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*could niake tlin ail out, as iridulging in a
play of fancy. After ail, we know the facts
of Ihistorv only tiirough the autlîority of
others. And does Mr. Kingsford ima2gine
that wve are to set aside as a "fa-nciful
state~ment " what others have said on this
mnatter, siml)ly because lie tells us to do
so ? Officiai or not, this act of Champlain
,i building a Catholic Church speaks'

poorly for his Huguenotie convictions.
But Mr. Kingsford praises l'Abbé Laver-

*diere's '-honesty, fidelity, and ability."
Let hitu read this author more carefully
and he wili find in himi words confirinatory
-of the opinion that Chamiplain's action
wvas the fulfihnent Qi a vow. Let himr
read Ferland's history, a work coin-
niended as an authority on the early history
-of Canada. There too hie will find a
corroboration of that opinion. I trans-
-rribe Ferland's wvords wvhiclh are almnost
exactly those of Laverdiere:- 'Il)ans le
temps que Champlain était forcément
retenui en France par suite de l'expedition
des Kertk, il avait promis que, s'il rentrait
à Québec, il érigerait une chapelle sous le
vocable de Notre Dame de .Recouvr-ance ;il
accomplit sou voeu, l'année même de
-son retour."ý

Frecîuent mention is made of Champlain
attending mass and religious services with
the Recollets. Mr. Kingsiord saw the
difficuhty and tried to explain it away in a
quiet manner. Once he says :"He
<Champlain)attended the religilous services
of the Recollets, ile on/y religionts services
lie could attend.:' But ;vhen the Recollet
Frère Sagard (a1lvays called Père by Mr.
Kingsford) arrived at Quebec the
historiaîî says : "He at once entered the
chapel as lus feelings suiggested." Why
.assign such different motives to the two

m2n for entering the Catholic idlaces of
wvorship)? ElIsewvli-re Mr. Kingsford
recordi that Chamiplain tookc Father
L-ileniant as the director of his conscience;
that Father Le jeune preachied liis funeral
sermion ; and thiat six years aftervards
Father Raynmbault %vas i)uried b2side himi.
Strange f.icts these, if Chiamiplairi were a
Protestanft.

MNany other instances ,igifhlt be
adduced of assertions made by Mr.
Kingsford in bis history, wvhich do flot
quite cimei in with the idea that the
fouinder of Quebec wvai a Huguenot.
But sufficient have b2en p:iinted out for
our pîîrposc Before closing iiowever,
let us liear wvhat Mr. \Vindsôr, a Plrotestant
and librarian in Harvard, lias to say
on the mnatter under discussion : Wýhat-
ever," lie says, «" the religion 'vhich rocked
his cradle, Champlain as an historical
character, undubitably stands as the chami-

,plion of the Roman Church."
And now w~e leave it to the good

judgnient of our readers to decide the
question, to, what religion did Champlain
helong ? Mr. Kingsford, %ve imnagine, bas
not done mluch to establish the -reat
Frenchnian's Protestantismi. WTe canrne
understand how to any intelligent reader
he should seemi to do so, for, we take it,
most people wvill admit with us that his
arguments are rather ingenious than con-
vincing'. The z. '.empt of Canada's latest
historian miay prompt otbers to pursue a
similar course ; but in the end truth wvil
prevail and nmen, looking through the
sp)ectacles of impartiality, wvii1 believe the
earliest and more universal testimony, and
wvonder how anyone could have been led
astray l)y the caprice of sectarian selfish-
ness.
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