning their involvement in the Company, any 

extra expenses they incurred were especially disconcerting 

to them. Therefore, in their comments of 1698 they again 

reiterated their 1693 claims that the Company should be 

managed from France, not from Quebec, "ce qui estoit 

double voyage et double depence, ruyneux pour les 

interessez, et avantageux pour ceux de Quebec ••• qui 

ont tout gast~. 01 But, they readily agreed that if the 

Company received the James Bay trade, it would be much 

l See Chapter Il, supra, pp. 40-41. 
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better to conduct it fram Quebec. 

Now that it was apparent the French associates 

no longer wished to remain in the Compagnie du Nord and 

the Canadians. would not continue unless they received 

the James Bay trade, the future of the Company rested on 

the Crown's decision concerning the Canadian directors' 

proposals. Since the terms of the Treaty of Ryswick had 

called for French poss~ssion of the Lower Bay, the 

Canadian directors' suggestion was not the "bafouillage" 

that the historian Guy Frégault makes it out to be. l On 
. 

the contrary, there is every indication that the French 

authorities seriously considered an exchange of Bourbon 
2 against the Lo~er Bay. ln the spring of 1699 the 

Minister sent instructions to the French ambassadors in. 

England statin~ that his Maj~sty wished them to try to 

arrange an exchange for "le fonds de la Baye contre 

lFrégault (Iberville, pp. 262-63), refers only 
to a segment of the Company's 1698 memoir, and does not 
state the context in which it was written. He makes no 
mention of the fact that the Crown seriously considered 
the Company's suggestion, infra, note 2. MOreover, he 
leads the reader to believe that Iberville's offer to 
take over the Bourbon trade, su~ra, pp. 162'-63 was0made 
after the Compagnie du Nord's 1 98 proposals, when, in 
fact, it was made before. 

2AN, AM, B2, CXXXIX, 112-13, "Ministre ft. Mrs. 
Tallard et d'herbault," 1699; JBM., CXL, 353, "Ministre 
ft. Mrs. de Tallard et d'herbault t " 1699; CSp, 1700, XVIII, 
ed. Cecil Headlam (London, 1910), 336-37, "Journal of 
Council of Trade and Plantations," 1700; AN, Col., CllA, 
XVII, 184, "Baye d'Hudson," 3 May 1699; Rich, Hudson's 
Bay Company, l, 409. 
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celle des ang10is que nous occupons actue11ement.,,1 

The instructions referred specifica11y to the Company's 

1698 memoir and urged the ambassadors to take heed of 

it, "quoy que sa Majt~ soit persuad~e que l'autre partie 

de la Baye [Bourbon] soit plus avantageuse pour nostre 

conmerce.,,2 The Minister then proceeded to draft 

orders for Sérigny to sail at once to the post on the 

Hayes River, put a11 the French garrison and goods aboard 

his ship, and hand the post, intact save for its arms, 

over to the Eng1ish. 3 Unfortunate1y for the Compagnie 

du Nord these orders were not executed; this comment 

was scraw1ed in the margin of the same document, "Cet 

ordre a est~ renvoy~ et n'a pas est~ execut~.114 

Apparent1y, the instructions to Sérigny had arrived too 

1ate, for Ibervi11e had a1ready taken action. Assuming 

that his trading grants for 1699 still stood, Ibervi11e 

had a1ready sent off a sma11 frigate with trade goOds 5 

1AN, AM, B2, CXXXIX, 112-13, "Ministre' Mrs. 
de Tallard et d'herbau1t," 1699. 

2!lli,. 

3AN, Col., B, XX, 262, "Ordre. Serigny de 
remettre aux ang10is le fort de Bourbon," Versailles, 
17 June 1699. 

4lli!!. 

SAN, AM, B2, CXL, 353, "Ministre a Mrs. de 
Tallard et d'herbault," 1699. 
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to the Port Nelson region. Now that it W8S impossible 

to carry out Any tmmediate plans for an exchange of 

posts, the Compagnie du Nordis demise was certain. 

ln view of the Company 1 s frequent failures and 

numerous refusals of the Kingls offers, it is surprising 

that his Majesty would even have considered the exchange 

proposed by the canadian associa tes. Nevertheless, 

King Louisl insistance that the French ambassadors 

"avoir esgard a la demande de la compagnie du nord,,,l 

demonstra tes tha t many Œ the points made by the Canadian 

directors in 1698 were not only well taken, but were 

also quite valide Since it was clear that the Companyls 

French directors no longer wished to be associated with 

the organization, Quebec was the only logical choice 

for its headquarters. Although the Port Nelson region 

trade was more valuable than that of James Bay, the 

French authorities faced the same problem which had 

plagued the Compagnie du Nord; "la difficulté de le 

[the Bourbon trade] faire valoir.,,2 the return sea 

voyage from Quebec to Bourbon was simply too great, 

lasting an average of three to four months. 3 Severe 

l~., CXXXIX, 112-13, "Ministre a Mrs. de 
Tallard et dlherbault," 1699. 

2AN, Col., F2A, 13, Pi~ce 75, "Coppie dlun 
mémoire ••• ," n.d. 

3AN, Col., CllA, CXXV, 86, "Memoire sur les 
affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d.; !Ë!2.., XII, 
102-3, ilLettre dllberville au Ministre," La Rochelle, 
24 April 1692; Fr~gault, Iberville, p. 170. 
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climatic conditions necessitated an early departure 

from the Bay, fflr by the end of September, icy winds 

and long hours of darkness made sea travel almost un­

bearable. l As late as 1698, the lack of adequate maps 

and navigators for the Bay region still troubled the 

French. 2 In view of these problems, the Canadian 

associates suggested, "qu'il est meme Naturel de 

s'atacher plut8t a se conserver la propriet~ du fond de 

la Baye, que la c8te du port Nelson.,,3 They pointed out 

that if the exchange were carried out, the Canadians 

would be in an ideal position at the Lower Bay to 

interrupt the passage of Indians going to trade at the 

Port Nelson region. They explained that the Tadoussac 

fur trade would be jeopardized, if the English were 

allowed to remain at James Bay, which was far too close 

to Canada. 4 Therefore, the logical solution seemed to 

call for the observance of the Treaty of ~swick's te~s. 

lAN, Col., CltA, X, 146-47, "Lettre du Sieur 
d'Iberville commandant dans la Baye d'Hudson," Charlton 
Is., 21 Sep~. 1688. 

2Ibid., pp. 169-70, "Memoire presenté a 
Monseigneur le Marquis de Seignelay pour le Canada," 
1688. ~., XVI, 185-87, "Projet d'une relation de 
l'Estat des affaires de la Nouvelle France," 1698. 

3AN, Col., F2A, 13, Pi~ce 75, IICoppie d'un 
mémoire • • .," n. d. 
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The Compagnie du Nord's financial records show 

that the exploitation of the Port Nelson region trade 

from Quebec was clearly impossible. The enormous cost 

of the Bourbon expeditions, which ranged from 100,000 to 

180,000 livres was the principal cause for the Company's 

ruin. 1 Usually, at least one hundred men were needed 

for a sea voyage to the Port Nelson region. Their 

average pay for the entire trip was aboutSOO livres per 

man. 2 Therefore, 50,000 livres in salaries was a common 

expenditure, although this figure could reach up to 

80,000 livres in the event that more men were needed. 

The other substantial expenditure was approximately 

50,000 livres for supplies which included arms, costing 

as much as 20,000 livres, as well as trading goods, 

items of clothing, and personal necessities. 3 Food 

supplies, including such commodities as 150 hundredweight 

of "biscuit," 350 hundredweight of flour, 154 barrels of 

lSee Table 5, Appendix A, infra, pp. 217-24. 

2A. C., CllA, CXXV, 85-87, "Memoire sur les 
affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d.; Ibid., XVI, 
157, "Memoire de ce qu'il faut faire cetteannée pour la 
Baye d'Hudson," 1698. 

3!lli., XV, 259, "Eetat des marchandises 
necessaires pour la traitte du fort de Bourbon," n.d. 
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wine, 339 hundredweight of vegetables and meats, all of 

which had to last for over a year, amounted to 20,000 to 

30,000 livres,l depending on the number of men and length 

of the expedition. Additional insurance expenditures of 

12 to 15 par cent on the total value of the fur cargo, 

as well as general shipping costs, usually added another 

20,000 livres to the total output of funds. 2 Due to the 

limited capacity of the vessels carrying furs, 

approximately 100,000 livres per ship, after the 

decluction of the droit du quart, was the maximum the 

Company could receive in one year through the sale of 
3 beaver. However, the most important consideration is 

that only once in its history did the Company enjoy such 

returns. By 1698 it was, therefore, qui te clear that 

the risk was too great to finance such costly 

expeditions to the remote Port Nelson region. 

lUnfortunately, the costs of food supplies for 
the expeditions to Bourbon do not appear in itemized 
forme Therefore, this amount is an estimate. The 
following documents give some information concerning 
food costs: Ibid., XII, 306-309, "Resultat de la 
conf~rence en~Frontenac et Champigny au sujet de 
l'enterprise dans la Baie d 'Hudson en 1693," ill,g,., p. 301, 
"Lettre d'Iberville l Monseigneur," La Rochelle, 3 Feb. 
1693; ill.s!., VIII, 272-75, "Estat de la Depense et frais 
gnaux faits par la Compagnie du Nord," 1686. 

2!lli., XIV, 282, "Memoire du Sieur Riverin sur 
la traite l la ferme du castor de Canada," Paris, 10 
Feb. 1696; illS,., XV, 260, "Lettre d'Iberville," n.d. 

3See Table 5, Appendix A, infra t pp. 217-24. 
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The exploitation of furs in James Bay was the 

only hope for the Compagnie du Nord' s survival. ln 

1686 the Company was able to finance the Troyes 

expedition to the Lower Bay at the relatively low cost 

of 70,000 livres and earn a small profit of 20,000 livres. 

The average salary received by the seventy Canadians 

on this campaign was 30 livres a month, which for eight 

months amounted to approxtm&tely 17,000 livres. l ~e 

thirty officers and French soldiers averaged about 500 

livres eaCh in pay for the entire expedition. 2 There­

fore, approximately 32,000 livres were spent for 

salari~s, with the remainder of the 70,000 livres' 

expenditure paying for food, supplies, and clothing. 

The Company's 1698 memoir pointed out that rather than 

use the difficult route taken by Troyes, from Montreal 

to James Bay, "on peut y [James Bay] conmnmiquer par la 

Riviere de Saguenay, et par les lacs qui s'y deschargent, 

en peu de jours et sans beaucoup de peine.,,3 The cost 

of such a trading expedition would be considerably 

lower than the war campaign led by Troyes, because 

lJud. Arch. Que., greffe Rageot, Feb. and 
March, 1686. 

2AN, Col., CllA, VIII, 272-7:5, Il Estat de la 
Depense et frais gnaux faits par la Compagnie du Nord," 
1686. 

3AN, Col., FU, 13, Pit!ce 75, "Coppie d'un 
mémoire ••• ," n.d. 
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fewer men and supplies would be needed. The problem of 

transporting a large number of furs from the Bay to the 

colony still existed, but it seemed quite feasible that 

yearly expeditions could be sent, costing 25,000 livres, 

which could bring baCk 40,000 livres' worth of furs. 

Although the prospects of spectacular trading in James 

Bay did not exist, there were so few risks involved 

that the Company would be virtually certain of making a 

small annual profit. 

However, even if the exchange of posts with the 

English had occurred, it is doubtful whether the 

Compagnie du Nord, in its lamentable financial state of 

1698, could have supported the James Bay trade. There­

fore, any speculation as to what might have happened had 

the Company carried on the trade there, takes one far 

into the historians' no-man's land of "if", where no 

absolute answers can be found. By 1699, thp. concrete 

fact which faced the authorities was that the Compagnie 

du Nord could not hope to exploit the fur trade in the 

Port Nelson region. 

Both the authorities and the Canadians now 

realized that if the Bourbon trade were to be enjoyed 

at aIl, a totally new company had to be established. 

Moreover, by 1699, the entire Canadian fur trade was so 
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severely sbaken by a glut of castor sec,l that the 

authorities were seriously considering a reorganization 

of the whole system, which had relied so heavily on the 

Company of the Farm. 2 As early as 1698 plans were being 

discussed for the establishment of a Canadian Company to 

take over the Company of the Farm's trading rights in 

Canada. 3 By 1699, when it had become apparent that the 

lAN, Col., CllA, XIII, 198-99, "Memoir.e pour le 
castor de Champigny," Que., 26 Oct. 1694; l12i!!., pp. 
415-17, "Cong~s et permissions pour la traitte, commerce, 
reception et prix du castor," 4 June 1695; !R.!.2.., XVI 1. , 
236, "Memoire sur la fB:r:m-..,D 1699. This glut of castor 
~ began to reach serious proportions in the 1690's. 
The problem was that far more castor sec than castor 
gras was being sold to the Company of the Farm, when the 
bat makers needed more castor gras than castor sec. 
(See Chapter l, supra, p. 7). By 1698, the surplus of 
beaver bad reached one million livres weight. This 
glut, however, affected the Compagnie du Nord on1y 
because it 1ed to the formation of the Compagnie de 
la Colonie. Therefore, the glut was no rell prob1em 
to the Compagnie du Nord, which had a sure market for 
a11 its beaver as long as the Company of the Farm 
existed. Also, as late as 1698, there was a large 
demand for castor gras, which came fram the Fort Nelson 
region. AN, Col., C1lA, XVI, 256-57, "Memoire sur 
l'affaire de la Baye d'hudson," 1697. 

2Ibid., XVII, 205-208, "Memoire pour la 
colonie d;-canada ou la prouve de la necessit~ de 
mettre tous les castors dans une seule main, ou la 
colonie offre de se charger de payer au Roy pour les 
anciens castors et ferme de Canada," n.d. 

3Ibid., XVI, 234-35, "Memoire sur l' Eta t 
pr~sant de la ferme des castors," Canada, 10 Oct. 1698. 
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Compagnie du Nord could no longer function, the obvious 

solution was to acquire its rights to the Port Nelson 

region and thereby knit this area into the rest of 

Canada's fur ttade. This is precisely what was done, 

when in October, 1700, the Compagnie de la Colonie was 
1 foamally established. 

A crucial step in the founding of the Compagnie 

de la Colonie was the revocation of the Compagnie du 

Nord's charter. 2 The representatives of the Company of 

the Farm had accepted the bold offer of a group of 

Canadian merchants, who later became shareholders in 

the Compagnie de la Colonie, to buy up the tremendous 

surplus of beaver held in stock by the Company of the 

Farm and to take over this Company's monopoly.3 Now 

only the Compagnie du Nord stood in the way of the 

Compagnie de la Colonie's complete control of the trade. 4 

The Compagnie du Nord's letters patent of 1685 had given 

lFrégault, "La Compagnie de la Colonie," Revue 
de l'Université d'Ottawa, XXX, 12-13. 

2AN, Col. l B, XXII, 16-19, "Arrest qui revoque 
la faculté accordee aux Interessez de la Compagnie de la 
Baye d'Hudson de faire le commerce et traite en seuls 
et la remet aux habitants de Québec," Versailles, 10 
Jan. 1700. 

3Ibid.; Frégault, "La Compagnie de la Colonie," - -Revue de l'Universite d'Ottawa, XXX, 9-12. 

4AN, Col., B, XXII, 16-19, "Arrest 
Versailles, 10 Jan. 1700. 

• • " . , 
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it a monopoly to the Hudson Bay trade for twenty years,l 

and although this organization was in no position to 

t exercise its rights a~ the present ttme, legally, it 

could sell furs fram the Bay to the Farmers and thereby 

compet~ with the Compagnie de la Colonie. Therefore, 

on January 10, 1700, an edioct was issued, granting to 

the Company of the Colony, "tous les droits exercées par 

la Compagnie du Nord ft condition que cette derni~re 

reçoive une indemnité proportionée a ses pertes.,,2 

This "indemnité" allowed the Compagnie du Nordis 

directors to transf~x their interests to the Compagnie 

de la Colonie, but the associates also clatmed the 

rights to a further ind~~ity, which they apparently 

never received. 3 

Although it was not until January 10, 1700, 

that the Compagnie du Nord was formally dissolved, it 

had ceased to play an effective role in Canadian affairs 

ISee Chapter III, supra, p. 93. 

2AN, Col. B, XXII, 16-19, "Arrest ••• ," 
Versailles, 10 Jan. 1700. 

31bid., p. 209, "Ministre au Sr. Do1ier," 
Versailles, 4 May 1701; lhl:,g,., p. 267, "Ministre ft 
Champigny," Versailles, 31 May 1701; AN, Col., C1tA, 
XIX, 148, "Champigny au Ministre," Que., 30 Oct. 1701; 
AN, AM, B2, CLVIII, 58-59, "a M. des Hagnois," 
Versailles, 4 April 1703. 
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as early as l69~. The directors' decision to give only 

a token contribution to Iberville's 1694 expedition and 

to withdraw fram the Nelson trade until at least 1697 

was crucial, for the Company was balking from .its duty 

of maintaining the northern fur trade. From 1694 to 1700 

this tra~e was administered by Iberville, whose shrewd 

sense of business enabled him to realize substantial 

profits. The costs of sending naval expeditions to the 

Port Nelson region and exploiting its trade had simply 

proved to be too much for the Company, especially in 

view of the fact that all ships had to sail to Quebec 

while en route both to the Bay and to France. It was 

clearly impossible to try to operate a fur trading 

Company based in Quebec and France, when the area of 

exploitation was Hudson Bay. The failure of the 

Company's dlrectors to come to grips with this reality 

and to decide either to send expeditions directly from 

France to Bourbon, or overland from Quebec to James Bay, 

brought about the organization's ruin. By the time the 

Canadian directors had made their ironic decision of 

1698 to revert to their early policy of overland 

expeditions to the Lower Bay, it was too late. The 

French associates had already declared their strong 

desire to withdraw from the Company, and the French 

authorities, who, surprisingly, were still willing to 
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listen ta the Compagnie du Nordis plans, had acted too 

slowly in adopting them. The Compagnie du Nord had 

failed. The revocation of its charter in 1700 was a 

mare formality, whieh allowed the Compagnie de la 

Colonie to extend its vast monopoly to the shores of 

Hudson Bay. 



CBAlIEB. VI 

CONCLUSION 

Th. C.,.n&. du NOrd'. bi.tory C'D b. dlnded 

lnt<» th. followiD8 four perlod.: the 1'''1'' pr.c.ding 

th. Company'. formatloD ln 1682; th. 1682-85 period, 

which culain.ted ln th. grantiq of the CoIIpany'. royal 

charter; th. y .. r. 1686-93, wheD the Cop!p!pl. du Nord'. 

iDtan •• ml1ltary effort •• Lmost eltmlnated lts Engll.h 

riv.l; and th. 1694 1:0 1700 perlod, vhen lt b.c ... 

apparent tbat th. Coalpallni. du Nord' could not .urviv •• 

'lhi. conclu.ion will 81.....,..ize the important event. 

that occ:urred iD each of the.e four pba ••• and wil~ 

explain the Compagpie du Nord', failure. 

A. chain of inter-rel.ted 8'1ent. dictated the, 

establishment of a fur tradins Company in canada, 

devoted 1:0 the exploitation of furs in th. Hudson Bay 

area. 'Dl. colony" econOlDy relied heavily on the 

exportation of fur. 1:0 Europe, vhere ther. va. a sreat 

demand for beaver, •• pecially ca.tgr sra., which wa. 

n.eded for the production of felt bat.. Sine. th. water­

ways running lnto Hud.on Bay vere the .oure. of the belt 

181 
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beaver furs iD the wor1d, both the Fr_eh ad the &!a1i.h 

d .. e10ped a ke. iBterest in tbl. ar... With the he1p 

of Che FrèDeh reDeaa4e., Ra4i •• 01l and G1imBel111era, the 

1Ds1i.h .ueceeded iD e.tabliahlng the Hud.on's Bay 

Company iD 1670. 1hl. Company, wbo.e tradiDs po.t. 

'OOIl drew the !Ddiu tribe. avay froID R_ Franee, bad a 

..... e .tfect on the eolony'. economy. 'the econoalc 

interest. of a group of HDnt!:98l end Qt'-ebee merehaftt. 

were further d-Sect by GoverDor Frontenac's mpport of 

a rival faetion of fur trad .. s, wbo vare earrylD8 out 

bi. plall' for the ve.tern expan.ioll of the colony'. fur 

trade. 'lb. Molltrea1-Qu.bec merebants, who soon found 

th_.elves eut off froll th. vestern fur trade, bad no 

alternative but to ~ nortbward, and La Chesnaye, the 

group'. leader, basan fona1ating plans for the establish­

ment of a fur trading COIIlpany. The arriva1 of Governor 

La Barre, who wa. avare of the Hud.on' s Bay Company' s 

menace to the colony's entire fur trade and also 

sympathetic to the eau.e of La Che.naye's group, lad 

to the .stabli.sblDent of the Compapie du Nord in 1682. 

the CompaRnie du Nord's goal of exploitins the 

bigh quality furs in the Bay area made conf1ict with the 

Hud.oll'. Bay Company inevitable. From thls c:onflict the 

C&nadian Company soon learned tbat unless it possessed a 

royal eharter grantins it tradiD8 privileges to the 
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Sud.on Bay ar .. , it could not bop. 1:0 cOIIp.te vith it. 

more poverful rival. Por a brief tiae the CcpIlp!pie du 

~ eajoyed the uradi.puted po ••••• ion of the Port 

N.l.on r88i0l1, but vhan Radi.son betrayad this ar.. to 

the Ensli.h, the COIDpaIly·. bope. for pl:Ofit .ere 

sbattered. Wh_ the La Martinike expedition, which va. 

r •• tricted by royal policy tG trade rat:h8l:' tbaIl war, 

arrived at Bourbon 1:0 fbld tbat the Coaapany had be .. 

stripped of it. po ••••• ion., it could do nothill8 1:0 re­

gain the Port Wel.on aesion. 'lbe los. of this vital 

Ar"', as we11 as the h .. vy co.ts of the La Martillike 

expedition, vhich bad badly eaten into the Company' s 

capital, _de it .. ideat tbat if the Compasnie du Nord 

vere to survive, a .. rked change in polie)' .a. needad. 

Royal recognition vou1d allow the Company to .end out 

retaliatory expeditions agaillst the Eng1ish. tharefore, 

ln 1685 the Ca!R&snie du Nord received it. letters patent 
-

from the French Crown, granting it exc1u.ive trading 

privi1eges 1:0 the Hud80n Bay Ar" for a tventy year 

periOde 

'Dle French authon tiea, deapi te their granting 

the Compasnle du Nord its charter, were still interested 

in findlng a peaceful aolution vith the English 1:0 the 

posaession of the Hudson Bay ar8&. this fac«, bowaver, 

deterred nei ther the 9!&asnie du· Nord' s directors nOI:' 
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th. official. iD New Prance fra. .. bark1Dg OD a poliey 

of aggre,aioD again.t the Bnsli.h po.t. at the Bay. 

From 1686 CO 1693 the eoapa'p,. du Kord plamled six 

expedi tiol'l", all for the purpo.e of regaiDin8 po ••••• ion 

of Bourbol'l. Altboush tbi. 80al .a. DOt achi .. ect, the 

eompaapie du l'fm did IUcCaed in at:rippiDs the BadIOD', 

Bay CoIapaDy of all it. po.t" vith the _captiOll of Port 

York ln the Port N.l.on regiOD. lb. CompaDY'. 

apaditioD of 1688-89 wa. by far the lIO.t profitable, but 

Ul'lfortunate1y, it ... al,o the la.t IUcc ••• ful one. By 

1690 the 8Vatlts in Ibrope bad persuadad the French 

autboriti •• t:bat aD attack on Bourbon wa. nec •• sari, 

but the e!ltpedi tion, wbtah could have succeeded iD wipiDg 

out the Hudson'. Bay Company, failed main1y because of 

inadaquate royal support. 'rhi. venture was a fin&ncia1 

di.aster. the tbrea abortive expadition. from 1691 CO 

1693, which ware now fu11y supported by the French 

Crown, revea1ed an incradib1e dagree of poor p1a!l!ling. 

th.,e un.uccelsfu1 attampts, wb1ch axbausted the 

Compagpie du Nord'. badly dep1eted financia1 re.ourc.s, 

al.o gave the Hudson's Bay Company ample time to regain 

itl .t:rength and recover it, po.ta on J'ame. Bay. thare­

fora, by 1694 the Compagpie du Nord wa. vitbout a poat. 

From 1694 until it. damise in 1700, the 

Compagnia du Nord vas never again .ignificantly invo1ved 
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in .D expedit10n te the Bay. the d .... ti:ns coat of 

p1armiDg and flnaDciDs a total of e18ht .pec1itlon., of 

v~ch on1y two rea11zed • proflt, bad %'Dlned the CoJapany 

and cau.ed an irreparab1e .p1i t b.tw.en i t. directGr. in 

Canada and Prance. lronica11y, iD 1694, whea Ibervi11e 

fina11y rec.pt:ured Bourbon, p1acing it in Fr_ch band. 

for the fir.t tille .ince 1684, the Couasnie du Nerd .a. 

110 lons'" ln a position tG carry 011 the fur trad.. 'Dle 

IDOnopo1y of the Port N.1.on region trade va. tran.ferrect 

te Iberri.l1e, wbO, de.plte the att-.pt by the Co!lp!spie 

du Nord tG revl "e 1 t.e1f, manasect te ma ln ta ln hi. rishta 

untll 1700. In tbat year, after the CoIPpasnle du Nerd'. 

charter had bean revoked, the Port Ne1.on reglon a. 

we11 a. the entlre eanadlan fur tr.de va. taken over by 

the Oempasnie de la Co1en1e. 

The COJI!DMnie du Hm'. fal1ure c.n be attributed 

tG the following tbree cau.e.: the 1.ck of royal .upport; 

the remote loc.tlon of Hud.on B.y; an1 the Company'. veak 

oqanizatlon. 

'rhe directora of the Comp!snle du Ngrd bad evetry 

rea.on tG be bltter .bout the Crown'. 1ack of financla1 

and mi1itar" support, vhlch vere prominent cause. for 

the Company'. fal1ure. 'J.h. flr.t b10w the French 

autboritle. du1t the CoIpp!snie du Nerd wa. the edlct of 

April 10, 1684, enforclng the mit du quart, vhlch bad 
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the fo110viq tbree resu1t. on t:ha CoIIpany: lt ..... e1y 

1lalted the organlsation' s opporbmlty ta proflt froll 

lts venture.; lt compe11ed the Comp8JlY ta brlas a11 lt. 

ret:u:r:as froa the Bay ta Qu.bec, wb1ch .a. farth .. froa 

tbe Port Rel.on :r:eglon tball PraDee; and lt u1tlmat.1y 

lad tG the declslO1l of Radis.on, wbo.e ]mov1ects. vas 

lndlspen.ab1e to expadltlolls ln the Bay ar", ta ret:urll 

ta the Hud.on' s Bay Company. lt is an lronle twi.t of 

fate tbat in 1694, when Ibervi11e flnanced the sueeessful 

venture to the Port Ne1.on region, he .as not ob11ged to 

pay this bu:r:densome taxe !he French autbori tles ' 

declslon ta cooperate vith the Canadlans in Cheir 

attacks on the Eng11sh posts came far too 1ate. In the 

1680- s, when the CoJppapie du Nord stood an excellent 

cbaDee of destroying its rival, the Crown's Hudson Bay 

,olley .as amblguous and inconsistant. In the ear1y 

1690-s, once the autboritie. bad decided that an attaek 

on the EDg1ish .as neces.a:r:y, the DBedl ••• delays, 

burd_some eoDVOy duties, and foolish restrietlons 

requlring tha expedltions to retu:r:n to Prance for the 

wlnter, caus ad thelr fai1ure. lt was only ln 1694 Chat 

the Crown cea.ed ta impose these troublesome restraiDts, 

and the sucee •• of lbervllle's axpedltion in Chat year, 

as vell .s 1697!, revealed the full potential of the 

French forces. However, this change ln French attitude 
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. .. _ .. 

vas too 1ate CO benefit the IIOrlbulld 9-e'm!.e du !!fa. 
Ibe .acces. of Ib.r9111e's 1697 expediClon, 

wblch sal1ed rairect1y fram Prance, reY.1s en lIIportant 

cause of Che Co!D!snle dg Nord'S fal1ure; the raBOte 

er. of Budson Bay vas simply Dot en lDtesra1 part of 

New Prence. IbEV111e' s expedltlon .. de lt c1ear tbat 

tbls area must be eœp101tad dlrect1y froa PraDce ln a 

lIUlIIfter siJnl1ar to tbat of the Budson' s Bay Company. 'Dle 

proh1 .. was, boweYer, tbat canadlens, not PreDcbmeD, bad 

the facl111:y to carry out the cball8ft81Dg cask of fur 

tradlDg. Moraover, the FreIlch naval abl11ty dld Dot 

compare tG tbat of the EftS1lsb, and tbus, the prospects 

of aendlng year1y ezpedltlons from l'rance to Che Bay 

were fonddab1e. The Canadlans, who, un1lke the Ens11sh, 

were expert woodsmeD, served 11 tt1e use tG the Compaspie 

du Nord, un1ess Chey cou1d be transportet! year1y tG the 

Port N.1son reslon. BoweYer, ln order to do thls, the 

expedl ClODS would he forcee! to stop at Quebec, caualng 

a cost1y delay and often resulClng ln the postponement 

of theae ventures. The Compaspie du Nord' a facal error 

provad to be lts decislon to compete wlth the Engllsh by 

sea. Sad the Company concentrated lts efforts on lts 

posts ln James Bay and cODtented itself vith _11 but 

ragular profl ta, l t m!.ght well bave aurvl vad. But, 

the "Compasn!.e du Nord', dlrectors, who aeemad inclined 
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to cake g .. b1 •• , cbo.e tG laYest a11 tbeir capital iD 

th. expedition. of the Mr1y 1690'., whleh fai1ed. 

tharefor., th. C&Dadiana, who war •• 0 we11 adapted to 

the rigoursaf the fur trade, 10.t to. the BDg1i.h, who 

were far euperl.or in naval .ki11., wblch proved ta be 

the d.ci.ive factor in the exploitation of the Hudaon 

Bay trad •• 

Neverthe1ess, despi te the 1aclt of royal .apport 

and the remotenes. of Hudson Bay, the responsibi1ity for 

the Çompapie du Nord's fai1ure fa11s heavi1y on the 

directors them •• 1ves. lbe principal difference bet.een 

the associates of the Bud.on' s Bay Company, whieh 

.ucceeded, and the eompapie du Nord, whieh fai1ed, waa 

the power of one group and the iço~mae of the othe. 

the Compagnie· du Bord, wbich waa a part:nershlp, va. 

bed.vi11ed by a basica11y weak organization. One of 

the foremoat dangers of a part:nership is the fai1ure of 

the partners to agre. amongat themse1ves, and from the 

ear1y 1690's on, tbis very fact was a main cause for 

the Company' s co11apae. The antry of the French 

directors in 1686, who cou1d not exert the necessery 

influence on bebalf of the Compagnie du Nord, lad to the 

Company's failure. If these French directors bad 

enjoyed a degre. of autbority in France comparable to 

tbat exercised by the associates of the Hudaon's Bay 
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Company ln 1ng1and. the CoImaaple du l!ord m1gbt vell 

bave IlUcceeded. AlI lt va •• boveYc. the r •• pon.lbl11t:y 

for a""hd .• ter1ftg the Company. fe1l on lt. Canad1an 

dlrector". vbo de.pl te tbelr autborl ty ft th1D the 

co lol1y, vie1ded 11 tt1e power 111 Prance. %hezoefore, 

the Ccœpyp1e dp Nord'. tragedy 1ay ln the fact tbat 

lt. succe •• required a .trollS dlrector.b1p in PraDce, 

ra thar t:baft ln Canada, vbere the Compey'. power .a. 

concentrated. 
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Director's name 

La Chesnaye 

Oudiette 

Le Ber and 
Le Moyne 

Hazeur 

Bruneau 

Catignan and 
Patu 

Pachot 
Chanjon 
Comporté 

Lepicart 

TABLE 

AMOUNTS INVESTED IN THECOMPAGN: 

Livres invested 

before 1686 

approximate1y 
90,000 (1) 

not in Co. 

Le Moyne 4,400 
unti1 Feb. 1685(2) 
Le Ber unknown (3) 
unknown 

unknown 

Catignan unknown 
Patu not in Co. 
unknown. 
unknown 
7,062 (4) 

unknown 

Livres inves' 

between 1686 

unknown 

approxima"tel 
90,000 (7) 

Le Moyne dec 
sed 

unknown 
minimum of 

12,343 
after Mar. 
1687 (8) 

12,343 until 
1681 (9) 

unknown 

unknown 
unknown 
deceased No, 

1687 
minimum of 

7,062 aftE 
April 1681 



TABLE 1 
, ". 

IN THE COMPAGNIE DU NORD BY ITS OIRECTO:RS 

Livres invested L.Lvres invested 

between 1686-90 in 16'91 (16) 

unknown 22,268 

approxima·te1y 73,193. (17) 
90,000 (7) 

Le Moyne decea- 21,357 
) sed 
) unknown 

minimum of 17,.521 
12,343 
after Mar. 
1687 (8) 

12,343 unti1 Mar. not in Co. 
1681 (9) 

unknown 10,942 (18) 

unknown 10,373 
unknown 7,340 
deceased Nov. deceased 

1687 
minimum of 6,049 

7,062 after 
April 1688 (10) 

Livres invested 

in 1697 (20) 

22,2.26 

73,193 

not in Co. (21) 

17,521 

not in Co. 

Catignan deceased 
Patu 5,471 
10,373 
not in Co. 
deceased 

6,049 

! 
, i 

.' 
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TABLE 1 continued 

Director's narne 

Branssat 

Macart 
Marnot 
Gitton fils 

Duprat 

Bouthier 

Delorme 

de Lino 

Demonic 
Gobin 

" 

Unaccounted for 

Total 

Livres invested 

before 1686 

unknown 

not in Co. 
not in Co. 
unknown 

not in Co. 

unknown 

unknown 

not in Co. 

not in Co. 
~nknO\ ... n (5) 

approximately 
93,538 

approximately 
195,000 (6) 

Livres inv« 

ullknown 

unknown 
unknown 
4,936 unti: 

Aug. 168: 
unknown 

4,640 unti 
1687 (12 

4,640 afte 
1687 (13 

2,468 afte 
Aug. 16"8 

not in Co. 
unknown 

approximat 
76,019 

approximat 
195,000 



Livres invested . 

bet~ee·n 1686,..90:' . 

ullknown 

unknown 
unknown 
4,936 until 

Aug. 1688 (11) 
unknown 

4,640 until Oct. 
1687 (12) 

4,640 after Oct. 
1687 (13) 

2,468 after 
Aug. 16"88 (14) 

not in Co. 
unknown 

approximately 
76,019 

approximately 
195,000 (15) 

Livres invested 

in 1691 

5,459 

5,339 
5,000 
not in Co. 

4,872 

not in Co. 
. 

not in Co. 

2,468 

not in Co. 
1,792 

193,973 (19) 

Livres invested 

in 1697 

deceased, but 
.. 5,459. in' 
. wife' s name 

5,339 : 
5,000 
not in Co. 

4,872 

not in Co. 

not in Co. 

2,468 

2,419 (22) 
1,792 

. . 

162,182 

.. 

" !, 
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Footnotes - Table 1 

1AN, Col., FlA, 13, Pi~ce 75, pp. 59-66, "Coppie 
d'un mémoire ••• ," n.d.; AN, Col., C1lA, VIII, 2i4·7-48, 
"Champigny au Ministre," Que., 16 Nov. 1686. 

2Le MOyne 1eft his interest of 4,400 livres to 
his family, Jud. Arch. Mtl., greffe Ba~set, 28 March, 
2 and 16 April 1685, "Inventaire du Sr. Le MOyne." 
Apparent1y, on account of the "'troit union d'intér~t" 
between the Le Moyne and the Le Ber families, the Le 
Moyne fami1y's interest was he1d for them byLe Ber 
after March 1685, AN, Col., CllA, VII, 70, "Denonville 
au Ministre," 13 Nov. 1685; Ibid., CXXV, 88, "Estat de 
la contribution ••• " -

3Le Ber's signature, a10ng with others in this 
column whose investment is "unknown," as weIl as La 
Chesnaye and Comporté, but with the exception of Gobin 
and Bruneau, first appeared in Jud. Arch. Que., greffe 
Rageot, 31 Oct. l68i4, "Proc~s verbal de Délibération de 
la Compagnie de la Bai~ d'Hudson nommant deux de ses 
membres pour la représenter en France." 

4!..Q!S., 24 April 1688, "Vente de Mr. Jean Gobin 
pour les mineurs du Sr. Philippe Gaultier de Comporté." 

5Gobin's signature first appeared in AN, Col., 
CllA, VII, 261, "l~emoire que presentent a Monseigneur 
les Interessez dans la Compagnie de la Baye d'Hudson," 
Que., 10 Nov. 1685. 

6!!2.!S., VIII, 247-48, l'Champigny au Ministre," 
Que., 16 Hov. 1686; AN, Col., FlA, 13, Pi~ce 75, 
pp. 59-66, "Coppie d'un m~oire ••• ," n.d. 

7Ibid.; AN, Col., CllA, VIII, 247-i4.8, "Champigny 
au Ministre," Que., 16 l'?ov. 1686. 

8Hazeur purchased Bruneau' s inte:rest, Jugemp..nts 
et délibérations, III, 114-15, 806-807. 

9Ibid• After Bruneau sold his interest, he 
withdrew tram the Company. 

10Lepicart purchased Comporté's interest, Jud. 
Arch. Que., greffe Rageot, 24 April 1688, "Vente de Mr. 
Jean Gobin pour les mineurs du Sr. Philippe Gaultier 
de Comporté. 
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IlGitton sold 2,468 livres worth of his interest 
to de Lino and withdrew from the Comapny, Ibid., 28 Aug. 
1688, "Vente d'une part de Soci~tê Kr. Git~a Mr. de 
Lino." It is not known to whom Gitton had sold the 
remainder of his interest. 

12Bouthier sold his interest to Delorme and 
withdrew from the Company, Ibid., 16 Oct. 1687, "Vente 
de Mr. Bouthier a Mr. Delorme." 

13lli2,. 

14!Ë!S!., 28 Aug. 1688, "Vente d'une part de 
Société Mr. Gitton a Mr. de Lino." 

15AN, Col., F2A, 13, Pi~ce 75, pp. 59-66, 
"Coppie d'un mémoire ••• ," n.d.; AN, Col., C1LA, VIII, 
247-48, "Champigny au Ministre," que., 16 Nov. 1686. 

16Ibid., CXXV, 88, "Estat de la contribution ••• " 

17The approximate diffp.rence of 17,000 livres 
between Oudiette's holdings in 1686 and 1691 cannot be 
accounted for, although it is probable that sorne of this 
amount was acquired by Mamot and Duprat. 

18Catignan and Patu held their investment jointly, 
"par moitié," AN, Col., C1LA, CXXV, 88, "Estat de la 
contribution ••• " 

19This amount does not include the two assess­
ments 1evied in- 1690 and 1691. !Ë!&.; Ibid, XII, 88-89, 
"Champigny au Ministre," <,!ue., 10 Nov. 1692. 

20Un1ess otherwise stated, a11 information from 
this co1umn is obtained from AN, Col., ClLA, XV, 86, 
"Les Interessp.z en la Compagnie du Nord concernant le 
fort Bourbon," Que., 13 Oct. 1697. 

21I bid., XIII, 99-101, "Proc~s verbal sur 
l'entreprise du Sr d 'Ibervi11p.," Que., 26 Oct. 1694·. 
Le Ber 1iquidated his interest as we11 as that of the 
Lp. Moyne fami1y in 1694. 

22!.!&.2.. Dp.monic l-laS in the Company by Oct. 1694·. 
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Full name of director 

and parents 

Charles Aubert de La 
Chesnaye, son of 
Jacques Aubert and 
Marie Goupy (2) 

Jean Oudiette, par­
ents unknown 

Jacques Le Ber dit 
Larose, son of Ro­
bert Le Ber and 
Colette Cavelier (4) 

Charles Le Moyne de 
Longueuil et de Chât­
eauguay, son of 
Pierre Le Moyne and 
Judith Du Chesne (5) 
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Place and date 

of birth 

Amiens, Picar­
dy, 1632 

unknown 

Pitres dans 
l'Eure, Nor­
mandy, 1633 

Dieppe, Nor­
mandy, 1626 

TAB B 

THE DIRECTORS' Il 

.Place and date 

of. death 

Quebec, 1702 

France, date 
unknown 

Montreal, 1706 

Montreal, 1685 

, 
Date· of 

arrivaI tl 

Ca~ada 

1655 

1657 

1641 

1 



TAB B 2 

DIRECTORS' IOGRAPHIBS (1) 

te 

36 

, 
Date of 

arrivaI to· 
Ca~ada 

1655 

1657 

1641 

Place of 
permanent 
residence 

Quebec 

_. 

Paris (3) 

Montreal 

Montreal 

Marriage 
date and name 

of spouse· 

1664 ·to Catherine-Ger­
trude, daughter of 
Guillaume Couillard 
and Guillemette Hébert 
1668 to Marie-Louise, 
daughter of Jean Ju­
chereau de la Ferté 
and Marie Giffard 
1680 to Marie-Angéli­
que daughter of Pierre 
Denys de la Ronde and 
Catherine le Neuf 

unknown 

• 
1658 to Jeanne, daugh-
ter of Pierre Le Moyne 
and Judith Du Chesne 

1654 to Catherine 
Thierry, adopted dau­
ghter of Antoine Pri­
mot and Martine Mes­
sier 

-- -, ""-, . . . ~ 

Fami1y connections 
with other·· 

directors 

Daughter Gabrielle 
Françoise married to 
Paul Le Moyne, . de 
Maricourt, son of 
Charles Le Moyne in 
1704 

. unknown· 

Brother-in-1aw to 
Charles Le Moyne 
through marriage to 
Le Moyne's sister, 
Jeanne, in 1658 

Jacques Le Ber's bro­
ther-in-1aw 
Le Moyne's son Paul, 
married toLa Ches­
naye's daughter in 
1704 



TABLE 2 continued 

Full narne' of director 
and parents 

François Hazeur~ son 
of François Hazeur 
and Marie Proust (6) 

Joseph Petit dit 
Bruneau', son of 
Henri Petit and El­
izabeth Fontaine (7) 

Charles Catignan, 
son of Jean Catignan 
and M~rie Malpault 
(10) 

Charles Patu, par­
ents unknown 

François Viennay­
Pachot, parents un­
known (14) 
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Place'and date 
of birth 

'Tours, ,1~38 

Paris, 1645 

Chartres, 1649 

unknown 

Bourg-d'Oisans 
Dauphiné, date 
unknown 

Place and date 
of d'eat'h 

Quebec, 1708 

unknO\vn (8) , 

France, be­
tween 1691 
to 1694 (11) 

unknown 

Quebec, 1698 

Date of 
arrivaI 

Canada 

circa 16, 

before M 
1682 (9) 

before 
1680 (12 

unknown 

before 
1679 



1708 

(8) , 

be-
191 
(11) 

1698 

Date of 
arrivaI to 

Canada 

circa 1668 

before May 
1682 (9) 

before 
1680 (12) 

unknown 

before 
1679 

Place of 
permanent 
residence 

Quebec 

Three 
Rivers 

Quebec 

Quebec 
(13) 

Quebec 

Marriage 
date and name 

of spouse 

1672 to Anne, daught~' 
of Pierre, Soumande and 
Simone C6t6 , 
1696 to Elizabeth, , 
daughter of Silvain 
Barbe an'd Jeanne Girar­
din 

1675 to Marie, daugn­
ter of Bertrand Chesnay 
and M.-Madeleine B6lan­
ger 

1679 to Jeanne, daugh­
ther of Thierry De1es­
tre de Vallon and 
Marie Depéré 

unknown 

before 1679 to Jeanne 
Avamy, parents un­
known 
1680 to Char1otte­
Françoise,daughter of 
Nicolas Juchereau de 
Saint-Denis 

." '. 

Family connections: 
with other ,::.'" 

.• , directors,':: . ' '.', 

Brother-in-law to'· .", , ". 
'.";-

Pierre Soumande De- . , 
lorme through marriage : ' : 
to De1orme's sister,,-::' '.' 
Anne, in 1672' . 

Son Jean-François 
married Catherine, 
daughter of Martin 
de Lino, in 1708 

. . 
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TABLE 2 continued 

Full name of director Place and date 

and pare.nts of birth 

Guillaume Chanjon, unknown 
parents unknown 

Philippe, Gaultier de near Poitiers, 
Comporté, son of 1641 
Philippe Gaultier and 
Gi11ette de Veron (17) 

Jean Lepicart, son of 
Pierre Picart and 
Renée Suranne (19) 

Jean-Baptiste Migeon 
de Branssat, son of 
.Jean ~Iigeon and Marie 
~Jcsbordes (20) 

Quebec, 1634 

Moulins in 
Bourbonnais, 
1663 

.. 

Place and date 
of death 

France, date 
unknown 

Quebec, 1687 

Quebec, 1700 

Montreal, 
1693 

Date of 

arrivaI t 

Canada 

between 
Apr. 1681 
and May 
1682 (15) 

1665 

circa 
1665 



. , 

ate 

e 

7 

o 

Date of 
arrivaI to 

Canada 

between 
Apr. 1681 
and May 
1682 (15) 

1665 

circa 
1665 

" . 
. ;';" ... 

'" : 
'" . 

',", 

• 4 :' ,/-... ~ . .... ,':,', '. .' .,'. ~ : ',~' 
" ::, . 

.. ' .. , 

.... " 

Place of Marriage 
permanent date and name 

'residence' of spouse 

LaRochelle unknown 
(16) . 

Quebec 

Quebec 

Montreal 

1672 to. Marie, daugh­
ter of Jean Bazire and 
Jeanne Le Borgne 

1656 to Marie, daugh­
ter of Robert Caron 
and Marie Cremel 
1663 to M.-Madeleine, 
daughter of Mathurin 
Gagnon and Françoise 
Goideau 
1683 to M.-Anne, dau­
ghter of Julien Fortin 
and Geneviève Gamache 

1665 to Catherine, 
daughter of Claude 
Gauchet de Belleville 
and Suzanne Du Feu 

r'· • 

. ,-; 

" 

Fam~ly c.~nne.ctions 

l!7i'th'oth'~r:' 

dire,ctors .. 

unknown 

Brother-in-law to 
Charles Bazire, a 
close associat~ of La· 
Chesnay~ (18) through 
marriage to· Bazire~ 
daughter in 1672 

, 
i. 



TABLE 2 continued 

Full name of director 
and parents 

Charles Marcart, son 
of Nicolas Macart and 
Marguerite Couillard 
(21) 

. Lotiis Marnot, par-
ents unknown 

Jean Gitton fils, 
paTents unknown 

François· Duprat, par-
ents unknown 

Guillaume Bouthier, 
son of Mathieu Bou-
thier and Marie 
Allain (26) . 

Pierre Soumande De-
lorme, son of Pierre 
Sournande and Simone 
Côté (28) 
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Place and date 
of birth 

Quebec, circa 
(1656): . 

unknown 

unknO\\rn 

unknown 

Evreux, Not-
mandy, 1656 

Quebec, 1659 

Place and date 
of death 

Quebec, 1732 

France, date 
unknown 

France, date 
unknown 

France, date 
uQkno~n 

Quebec, 1694 

Quebec, 1700 

Date 0 

arrivaI 
Canad, 

before 
1682 (2 

before 
1681 (2 



te 

.", " 

, " 

"' .. ;. 
•. :.# .. .'J, .. 

Date of Place of , Marriage 
date and name 

of spouse 
arrivaI to . permanent 

Canada residence 

before May 
1682 (23) 

before 
1681 (27) 

Quebec 1686 to Ren~e.-Jeanne, 
daughter of Jacques 
Gourdeau and Elizabeth 
de Grandmaison 

Paris (22) unknown 

LaRoche1le unknown 
(24) 

LaRoche1le unknown 
(25) 

Quebec 

Quebec 

1686 to·Françoise, 
daughter of Pierre 
Denys and Catherine 
Le Neuf 

unmarried 

. : 

Family connections 
with'other 
'directors 

Brother-in-1aw to 
Charles Bazire, 
through Bazire's mar­
riage to Macart's 
sister, Geneviève in 
1666 

· . 
· . 
· . 
· . 

Brother-in-law to 
François Hazeur, 
through Hazeurs marri­
age to De1orme's sis­
ter, Anne, in 1672 



,'.', 
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- ., .... _ ..... :., ... -".: ".", " .. 

TABLE 2 continued 

Full name of director 
and parents 

Mathurin-François 
Martin de Lino, son 
of Claude Martin and 
Antoinette Cha1mette 
(29) 

Demonic, first name 
and name of ~arents 
unknown 

Jean Gobin, parents 
unknown (31) 

. 

Place and date 
of birth 

Lyon, 1657 

unknO\Yn 

Tours, 1646 

'. 

Place and date 
of death 

Quebec, 1731 

unknown 

Quebec, 1703 

'1 •• 

Date 0 

arrivaI 
Canad 

1682 

early 
1680's 



and date 
death 

.... , 1731 

W'n 

c,' 1703 

".' ',~' 

'1 •• 

Date of 
arrivaI to 

Canada 

1682 

ear1y 
1680's 

Place of 
permanent 
residence 

Quebec 

-
France 
(30) 

Quebec 

~', . 
'. , 

Marriage 
date and name 

of spouse 

1685 to Catherine, 
daughter of Pierre 
No1an and Catherine 
Houart 

unknown 

. ~ ". :.~ "~ '; :' 

before arriva1 to 
Canada, to Gabrielle 
Bécasseau 

, ,', 

Fami1y connections.:H 
'with other 
directors 

Daughter Catherine, . 
married Jean-François, 
son of François Hazeur 
in 1708 

.. 
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Footnotes - Table 2 

2Roy, La Famille Aubert, passim. 

3AN, C11A, CXXV, 88, "Estat de la contribution 
••• " refers to the Oudiette Company as "Messieurs les 
Interessez de Paris." 

5Jean-Jacques Le Febvre, "Le Moyne de Longueuil 
et de Ch4teauguay, Charles," ~, l, 463-65. 

BJugements ét d'lib'rations, VI, 23-24, show 
that Bruneau was a1ive in Canada as 1ate as Feb. 18, 
1710, but after that date, all tu~ther references to htm 
cease. 

9See Chapter l, supra, p. 26. 

10p._G• Roy, "Les garde-magasin du Roy ! Québec," 
1llYi, XXXI (June, 1925), 162-63; Phi1'as Gagnon, "Noms 
propres au Canada-Français," !h!9.., XV (Jan., 1909), 29, 
Tanguay, Dictionnaire, l, 108; Dictionnaire National, l, 
230. 

--
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llHereturned to France in 1691, Roy, "garde­
magasin," BRH, XXXI, 162; AN, Col., CltA, XIII, 99, 
"PrOc's verliil sur l'enterpr1se du Sr. d'Iberville," 
Que.·, 26 Oct. 1694, reveals Catignan bad died before 
Oct. 1694. 

l2Roy, "gard-magasin," mm, XXXI, 161-62. 

l3jugements et délibérations, Il, 1048. 

l4Jean Hamelin, "Viennay-Pachot, FraD9ois," 
DCB, l, 661. 

~_5ln Marchl 1681, Chanjon was in La Rochelle, 
Jugements et déliberations, II, 521; but by May, 1682 
he was in Quebec; see Chapter l, supra, p. 26. On 
AUS.. 31, 1698, he was described as a merchant in La 
Rochelle, Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Chambalon, 31 Aug. 
1698, "protAt de Monsieur Macart contre le Sieur 
FraD90is Pachot." 

16 .... 
~. 

l7J • Monet, "Gaultier de Comporté," Philippe, 
~, 1, 326. 

l8Fernand Grenier, "Charles Bazire," ~., 
pp. 84-85. 

19Tanguay, Dictionnaire, l, 481-82; Dictionnaire 
National, II, 1066; Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Genaple, 26 
April 1686, "Accord entre les Siers François Hazeur et 
Jean Lepicart." 

20Jean-Jacques Lefebvre, "Migeon de Brans sa t, 
Jean-Baptiste," ~, l, 508. 

2 1 Tanguay , pictionnaire, l, 401; Dictionnaire 
National, l, 877; Fernand Grenier, "Charles Bazire," 
)2g!, l, 84-85. 

22AN, Col., CllA, XV, 86, "Les Interessez en 
la Compagnie du Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 
13 Oct. 1697; Jugements et délibérations, Ill, 770. 
These two sources reveal Marnot was a Paris merchant. 

23See Chapter l, supra, p. 26. 
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24GJ.ttcm vas .referred to as a La Rochelle 
merchant, Jugement. et d&lib&rations, Ill, 655; Jud. 
Arch. Que., areffe Rageot, 28 Aug.., 1688, "Vente d'une 
part de soci t' Kr. Gitton l Mr. de Lino." Apparently, 
he remained in New France from before May, 1682, until 
SOlDe time after his vithdraval from the Compasnie du 
Nord in Aug. , 1688J and .then returned to France, 
~aments et déliberations, 111, 183, 305. 

25AN, Col., CltA, XV, 86, "Les Interessez en 
la Compagnie du Nord concernant le fort Bourbon," Que., 
13 Oct. 1691. 

26 -_ . -__ Tanguay, Dictionnai~, 1, 82; Dictionnaire 
National, 1, 114; Jud. Arch. e., greffe Chambalon, 19 
J'uly 1694, "Inventaire du S&eur Guillaume Bouthier et 
Fran~ois Denys." 

(April, 

21J~gements et délibérations, Il, 441. 

28p._G• Roy, "La Famille Soumande," BRR, LI 
1945), 151-69. 

29p._G. Roy, "Mathurin-Fran90is de Lino," 
!.e!!!., XXI (May, 1915), 153-56; Anom. t "La Famille 
Martin de Lino" ~., XLI (May, 1935), 251-93. 

30All that is known about Demonic is that he 
was a merchant residing in France, AN, Col., CllA, 
XIII, 99 "Proc~s verbal sur l'entr~prise du Sr. 
d'Iberville," Que., 26 Oct. 1694; Ibid., XV, 86 
"Les Interessez en la Compagnie du Nord concernant le 
fort Bourbon," Que., 13 Oct. 1691. 

_ 3 1 Ta ngua y , Dictionnaire, l, 212; Dictionnaire 
National} l, 590; Jugements et délibérations, Il, Ill, 
IV, passim. 
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Director's Name 

La Chesnaye 

Oudiette 

Le Ber 

Le Moyne (6) 

Hazeur 
Bruneau 

Catignan 

Patu 
Pachot (9) 
Chanjon° 
Comporté (10) 

Lepicart 

Date of ennoblement 

1693 (2) 

Purchased nobility 
for 6,000 livres 
in 1696 (4) 
1668 

... . 
born of noble fa~­

ily 

° TAI 

THE DIREC1 

Da1 

to Sc 



" ".::',;:;~:::.:, '," .' 

-~",,',':". ' ... " .. ', 

. TABLE 3 . . ~.' 

1 

THE DIRECTORS' STATUS 

Date of'appointment' 
1 

to Sovereign Council (1) 

1.696 

1703 

.' . 

l, " 

Other important positions of 

authority in New France 

Appointed West lndian Company's 
Agent'General for Canada in 
1667. (3) 

Farmer General for domaine d'Oc­
cident et Canada, 1675-16~ 

Mem6er of~ounc11 of Ville 
Marie in 1660' (5) 

Appointed Attorney General of 
Montreal in 1663 

Frontenac 's. flr~t Secretary (7) 

In 1680 was thefirst Quebec 
garde-magasin to be named dir­
ectly by the King (8) . . 

militia captain 

Appointed, first proyost of'mar~ 
shalsea in 1677 . 

Member,of Carignan - Sali~res 
regimént . . 

",'f 

...... 0, .. :. :_ 
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TABLE 3 continued 

Director' s name 

Branssat (11) 

Macart 

Marnot 
Gitton fils 
Duprat 

Bouthier 

Delorme 

de Lino (1-5) 

Demonic 
Gobin 

.. . . . ~:- - .... ~. • .... __ • __ 4' __ .<.,, __ .. " .. ,. " .. 

Date of ennob1ement 

born of noble fam­
i1y (13) 

Da1 

to 



.. . . __ • __ 4' __ ._.,,_, •• ' •. ,. ". 

. ... 
: ,. ~ .~ . 

Date of .ppointment 
-, 

~ment to Sovereign Counci1 

• • 

.. 
1705 

· . 
· . 

fam-

· . 
1702 

• • 

,.-. , 

. -
Oth,er ,important' positions of 

'. ". a~thori'ty' i~ New France 

Appointed civil and crimina1 
judge of bai1iff's court of 

, Montreal in 1677 
Appointed Attorney General of 

. New France in 1707 (12) 
· . 
• • · . 

Captain of King's vesse1s in-., 
the Royal Navy (14) 

Appointed First Counci11or in', 
1719 

Appointed farde des sceau~ de 
la Nouve le Franëe 1n 172'-

· . · '. 

.. ' .~ .. 

L ' 

• l , 

'".' 

.· ... ··1: .' 

' .. 
, ' . 
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Footnotes - Table 3 

lAll information concerning the Sovereign 
Council is from J. Edmond Roy, "Les Conseilliers au 
Conseil Souverain de la Nouvelle France," B...1UI, 1 (Nov. 
and Dec., 1895), 170-71, 177-83. ---

2AN, Col., B, XVI, 217, "Lettres de noblesse 
pour la Chesnaye," 24 March 1693. 

3Roy , La Famille Aubert, pp. 17-18. 

4 AN, Col., B, XIX, 107, "Ministre a Champigny," 
Versailles, 26 May 1696. 

~e Jeune, Dictionnaire général, Il, 121. 

6Le Febvre, "Le Moyne de Longueuil et de 
Ch4teauguay," ~, l, 463-65. 

330. 1 
7Massicotte, "La Famille Hazeur," BRH, XLI, 

8Roy, "garde-magasin," mY;!, XXXI, 161-62. 

9Hame1in, "Vi ennay-Pacho t ," ~, l, 661. 

l~net, "Gaultier de Comporté, Il l'bici., 326. 

1 lLefebvre , "Mi~p.on de Branssat," DCB, l, 508. 

l2lgnotus [Thomas Ct-.apais], "Procureurs-
généraux de la Nouvelle-France,"-BRH, IX (March, 1903), 
82. 

266-67. 

13Tanguay, Dictionnaire, l, 82. 

l4Roy , "La Famille Soumande," mYi., LI, l'Il. 
15 

Anom., "La Famille Martin de Lino," !!2!.2.., XLI, 

... 
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Properties 
and date 

Director's name acquired 

La Chesnaye Seigneurie of Côte de Beau­
pré, purchased part in 1662 
and 1664 (2) 
Seigneurie of Ile d'Orléans, 
purchased part in 1663 and 
1664 

- Sùbfief of Lothainvi11e in­
Seigneurie of Beaupré, ac­
quired in 1664 . 
Subfief of La Chesnaye in 
Seigneurie of Beaupré, gran­
ted in 1667-
Seigneurie of La Chesnaye 
(north of Mt1.), acquired 
in 1671 
Seigneurie of Ile Percée, 
granted in part in 1672 
Seigneurie of Rivière du 
Loup, granted in 1673 -
Subfief of Charleville in 
Seigneurie of Beaupré, gran­
ted in part in 1677 
Seigneurie of St. Jean près 
Québec, acquired in part in 
1677 
Seigneurie of Kamouraska, 
acquired in 1677 
Seigneurie of St. Lusson, 

TA 

THE DIRECTORS' EC 

Fishing rights 
and date 
acquired 

Blanc Sablon off 
Nf1d~ granted to 
La Chesnaye, as ~ 
as Patu, Pachot, 
Lino, and Gobin i 
1689 (4) 
Agreement with Pa 
to engage in cod 
fishing off Nf1d. 
coast in 1692 (5) 
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TA:8LE 4 
" ' 

THE DIRECTORS' ECONOMIC INTERESTS (1) 

Fishing rights, 
and date 
acquired 

Blanc Sablon off 
Nfld~ granted to 
La Chesnaye, as weIl 
as Patu, Pachot, de 
Lino, and Gobin in 
1689 (4) 
Agreemen t wi th Pa'chot 
to engage in cod 
fishing off Nf1d. 
coast in 1692 (5) 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initial involvement 

Rights to'Tadoussac ac­
quired in 1663 (6) 

Involved in fur trade 
with Le Ber, Le Moyne, 
and Comport~ in ear1y 
1680' 5 (?) 

Purchased number of con­
~ with Hazeur, Pachot, 
ana Cornport~ to trade at 
Michi1irnackinac in ear1y 
1680'5 (8) 

Acquired Fort Frontenac 
trade with Le Ber and Le 
Moyne in 1683 (9) 

Sub1et trading rights at 
Tadouss~c with Hazeur, 
Pachot, Lepicart, Macart, 
and Gobin in 1693 and 
,1.6~4 (10) .. 
Leading shareho1der in 
Co~pagnie·de la Colonie 
wlth 19,uOU-1IVres lnter­
est, as weIl as director 

,.. "'1,.-, • 

'.' r' 

Other interests 
and date 
acquired 

Tannery in 1664 (12) 

Owned ships by 1664 
(13) 

Store in Port Royal, 
Acadia, in early 
1680'5 (14) 

Brickyard begun with 
Gobin in 1689 and by 
1700 the two"mer­
chants a1so owned a 
tannery (15)· 

Shipbui1ding with Le 
Ber in 1ate 1680'5 
(16) 

Owned a bakery, and 
a flourmi11 (17) 

Fortune 
at 

death 

inso1vent 
with debts of 
408,000 
livres (18) 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Director's name 

Properties 
and date 
acquired 

acquired circa 1677 
Seigneurie of Madawaska, 
granted in 1683 
Seigneurie of Yamaska, ac­
qui:'ed in 1685 
Seigneurie of Ile aux 
Cochons, purchased in 1686 
Seigneurie of Marquisat du 
Sablé, purchased in 1686 
Seigneurie of St. Jean Port 
Joli, purchased in 1686 
Seigneurie of Bic, purchased 
in 1688 
Seigneurie of Ile Verte, 
granted in 1689 
Seigneurie of Blanc Sablon, 
Nf1d., granted in part in 
1689 . 
Seigneurie of L'Is1et du 
Portage, granted in 1696 
Seigneurie of Ile Dupas and 
Chicot, date of acquisition 
unknown 
Seigneurie of Boyvinet or 
Ste. Marguerite acquired in 
part in 1700 
Owned one of finest houses 
in Quebec's Lower Town (3) 

Fishing rights 
and date 
acquired 



1 

Fishing rights: 
and date 
acquired 

Fur,trading interests 
and date of 

• ' initial involvement 

with Hazeur, Macart, de 
Lino, and Gobin in 1700 
Cll) 

, .J 

Other interests 
and date. 
acquired . 

", 

.' . :', ::.\:~ j:~):..~:\r .1';';; 

.': Fortune .'.'<: ':, 
'1',' ',' " 

;'~ .', 

at·· ., 
.death~-<;':'::' t<[' 

~ '" 

, .' 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Properties 
and date 

Director's name acquired 

Oudiette unknown 

Le Ber 

Le Moyne 

Property in Montreal, grant­
ed in 1660 (20) 
Property in Quebec, granted 
in 1688 (21) 
Seigneurie of Saint-Paul, 
granted part in 1664 and in 
1676 granted full possess­
ion (22) 
Subfief of Saint-Pierre in 
Seigneurie of Ile Percé~, 
acquired in 1677 
Subfief of Boisbriand or 
Senneville in Seigneurie of 
Montreal~ purchas~d in 1679 

Property in Montreal, grant­
ed in 1654 (26) 
Seigneurle of Longueuil, 
granted in 1657, and augmen­
ted.in 1672 Ile Sainte-H6~ 
lêne and Ile Ronde, granted 
in 1665 
Property at Saint-Louis ra­
pids, granted in 1669 
Seigneurie of Châteauguay 
granted in 1673 

Fishing right 
and date 
acquired 

unknown 

1 



hing right 
and date 
acquired 

11 

, ',.: .. .,'.' '~',," .:: -.~, ~ , ,,", 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initial involvement 

Leased the ferme des 
droits de domaine-arOcci­
dent et~anada in 1675 
TrnT -

Rights to Fort Frontenac 
trade granted for brief 
period in 1674 (23) 

Involved in.fur trade 
with La.Chesnaye and Le 
Moyne in early l680's 

Acquired Fort Frontenac 
trade with La Chesnaye 
and Le Moyne in 1683 . 
Owned 12,000 livres worth 
of shares in combagnie de 
la Colonie in 17 0 --

Partnership with Groseil­
liers in 1660 for expedi-. 

. tion to Ottawa Country 
, (27) 

.' . 
Involved in fur trade 
with La Chesnaye and Le 
Ber in early l680's 

Acquired Fort Frontenac 
trade with La Chesnaye 
and Le Ber in 1683 

" " 

- ' .. 

Other interests 
and date 
acquired 

unknown 

Established mill in 
1686 (24) 

'-;- Fortune 

" at: 
deatb 

unknown '. 

Shipbuilding with La wealthy (25) 
Chesnaye in late 
l680's 

Owned 3 stores, one 
in Châteauguay, one 
in Longuetiil, and 
Most important one 
in his Montreal home 

wealthy 

" 

1 ~ , 



TABLE 4 continued 

Director's name 

Hazeur 

Bruneau 

Catignan 

208 

Properties­
and date 
acquired 

Ile Saint Bernard"granted in 
1673 
Owned finest house in Mont­
real 

Seigneurie of Malbaie, pur­
chased part in 1687 and 
remainder in 1688 and 1700 
(28) 
Seigneurie of La Grande 
Vallée des Monts Notre-Dame, 
granted in 1691 
Seigneurie of L'Anse de 
L'Etang, granted in part in 
1697 
Seigneurie of La Rivière-de­
la-Madeleine, purchased in 
1700 
Owned one of finest houses 
in "Quebec's Lower Town (29) 

Seigneurie of Maskinongé, 
purchas6din 1686 (36) 

Seigneurie of Belle Isle, 
Nfld., granted in pàr:t in 
1689 (37) 

Fishing right 
and date 
acquired 

Grande-Vallée de 
Monts, granted i 
1691 (30) 

Kamouraska, Rivi 
Ouelle, Pointe-a 
Trembles, and ot 1 

places in St. La 
rence, granted i 
1701 (31) 

Portachoix, off 
" Nfld. coast, acq 

in 1705 (32) 

Belle Isle grant 1 

to Catignan as w 
as Chanjon and B 
thier, ln 1689 ( 



'.; J~.: ".' . 
. , 

:" ' . 
<. 

g right Fur trading interests 
date and date of 

lired initial invo1vement 

Purchased number of con-' 
gês withcLa Chesnaye:-­
Paëhot, and Comportê to 
trade at Michilimackinac 

e in ear1y 1680'5 

r 

red 

e grant 
an as w 1 
n and 
1689 

Sub1et trading rights at 
Tadoussac with La Ches­
naye, Pachot, Lepicart, 
Macart, and Gobin in 
1693 and 1694 

Owned 8,000 1ivr.es worth 
of shares in Compagnie 
de la Colonie, and was 
dfrëëtor w1th La Ches­
naye, Macart, de Lino, 
and Gobin in 1700 

• • 

Partnership with Patu to 
finance expidition to 
Michi1imackinac in 1689 
(39) 

, Jo. 

", . ~' . 

Other interests 
and date 
acquired 

Estab1ished impor­
tant saw mi11 and 
1umbering rights 
with Soumande De­
lorme at Ma1baie in 
late 1680'5 and ear~ 
1690'5, and after 
De1orme's death in 
1700, became sole 
owner (33) 

Estab1ished slate 
quarry at Anse de 
L'Etang in 1697 
(34) 

Part owner of 
store in Montreal 
in 1688 (40) 

Fortune 

e.t 
death 

inso1vent 
(35) 

unknown 

unknown 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Properties 
and date 

Director's name acquired 

Pa tu Seigneurie of Blanc Sablon, 
Nfld., granted in part in 
1689 (41) 

Pachot Property in Quebec's Lower 
Town, granted in 1684 
Second site in Quebec's 
Lower Town, granted in 
1686 

Chanjon 

Seigneurie of Rivière-Mitis, 
acquired in 1689 
Seigneurie of Blanc Sablon, 
Nf1d., acquired in part in 
1689 

Seigneurie of ,Belle Isle, 
Nf1d., granted in part in 
1689 (43) 

Fishing right 
and date 
acquired 

Blanc Sablon, of 
Nfld., granted t 
Patu, as weIl as 
La Chesnaye, Pac c 
de Lino, and Gob J 

in 1689 

Blanc Sablon, oft 
Nf1d., granted t~ 
Pachot, as weIl a~ 
La Chesnaye, patf 
de Lino, and GOb~l 
in 1689 ' 

Cod and seal fisi: 
rights off Seignel 
ie off Rivière-Mi1 
in 1689 

1 

Agreement with La 
Chesnaye ta engagl 
in cod fishing of: 
Nf1d. coast in 11 

Agreement ta fish 
Mingan Islands di 
trict in 1696 

Belle Isle grante 
to Chan jan , as we 
as Catignan and B 
thier in 1689 



_ng right 
ld date 
:quired 

lblon, of 
~ranted t 
; weIl as 
laye, Pac ct 
, and Gob n 

lblon, oft 
~ranted t~ 
as weIl as 

laye, patf, 
, and Gob~n 

seal fïSiing 
)ff Seigneur­
Uvière-Mi tis 

1 

lt wi th La . 
3 to engage 
fishing off 
:oast in 1692 

Il! to fish in 
Islands dis­
Il 1696 

sIe granted 
jon, as ,."ell 
gnan and Bou- . 
Il 1689 

,~ .' 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initial involvement 

Partnership with Catignan 
to finance expedition to 
Michilimackinac in 1689 

Purthased a number of 
cong~s with La Chesnaye, 
Hazeur, and Comport~ to 
trade at Michi1imackinac 
in ear1y 1680's 

Sub1et-trading rignts at 
Tadoussac with La Ches­
naye, Hazeur, Lepicart, 
Macart, and Gobin in 
·1693 

.,. 

Other interests 
and date 
acqui.red 

Estab1ished store 
in Quebec's tower 
Town in 1ate 1670's 

. . 

.c •.. ;. ..... ,;. " 

. .' (':'. 

Fortune 
at 

death 

unknown 

inso-lvent 
(42) 

unknown 

.. ~ '" 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Dirèctor's name 

Comporté (44) 

Lepicart 

Branssat (48) 

Macart 

Properties 
and date 
acquired 

Seigneurie of Comporté,gran­
ted in 1672 
Seigneurie, of Ma1baie, gran­
ted in 1672 
Seigneurie of Villiers, ac­
quired in 1684 (45) 
Si te in Quebec' s LOlver Town, 
acquired by fami1y in 1688 
(46 ) 

Subfief of Branssat or La 
'Gauchetière in Seigneurie of 
Montreal, granted in 1665 

Fishing rights 
and date 
acquired 



Fishing rights 
and date 
acquired 

: . .' 

'. ,~,~. 

::'.;~.: . '" 

.. ~ ~::. ~ - . , , 

. ;'. ,~ 

;, 

'~'-J ,', 
" r -'. - ~ .,' • 

, '.' 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initia1invo1vement 

Purchased a number of 
congés with La Chesnaye 
Hazeur, and Pachot to 
trade at Michi1imackinac 
in early 1680'5 

Invo1ved in fur trade 
with La Chesnaye, Le ~er, 
and Le Moyne in ear1y 
1680'5 

Sub1et trading rights 
at Tadoussac with La­
Chesnaye, Hazeur, Ma­
cart and Gobin in 1693 

Owned 1,000 livres worth 
of shares in compa~nie 
de la Colonie in 1 00 

Engaged'in fpr trading 
in mid 1660'5 

Sub1et trading rights at 
Tadoussac with La Ches­
naye, Hazeur, Pachot, 
Lepicart, and Gobin in 
1693 

Other interests 
and date 

.acquired 

. . 

Invo1ved in numer­
ous real eS1:ate 
deais in mid 1660's 

. . 

, 

Fortùne 
at 

__ , ,death 

unknown 

solvent 
(47) 

solvent' 

solvent 
(49) 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Properties 
and date 

Director's Name acquired 

Marnot unknown 

Gitton fils unknown 

Duprat unknown 

Bouthier Seigneurie of Belle Isle, 
Nfld., granted in part .in 
1689 (50) 

Delorme· 

de Lino 

Demonie 

Seigneurie of Malbaie, pur­
chased in part in 1687 and 
remainder in 1688 (52) 

Seigneurie of Blanc Sablon, 
Nfld., granted in part in 
1689 (53) 
Seigneurie of Martin de 
Lino, in Acadia, granted in 
1697 (54) 

unknown 

Fishing rights 
and date· 
aequired 

unknown 

unknown 

unknown 

Belle Isle grant( 
to Bouthier, as 
weIl as Catignan 
and Chanjon in l( 

Blane Sablon, of: 
Nfld., granted t~ 
Lino, as weIl as 
Chesnaye, Patu, : 
chot and Gobin il 
1689 

unknown 



:hing rights 
and date· 
acquired 

ln 

ln 

m 

Isle granted 
Ithier, as 
1S Catignan 
lanj on in 1689 

Sablon, off 
, granted to de 
as weIl as La 

aye, Patu, Pa­
and Gobin in 

wn 

.;. '.', . 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initial invo1vement 

Owned 1,000 livres worth 
of shares in Compagnie de 
la Colonie, and was direc­
tor with La .. Chesnaye, Ha­
zeur, de Lino and Gobin 

.1; '., ... ',' 
'.'.,. -, 

,,'" ::.-

Other interests 
and date 
acquï"red 

unknown unknown 

unknown unknown 

unknown unknown 

. . 

Owned 6,000 livres worth 
of shares in Compagnie 
de la Colonie, and was 
director with La Chesnaye, 
Hazeur, Macart, and 
Gobin in 1700 

unknown 

. . 

Estab1ished impor~ 
tant saw mil1 .ri.ghts 
with Hazeur at Ma1- . 
baie in 1at~ 1~80's' 
and ear1y 1690'5 

unknown 

.' fI 

. . ' 

Fort'me 
at 

death 

unknown 

unknown " 

UnknOl'in 

solvent 
(51) 

unknown 

'unknown 

unknown 

. ,. 
" 
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TABLE 4 continued 

Properties 
and date 

Director's name acquired 

Gobin Site in Quebec's Lower Town, 
granted in 1688 (55) 
Seigneurie of Blanc Sablon, 
Nfld., granted in part in 
1689 (56) 
Seigneurie of Gobin, ir. 
Acadia, granted in 1690 
(57) 

Fishing righ' 
and date 
acquired 

Blanc Sablon, 0: 
Nfld., granted ' 
Gobin, as weIl, 
La Chesnaye, Pa' 
Pachot, and de : 
in 1689 



,on, 
,n 

! 

Fishing rightf 
and date 1 

acquired 

Blanc Sablon, off 
Nfld., granted to 
Gobin, as weIl as 
La Chesnaye, Patu, 
Pachot, and de Lino 
in 1689 

, ,'. 

',' 

Fur trading interests 
and date of 

initial involvement 

Sublet trading rights at 
Tadoussac with La Ches­
naye, Hazeur, Pachot, Le­
picart, and Macart in 
1693 and 1694 

Owned 3,000 livres worth 
of shares in Compagnie 
de la Colonie, and was 
director with La'Chesnaye, 
Hazeur, Macart, and de 
Lino, in 1700 

- i .. - .", . ,',. ;~. 

Othe~ interests 
and date 
acquired 

Brickyard begun with 
La Chesnaye in 1688 
and by 1700 the two 
merchants a1so owned 
a tannery 

, ,Fprtune 
,at 

death 

inso1vent 
(58) 

,1,/ 
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Footnotes - Table 4 

lthe scope and complexity of several directors' 
economic interests makes an exhaustive coverage a 
difficult task. Since the purpose of this table is to 
provide a general picture of the directors' economic 
interests in order to enable an analysis in Chapter Il, 
some minor lnterests are omitted. 

property informa~ion 
Roy (ed.),. 

fois 

p. 30. 

4Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessi~n~, IV, 39. 
Only one footnote will appear to state the source of 
information concerning each of the 13 partnerships. 

SAN, Col., CllA, XII, 90-91, "Champigny au 
Mini.stre,U Que., 10 Nov. 1692; Eccles, canada Under 
Louis XIV, p. 212. 

6Roy, La Famille Aubert, p. 1.2. 

7See Chapter l, supra, p. 21. 

8AN, Col., F3, Moreau de St. Méry, VI, 120-21, 
"Ordonnance de Monsieur de La Barre," 14 April 1684. 

9Le Jeune, Dictionnaire ginéral, Il, 121. 

l<?Massicotte, "La Famille Hazeur," mY!, XLI, 328. 

llinformation on the amount held by all directors 
in the Co~agnie de la Colon~e is based on AN, Col., 
cx:xv, 365:', "Liste g'n~rale des Intéressez ••• ," 
Raudot, 1708. Additional hold~s by these directors 
are listed in the saroe document, under the heading 
"Intéressez en la Compagnie du nord unie lcelle de la 
colonie," pp. 368-70. Frégault (IILa Compagnie de la 
colonie," Revue de l'Université d'Ottawa, XXX .. 14), 
basing his statement on pp. 368-70 of the above mentioned 
document, claims La Chesnaye held 25,000 livres worth of 
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shares. However, since pp. 368-70 of this document 
apparently give unreliable evidence (see Chapter Il, 
supra", p. 38", footnote 1), the information contained 
there1n will be .d1.sr.egarded.""- Informa tion concerning 
the Compagnie du la Colonie' sdirectors is freui, Anom., 
"La Famille Martin de Lino," IllY! , XLI, 263. 

l23ugements et d;lib;~ations, l, 293. 

l3Roy, La Famille Aubert, p. 16. 

l4Ibid., p. 33. 

l6Ibid., 237. 

l7Roy, La Famille Aubert, p. 48. 

18 6 ~ • AN, Col., CllA, CXXV, 3 5, "Liste generale des 
Intéressez • • .," Baudot, 1708. 

19See Chapter l, supra, pp. 24-25. 

20Le Jeune, Dictionnaire général, II, 121. 

21AN, Col., B, XV, 12, "Brevet de confirmation 
de concession," Versailles, 1 March 1688. 

22T.he remainin~ property information is 
obtained from Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, 
1. 96, Il, 99, 100, 129. 

23Le 3eune, Dictionnaire général, II, 121. 

240esiré Girouard, "Les anciens postes du Lac 
Saint-Louis," mY!, 1 (Oct., 1895), 166-67. 

25AN, Col., C1lA, CXXV, 367-68, "Liste générale 
des Intéressez ••• ," Raudot, 1708. 

26Un1ess stated otherwise, al1 information on 
Le Moyne is obtained from Le Febvre, "Le Moyne de 
Longueuil et de Châteauguay," DCB, l, 463-65. 
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27Nute , Caesars of the Wilderness, p. 68. 
28 . 

Unless stated otherwise, all propertY 
information on Hazeur is obtained from Roy (ed.), 
Inventaire des concessions, 111, 96-91", 208, IV, 55. 

29Massicotte, "La F,fUYtille Hazeur," mYI" XLI, 32L!·. 

30Ibid., p. 327. 

31Fauteux, !Ssaie sur l'industrip., Il, 513. 

32~., p. 517. 

33~., 1, 180-81; Massicotte, "La Famille 
Hazeur,_" BRH, XLI, 325-26; Le J'eune, Dictionnaire 
g~n~ral, r,-74l; AN, Col., CllA, Xl,' 139-40, "Memoire du 
Sr François Hazeur a Champigny," Que., 8 Nov. 1690; 
Ibid., XII, 86, "Champigny au Ministre," Que., 3 Nov. 
m2. 

34Fauteux, Essaie sur l'industrie, 1, 140. 

35J'ud. Arch. Que., greffe Chambalon, 3 March 
1708, "Accord Cession et Donation entre Messieurs 
Hazeurs et fils"; Massicotte, "La Famille Hazeur,1I 
!llitl" XLI, 321. 

36Roy (ed.), Inventaire aes concessions, 1, 89. 

37~., IV, 37-38. 

38Ibid• 

39Jud• Arch. Mt1., greffe Adhémar, 12 Sept. 
1689, "Convention entre les Sieurs patu et Catignan." 

40~., greffe Basset, 8 Aug. 1688, "Traité 
entre les sieurs Catignan and Charron." 

41Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, IV, 39. 

42Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Chamba1on, 12 Sept. 
1701, "Inventaire des biens de feu le Sieur François 
Pachot. " 

43Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, IV, 
37-38. 
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44unless otherwise stated, al1 information on 
Comport& isobtained from Monet, "Gaultier de 
Comport5,U ~, l, 326. 

4~oy (ed.), Inventaire de" con:cessi·ons, l, 253. 

46This site was granted to Comport& in Feb. 
1687, shortly before his death, AN, Col., B, XV, 12, 
"Brevet de confirmation de concession," Versailles, 1 
March 1688:., 

47AN, Col., CllA, CXXV, 368, "Liste g&n~rale 
des Int&ressez ••• ," Raudot, 1708. 

48All information on Branssat is obtained from 
Lefebvre, "Migeon de Branssat," ~, l, 508. 

49.Jud. Arch. Que.,gr~ff~ Boisseau, 24 Dec. 
1732, "Inventaire des biens et Effets laiss~s par le 
f. Macart Conslr." 

50Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, IV, 
37-38. 

5l.Jud. Arch. Que., greffe Chambalon, 19.July 
1694, "Inventaire des effets de feu Guillaume Bôuthier." 

52Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, III, 
96-97. 

53ill.c!., IV, 39 • 

. . 54Ibid., p. 136. 

55AN, Col., B, XV, 13, "Brevet de cOllftbrmation 
de concessions," Versailles, 1 March 1688. 

56Roy (ed.), Inventaire des concessions, IV, 39. 

57!e!5!., p. 45. 

58AI~, Col., CliA, CXXV, 365 "Liste gtmérale des 
Intéressex ••• " Raudot, 1708. 



Year 

1682 

1683 (3) 

1684 .. 85 

1686 
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Returns 
in livres 

73,000 ,(6) 

90,000 (9) 

Expendi­
tures 

in livres 

146,000 (7) 

.... 1 f, 

70,000 (10) 

A FINANCIAL ANALYSIS 0 

Profits 
in livres 

. . 

20,000 

Total 
los ses 

in livres 

. . , 

283,000 (8 

. . 



Total 
los ses 

in livres 

. . 

283,000 (8) 

. . 

, ",. ' 

195,000 capital in-
invested by 
directors' 
(2) 

195,000 capital in-
vested 

, 
195,000 capital in-

vested 
, -73,,000 loss due to 

La Marti-, 
nière's ex-
pedition 

122~000 tot~l 

12'2,000 
20,000 

former total 
profit from 

------- Troyes cx-
pedition 

l42~000 total 

C'" f:' 

,Assets' " ';,"'~ ':''Îi~~i~ed'.'\" 
, Value of possessions" '. /l'i~biiiti~s' 

'. ..' . ~ ~ ! . 

,in livres ",.. ,,' :in' 'livr,~'{:;'" 

200,000 

,20,000 

220,000 

220,000 
-200,000 

- 10,000 

10,000 

'. '/ . ., . 

post establlshed 
by Radisson in 
Port Nelson re­
gion (4) 
ships, St. Fr~n­
~ois-xavrer and 
t. Antoine (5) 

total 

former total 
1055 of post in 
Port Nelson re­
gion 
1055 of, St. ,An",: 
toine , -
total, St. Fran­
çois-Xavrer~ 

10".00Q ~ François-X-' 
'ayier 

20,000 Posts on 'James 
Bay (11) 

12,000 Inland posts of 
-------. Fort Ste. Arine & 

St. Joseph (12) 
42' 000 total 

. , ..... :. 

, .' 

, ' 
, . , 

:'. '" \.:. 

. ..' 

... . 

. ,", 
•••• r 

. ' .. 

, ,:,.:<~" 
" h vl"4, 

4. Ir 

• 1 , , 

• 
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TABLE 5 continued 

Year 

1687 (13) 

1688-89 

1690 

Returns 
in livres 

214,000 
(15) 

. ." -'-" ... ""_ .......... ' .... ~~~ .. ~-.- .. ...;.:: ... ; . ....:..~ 

Expendi 
tures 

in livres 
Profits 

in livres 

174,000 (16) 40,000 (17) 

180,000 (18) 

Total 
losses 

in livres 

. . 

12,000 

180,000 



... _ ..... ~." . '- ... ~; .. ~-.- .. ~' .. 

its 
vres 

1 (17) 

Total 
10sses 

in livres 

. . 

12,000 

180,000 

< .. :' "',,:: 

Itemized" ~"Assets 
,", ,". . ,~,~-" 

. ~." l . 
. '" ~ 

---------~-----'"'------------.;..,;..-..",' 
liabili ties/: Liquid assets ""Value of possessions' 

...• , .. 

in livres 
, .' 

142,000 

142,000 
40,000 

182,000 

former total 
profit frOID 
Iberville's 
expedition 
total 

182,000 former total 
6,000' assessment 

qf ~l ,per 
cent' (19) 

188,000 total 
... 180,000 10ss due to 

Iberville's 
expedition' 

8,000 new total 

," in .. :!l,~vies ,,' 
. J J.' ~:.~ . f.' • . • •. 

'in1ivres ' .. " ' 

.--;.------------ ," '", .. , ' ... ',' 

42,000 former total 
30,000new ships, Armes 

------- de la Compagnie, 
'Ste:-Anne, and 
~ Joseph (14), 

72,000 total ' 

72,000 former total, in-' 
cluding 4 ships, 
and 3 posts on , 
James Bay 

-10,000 St: François-X~ 
aV1er 

'-12,000 Inland posti 

50,000 total 

30,000 3 ships 
20,000 posts at James 

Bay 
50,000 total 

.. 

. . '" ': "., .~. 
'-, • ",1 

. e, '. .. , 

': .... 

'::. 1 

. . 

.'"',, . ',' 

- . . 
, . 

~ .. . . ~ .. 
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TOTAL 5 continued 

Year 

1691 

1692 

1693 

1694 

Returns 
in livres 

. . . 

Expendi­
·tures 

, in livres 

78,000 (20) 

35,000 (22) 

50,000 (23) 

15,000 (25) 

Profits 
in livres 

... 

Total 
los ses 

in livre 

78,000 

35,000 

7'0,000. (~ 

15,000 



5 

es 

Total 
lasses 

in livres 

78,000 

35,000 

7'0,000. (24) 

15,000 

, Asset,s 

,.·Liquid âss~ts." Value of possessions 
i'~ •. - .. in:fivres, . '.'. "'i'n 1ivre~ .' --" 

8,000 former total 
25,000 assessment of' 
--- of 13 p~r cent 

, (21) " 
33,000 new total 

~78,000 los ses 

see "liabilities" 
for total 

50,000 3 ships andposts 
at James Bay 

50,000 3 ships and posts 
at James Bay 

50~000 former total 
-20,000 James Bay posts 

. 30,000 total 

30,000 3 ships 

" ."; l ~. 

.. . 

.' _~ ___ '_ 1 . <~' . 

, . 

,', . 
. - '. 

" Itemi 

'liabil.itiès- ' ./: 
"in. ,1 i ~r:è{:~.' ',<:;' 

1: . ,' • .' 

. ,45,0.00 balance 
of' '. ':~ 

7.,8',000 1055 

45,000 former 
1iabil-
ities .. 

35,000 new 10ss 

70,000 total 

70,00~ for-mer 
total 

.' 50,000 new ex-
pendi-
tures 

120;000 total 

120 ~ 0'00 '{ormer 
total 

15.000 new ex­
---- pendi­

tures, 
135,000 total 
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TABLE 5 continued 

Year 

1695-96 
(26) 

1697 (27) 

Returns 
in livres 

Expendi­
tures 

in livres 

, .-.:.. ... : .. - ....... -... _.- ~ ... 

Prnfits 
in livres 

Total 
los ses 

in livres 

. '. 
32,000 (28) 



s 
es 

Total 
los ses 

in livres 

. '. 
32,000 (28) 

"1 ,'. 

Liquid as sets. 
in.livres 

... ~ . 

. . 

Assets'o: " " ··";:':"':":::",.<:':,:,,'::l,~:~~~,~~~~~,»,::~:~}n) 
'Value of possessïons " .,' liabilitles'~ .: "'\. 

.. \' in livres . ;"'·.·:;:·':':·:iJl;'i:i..y.r;è~k:.>:.:,':'.::;"', 
<) ~ .. 

:,' ,', 

.30,000 3 ships 

30,000 3 ships 

,···.',135,QOO 
. '; ,-. " 

1, 

, '. 

135,000 formeT 
total 

.32,000 new 
---- losses 
167,000 total 

. " 
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Footnotes - Table 5 

lThis table represents all the financial 
information available on the Compagnie du Nord. The 
two principal sources are the few financial statements 
issued by the Company and the remarks made in the 
general correspondence. Since so many financial records 
of the Old Regime perished in the French RfVolution 
(Matthews, The Royal General Farms, "Preface," p. vii), 
it is possible that some of those belonging to the 
Compagnie du Nord did not survive. It should also be 
noted that the system of record keeping in the 
Seventeenth Century was extremely erimitive (Louis 
Gottschalk, Understanding History LNew York, 1966J, 
p. 152), and, therefore, much inference and interpretation 
are requ1.red to give a financial analysis of the Compagnie 
du Nord. The figures presented in this table are only 
approxtmate in order to enable the reader to obtain at 
a glance a better understanding of the Company's 
financial structure. 

2AN, Col., CllA, FlA, 13, Pi~ce 75, pp. 59-66, 
"Coppie d'un mŒtoire • • .," n. d.; AN, Col., CllA, 
VIII, 247-48, "Champigny au Ministre," Que., 16 Nov. 
1686. The above sources and Table l, supra, p. 190 
provide indirect evidence that approximately 195,000 
livres were invested in the Compagnie du Nord in 1682. 

3No financial records exist for Radisson's 1682-
83 expedition, the only comment being that the furs 
brought to Quebec in Oct. 1683 were not sufficient to 
allow the Company to pay its crew, AN, Col., CllA, VI, 
263-64, "Lettre de quelques habitants ••• ," Que., 5 
June 1684. 

4!.Q.i2.., CXXY, 85-87, "Mgnoire sur les affaires 
de la Compagnie du Nord," n.d. This amount is determined 
by the loss the Compagnie du Nord claimed to have 
suffered through Radisson's betrayal of the Port Nelson 
region. 

5!.Q!2.., VI, 263-64, "Lettre de quelques 
habitants ••• ," Que., 5 June 1684. This i8 the 
estimated value of these vessels. The cost of ship­
building is included in the Company's expenditures. 
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6 
~., CXXV, 85, "Memoire sur les affaires 

de la Compagnie du Nord," n. d. All informa tion for 
1684-85 is derived from this source. The returns for 
any year represent the amount the Compagnie du Nord 
received for its furs from the Company of the Farm 
aiter the deduction of the droit du quart. The 73,000 
livres represent the returns of La Martini~re's 
expedition. 

7This amount represents the cost of La 
Martini~e's expedition. 

8This amount includes the loss of 73,000 livres 
due to La ~~rtini~re's expedition; the 200,000 livres' 
loss of the post, furs, and supplies in the Port Nelson 
region; and the loss of the St. Antoine, worth 10,000 
livres. 

9AN, Col., CllA, IX, 233, "Mémoire A Seignelay 
sur les affaires presentes de la baye du nord du 
Canada," 1687. l'his amount repr~sents the returns of 
the Troyes expedition. 

10~., VIII, 281-82, "Estat de la depense et 
frai.s generaux faits par la Compagnie du Nord," 1686; 
.!..J2.!&., CXXV, "Memoire sur les affaires de la Compagnie 
du N'ogi," n.d. This amount represents the cost of the 
Troyes edpedition. 

ll~., p. 87. This is the estimated worth 
of the three posts on James Bay. 

l2~., pp. 85-86. This amount is determined 
by the loss the Compagnie du Nord clairned to suffer when 
these posts were abandoned in 1669. 

l3No expedition was sent out in this year. 

l4Troyes, Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
"Appendice M," pp. 129-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord," 15 Nov. 1690; AflT, Col., CllA, CXXV, 87, 
"Memoire sur les affaires de la Compagnie du Nord," 
n. d.; Ibid., p. 111, "MP.Inoire de la Compagnie du Nord 
••• ," n.d. 'lh1s is an estimated value. 

l5Ibid. This amount includes the returns of 
108,000 livres worth of furs, brought tO,La Rochelle 
by the Soleil d'Affrique in 1688, and the returns of 
106,000 livres, brought by Iberville to Quebec in 1689. 
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16~., pp. 85-86, IIMemoire sur les affaires 
de la Compagnie .du Nord, Il n. d. This amount inc1udes 
the 113,000 livres' cost of sendins Ibervi11e's 
expedition to the Bay in 1688; the 10ss of the ~. 
Francois-Xavier, cargo, and tlrading goods, worth 36,000 
livres, and the 25,000 livres' cost for Ste. Hé1~n~'s 
over1and expedition in 1689. Therefore, the total cost 
of the 1688-89 expedition came to 174,000 livres. 

17This amount represents the Company's profit 
on the Ibervi11e expedition a10ne. Therefore, the 
12,000 livres 10ss {see next co1umn), which the Company 
suffered through the abandonment of its two in1and 
posts is deducted from the Company's assets rather than 
its profits for 1688-89. 

18Troyes, Journal de l'expedition, ed. Caron, 
"Appendice M, Il pp. 130-31, "Memoire de la Compagnie du 
Nord," 15 Nov. 1690. This amount represents the cost 
of the 1690 expedition. 

19AN, Col., C1lA, XII, 88-89, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 10 l'!ov. 1692. 

20!l2!.2.., CXXV, 86, "Memoire sur les affaires de 
la Compagnie du Nord," n.d. This amount represents out­
standing salaries the Company paid in 1691. 

21!l2!.2.., 88-89, "Estat de la contribution. " • • 

22AN, Col., B, XVI, 280, "Memoire' Monsieur de 
Pontchartrain," March, 1693. This amount represents the 
cost of the supplies, which the Company purchased to 
send to its James Bay posts in 1692. 

23AN, Col., C1lA, XII, 295, "Champigny au 
Ministre," Que., 4 Nov. 1693. This amount represents 
the cost of sending the Ste. Anne to James Bay in 1693. 

24"lbid., pp. 218-20, "Frontenac et Champigny au 
Ministre," 4 Nov. 1693. This amount inc1udes the loss 
of the posta and supplies in James Bay, worth 20,000 
livres. 

25Ibid., XIII, 99-100, "Proc~a verbal sur 
l'enterprise du Sieur d'Iberville," Que., 26 Oct. 1694·. 
This represents the amount the Company paid to he1p 
finance Ibervi1le's expedition of 1694. Despite the 
success of the expedition, the Company records show no 
profit, which went to Ibervi11e. 



224 . 

26The Company played no' part in financing any 
further expeditions. 

27There is no further financial'iriformation 
after 1697. 

28This amount represent~ the sum owed by the 
Company to its investors, who had withdrawn their 
interests. See Table l, supra, pp. 190-93. 
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Footnote - Map Il 

1This map, which has been adapted for this 
thesis, is based on the reproduction of the Joseph. __ 
Ro.bson Map of 1752, as it appears in Rich, Hudson' s Bay 
Company, l~ between 132 and 133 and in Jéranie, Twenty 
Years of- York Factory, p. 34; the reproduction of 
'l'hornton' s Map of "Porte Ne11son;· 1685," ill.S,., p. 14; 
and descriptions from various sources cited in the foot­
notes of this thesis. 
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