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[JUEBEC "12 OCTBR 1764" COVER 

By J. J. CHARRON, RPSC 6741 
Recently, this writer became the proud 

ownel' of what he believes to be one of 
the oldest known B.N.A. covers, if not 
the oMest, in private hands. It is dated 
October 12, 1764. 

In ''THE CANADIAN PHILATEL· 
IST", page 266, No. 6, Vol. 14 (1963), 
Frank Campbell, well known postal his
torian, referring to this Quebec City 
marking, states: 

"The first mark, writing in red ink, 
known to me is "Q3" on a letter to 
Montreal, October 12, 1764. The 
"3" is pennyweights of silver". 

In "NOTES ON THE POSTAL HIS
TORY OF CANADA" by W. E. Durant 
Ha!liday, the author states that: 

"The earliest postally marked cover 
is one in the Public Archives o1 
Canada, dated August 26th, 1763". 

The article goes on to say that: 
"The earliest combined post office 
and rate mark, also in the Public 
Archives appears on a letter dated 
November 10, 1764 . . . " 

Consequently: 1) the cover, Fig. 1, il!' 
13½ months later than the earliest 
(Aug. 26, 1763) B.N.A. cover known and 
which is in the Archives and' 2) a month 
earlier than the earliest (Nov. 10, 1764) 
"combined post office an,d rate mark", 
also in the Archives. 

The following is a transcript of the 
letter which is of interest, if only to 
dis-cuss the day and the date on which 
the letter was written: 
Mr. John Grant 

Quebec Monday 12 Octbr 1764 
I got here at 12 Oc'ok (sic) Saturday 

evening. Mr. Jacobs is gone up with a 
Mill Wright to examine the best place 
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on Bourdon Isles for building a mill. 
I beg youll inform me fully of his pro
ceedings. Mr. Dobie carried a letter 
with him for me which he did not de
liver when I met him at St. Sulpice. Get 
it and s·end it down first oportunity(sk). 
Do not neglect to send the apples and 
furrs (sic) by first vessel also all the 
ordonnances every occasion. I have or
dered J aumande ( ? ) and Rouse I to take 
paper which they are to send you. I 
have sold the gray horse open cariol(.sic) 
and harness to Mr. (?). You'll n,ot 
omitt (si-c) sending him down as soon 
as po,ssible and rep',ace him by the 
brown horse at Sorrell (sic). 

The goods ordered are shiping (sic). 
I have only 4 puncheons rhum in -place 
of 50 barrels the rest wa.s sold ere I 
got down. 

Yours All 
(signed) William Grant 

If you have opened the 
Jetter ·by Dobie keep the 
contents to yourself. 

W .G. 

Upon checking several sources, it has 
been definitely established that "12 
Octbr 1764" fell on a Friday and not on 
a "Monday", as clearly indicated in 
Fig. 2. The so'.ution to this enigma is 
to be found in either of the three fol, 
lowing hypotheses: 

(1) "William Grant" confused Monday 
for Friday. This hypothesis I discarded 
since it is highly improbable that Grant 
would let a Sunday, a day of rest, go 
by unnoticed. Furthermore, he says he 
"got here at 12 Oclok Saturd·ay even
ing", presumab'y, he wrote the letter 
two days after his arrival in Quebec. 

(2) The second hyp-othesis rests on 
the fact that the per.sons involved being 
Scottish and presumably Presbyterian, 
still adhered to the Old Style calendar, 
which, in 1764, was at least ten days 
late on the New Style or Gregorian 
calendar. The latter had been in use 
generally in Continental Europe since 
the 16th Century, however, it is only 
by an Act of 1751 that the British Gov
ernment converted to the New Style. 
The English waited two centuries for 
the change over, possibly because of 
their opposition to a papal bull, dated 
March 1, 1582, annulling ten days. The 
Scot.s, again I presume, delayed con
vertin•g to the New Style since it was 
an English and Anglican decree (Act). 
If the ten days are added' to "12 Octbr 
1764", the date Oct. 22nd 1764 falls 
equal1y on a Monday. Therefore, "Mon
day 12 Octbr 1764" ( Old Style) was 
the same as Monday, Oct. 22nd 1764 
(New Style). I have again discarded 
this second solution since in 1762, the 
Old Style calendar was 11 days late on 



the New Style. (Encyc. Britannica
"Calendar"). 

(8) Finally, the more acceptable solu
tion is that Grant must have confused 
the date of the month, mistakenly think• 
ing it was the 12th instead of the 15th 
of October, which, of course was a Mon
day. 

Should any reader have a more plaus
ible so:ution to this day-dat e problem, 
I would be very grateful to hea1· from 
him. 

Concerning some of the persons men
tioned in this· letter, a shor t biography 
may be of interest: 

John Grant : of Montteal was appar· 
ently a brothe1· of William Grant of St. 
Roch, near Quebec. He appears to have 
come to Canada a,s early as 1764; and 
he married before 1774 Anne Freeman, 
the ill,;gitimate daughter of Richard 
Dobie. By her, he had at least five 
daughters, one of whom, Ann, married 
Samuel Gerrard and another .Eilizabeth, 
married James F inlay J r. in 1798. From 
1 779 to 1785, John Grant was en.gaged 
in company with Gabriel Cotte and 
Maurice Blondeau, in trading to Lake 
Superior, but in 1798 he is descdbed as 
"at present absent from this province". 
He died in 1809, and his will is in the 
Montreal Court House. (Documents re
lating to the North West Company
The Cham plain Society, 1984). 

William Grant : of St. Roch, merchant, 
was born in Scotland in 1741, and came 
to Canada in 1763, an agent of the Lon· 
don firm of Robert Grant and Co., which 
had engaged in the trade with Canada. 
In 1763, he purchased from the Marquis 
de Vaudt·euil a grant of the fur-trad· 
ing rights in La Baye, Lake Michigan; 
but this grant was voided, an,d William 
Grant appears to have taken no direct 
part subsequently in the fur-trade. But 
most of the Grants who embarked in 
the fur-trade appear to have been related 
to him, though the exact re1ationship is 
difficult to determine. He himself con
centrated his energies about Quebec and 
the Lower St. Lawrence, In 1770, he 
manied the widow of Chal'les Jacques 
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Le Moyne, third Baron of Longueuil; 
and his nephew, Capt. David Alexander 
Grant, married her daughter who was 
heiress to the title. In 1777, William 
Grant wa,s appointed Deputy Receiver
Ger.eral of Quebec; and in 1778, he was 
appointed a member of the Legis!ative 
Council of the Province. In 1784, he was 
relieved of his duties as Deputy Receiver. 
General, because of s·erious deficiencies 
in his accounts; and he was not ap· 
pointed to the Legis lative Council of 
Lower Car:ada on its creation in 1791. 
From 1792 to his deat~, however, he 
represented the Upper Town of Quebec 
in the Legislative As-sembly of Lower 
Canada. He purchased a ,large number 
of Seigneuries along the banks of the 
St. Lawrence, and he had extensive in
terests in Quebec, near which, at St. 
Roch, he had a large house. But he 
evidently died insolvent, for after his 
death, his Seigneuries were put up to 
auction. He died at Quebec on October 
6th, 1805. (William Grant, Nova Fran
cia, 1927) (E,s.says in Canadian History, 
Toronto, 1939). 

Richard Dobie: merchant, was born 
in Scotland .about 1731, and came to 
Canada about 1772 ( ? ) . In 1885, he 
wa,s deS'cribed as "the principal mer
chant and inhabitant" of Montreal. He 
died in Montreal on March 25th, 1805. 
(R. Campbell, A History of the Scotch 
Presbyterian Church, St. Gabriel Street, 
Montreal, 1887) . 
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OPICALS 
ANY SUIIJ.ECT A TO Z 
(I) No need to buy •• enffre 

Mt to 9 el ONE STAM,. 
(2) Ovor 100,000 varieties to flll 

your needs. 
(J) Bulldln,; Toplcel Collectlon1 

for over 2.0 y .. n . 
(◄) Why not • •k for en •PP•OV· 

al seloctlon todoy? 
Now !11uH , Old luuH, Toplu l 
Covers. Wont Udo, Hendboob, 
>.lbum.....Complele Toplcet S.r• 
vice. 

WARREN W. KING 
(" King of Topical," ) 
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