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WERE THERE EARLIER FRENCH SETTLERS  
IN CLINTON COUNTY? 

PART 2 
By: David C. Glenn 

April 14, 2008 
Revised January 8, 2009 

 
The first installment of this series looked at the possibility of early 
French settlers in Clinton County as put forward by  Thomas Pray in 
his letter to the editor of February 6, 2008. It took a hard look at his 
sources consisting of Kalm, Palmer, Coolidge and Bellico and came 
to the conclusion that the evidence of earlier settlement is weak at 
best based upon what are believe to be incorrect interpretations of 
the record.  
 
But the story continues and Mr. Pray may have found an important 
new source. 
 
On February 16th, 2008, Thomas Pray sent an email to the editor of 
the Lake Champlain Weekly in which he claimed to have found the 
name of the first European settler, a Frenchman named Jean 
Chartier, who had built a saw mill near the mouth of the Chazy River 
in 1746. Some of the same data was in his letter to the editor of the 
20th. His information was found in the Dictionary of Canadian 
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Biography under a listing for a biography of Louise De Ramezay by 
Helene Pare. It is available on line at www.biographi.ca.  
 
This is a wonderful account of a possible French settler in our 
County and we thank Thomas Pray for finding it and passing it on.  
 
This makes clear how quickly the historic record may change as new 
data comes to light. 
 
PARE  
Helene Pare wrote: 

Louise de Ramezay was also interested in two other sawmills; 
these are known, however, only through documents that show 
her as intending to put mills into operation, in particular deeds 
of partnership and building transactions… The second sawmill 
was to be located much further south, in the seigneury of La 
Livaudiere [This is the Pean grant discussed earlier by Palmer 
and Coolidge], west of Lake Champlain. This seigneury, which 
had initially been granted to …. Livaudiere, had been withdrawn 
in 1741 and returned to the King’s domain. When the seigneury 
had belonged to him, however, Nan [sic, this probably refers to 
Pean] had granted land to a habitant from Saint-Antoine-sur-
Richelieu, Jean Chartier, with the authorization ‘to take sawn 
timber on the whole of the aforementioned seigneury where the 
lands had not been given in grants’.  

http://www.biographi.ca/
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Moreover, a stream that crossed Chartier’s land and flowed into 
Lake Champlain by way of the Chazy River (probably the Great 
Chazy River, N.Y.) could supply the power needed for running 
a mill. It was probably this set of favourable [sic] circumstances 
that prompted Louise de Ramezay to go into partnership with 
Chartier in August 1746 and to have a sawmill built at once on 
his land near the Chazy River. 
 

The first saw mill was in Canada. The second, on the Chazy River, is 
of interest to us. However, there are some questions with Pare’s 
statements.  

 First, if the lands of Pean [Livaudiere] had reverted to the 
Crown in 1741 for lack of required settlement; had not 
Chartier’s grant also terminated?  

 Secondly, she starts out by saying: 
…these purported facts are known, however, only through 
documents that show her [Ramezay] as intending to put mills 
into operation, in particular deeds of partnership and building 
transactions.  
Does this imply that while the partnership may have taken 
place, the actual building may not have taken place?  

 
Regardless, Pare seems very definitive Chartier had built a saw mill 
at the Chazy River area. It could have occurred in the period 
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between 1741, when the Pean grant had reverted to the Crown, and 
1752, when the previous Pean grant was granted to Bedout. It is 
indeed in this time frame, August of 1746, that the partnership 
between Ramezay and Chartier was apparently entered into. It is not 
indicated how long the saw mill lasted but was most likely gone or 
abandoned by the time the French withdrew from Lake Champlain in 
1759. 
 
We may have a saw mill on the Chazy or Great Chazy River built by 
Chartier circa 1746. This could be the first industrial or commercial 
enterprise in Clinton County. More research should be undertaken to 
examine the references of the Helene Pare account and to locate 
any other sources to substantiate this claim. Again, we credit Thomas 
Pray for this incredible find.  
 
CHARTIER 
Who was the possible builder, Jean Chartier? There may be a 
pertinent reference at www.freepages.genealogy.rootsweb.com for a 
“John Carter alias Jean Chartier”. The strangest of all ironies is that 
Jean Chartier, possible builder of the first saw mill in Clinton County, 
may be a man of English extraction born John Carter, September 22, 
1695 in Deerfield, Massachusetts.   
 
The article told the story of young nine year old Carter being 
captured by the Algonquin Indians in the notorious raid on Deerfield 

http://www.freepages.genealogy.rootsweb.com/
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in February of 1704. He was taken back to Canada, raised there by 
the Jesuits and took the French name of Jean Chartier. He died in 
St-Antoine-on-the-Richelieu August 5, 1772 at the age of 76. 
 
He fits our Jean Chartier in age and would have been fifty when he 
formed the partnership with Ramezay in 1746. Chartier died in the 
same location in 1772 as where “Nan had granted land to a habitant 
from Saint-Antoine-sur-Richelieu, Jean Chartier” in about 1741 or 
earlier. Another possibility is the Jean Chartier in question could be a 
son of Jean Chartier [John Carter] and his wife Marie. They married 
in October of 1718. A son could have been about 27 at the time of 
the partnership in 1746. 
 
These are all coincidences which need to be explored further. 
However, it is important to note that the population of Canada was 
quite small in the 1700’s. Montreal had a population of about 5,000 
at the time of the American Revolution in 1776; and probably less 
than a couple thousand in the 1740’s. The possibility of two people 
with the name of Jean Chartier from the same town is relatively 
small unless they were father and son.  
 
CONCLUSION 
The first sentence of my original article asked “Which European built 
the first permanent residential structure in what was to become our 
present Clinton County?” It was the same premise used by Palmer, 



 6 

our earliest local historian. Some important words are “permanent” 
and “residential”.  
 
The word “permanent” meant a land holding and structure had to 
have been long lasting and not abandoned by the owners or builders, 
and the land holders had to have returned to their land after War 
and rebuilt. The saw mill would have existed from circa 1746 until at 
most 1759. The land ownership would not have survived after the 
British took control of the area in 1763. In both regards it appears 
the saw mill would not fit the criteria. 
 
The term “residential” meant a structure was to be used for human 
habitation. The saw mill of Chartier would not qualify.  
 
If additional proof can be found of Jean Chartier’s saw mill, and 
which Jean Chartier we are dealing with, it could be appropriate to 
honor this first industrial/commercial enterprise in the Town of Chazy 
and Clinton County.  
 
Perhaps further research might find the land ownership did survive 
the change in governments and that a house was built on the land. 
This could change all of our thinking and records and is the reason 
history is so interesting- a real detective story.  
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HAS EVIDENCE OF EARLY SETTLEMENT BEEN MISSED? The 
concluding article on early French settlers will respond to comments 
by the noted local historian and author David Kendall Martin.  
 
 
 


