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ness of tie Records iii the' Re!,,istres
Civils is known. It is a portion of French
national life for the naie of every
Roman Catholic child to be inscribed
in their piges Cliamplain's naine does
not appear. 'l'lie inference is p)laini
that lie 'vas baptized a Huguenot."
By the way is this argumient logical? If
Chaniplain's narne does not appear in the
î>arislî register is there but one conclusion
to be drawn, vii. that hie vas baptized a
H-uguenot? Are we flot equally at liberty
to infer that lie wvas i.,)t baptized at all?
But apart froni this we would like to kno%%'
wvhence Mr. Kingsford derived such infor-
miation. W7here is tie register froin wvhich
Clianîplain's naine is miissing? Would our
historian be surprised to learn that no
register bas lieen found of the parish of
BýrouagYe wlicre Clhamplain wvas born, of a
date earl ier tI- an 15 90,or about twventy years
after tie Iatter's birth? Has lie ever read
I)elayant's 'Notice sur Samiuel Cham plain.'

Furtiier on iii the saine history wve find
the 'vords :" Chiamplain is carefuil to tell
tîs thaÉ lie wvas engaged for sonie years iii
the armiy of Henry IV. under 'Marshal
d'Auinont and otiier leaders of that
side ... ... D'Aurnont wvas a Huguenot
and ilayed a distinguislied part in the
battie of Ivry fought inl 1590." Mr. Kings-
ford apparently wvould, have us infer that
Chanmplain was a Protestant because lie
sexved in th2 arniy of Henïy IV. If so,
how~ does he explain Champlain's reîîîain-
ing in the samne service after H-enry liad
mnade a public abjuration of Protestantism ?
Could lie blaîîîe us if w~e should set up
the latter --,.cumistanice as a proof that
Chanmplainx was not a Protestant ? But
in regard to that battle of Ivry, perhaps
Mr. Kinigsford does flot know that it 'vas
not wvon by Huguenots alone Were
there not Catlîolics and Protestants on
both sides in that encounter; owing to
the fact that there 'vas at stake, flot înerely
a question of religion, but also one of
stuccession ?

TIhe next statemient to be remarked is
relative to, Champlain's marriage. It i-
generally believed that Helene Boullé
'vas a Huguenot before !îer inarriage witb
Champlain. When tbe coritract wvas made
she was but twvelve years o-1 age, and on
accounit of ber youtb wvas to 'vait two
years longer before rnar.ying. But the
ivriter in question adds, "No record of

lus miarriagye lias been found in the
Regý,istres C-ivils." 'l'lie Jegistrei Civils
apparently have great force witlî MNf.
Kingsford. We have shiovn that bis argu-
ment derived fromn this quarter with regard
to Chianplaiti's l)aptisn is flot tenable:
Here again bis argunient is wveak. If Mr.
Kingsford will take tlîe trouble to look
up miarriage records of Cliamplain's time,
lie will find tlîat in mîost cases tue miarriage
contract was îreserved in place of any
formiai registration of thc naines of the
mîarried couple, as is now custonîary. So
thiat as w~e have Chanplain's marriage con-
tract, it is reasonable to infer that lus case
wvas thiat of tlîe iajority. But once for ail let
us i,îforîn Mr. Kingsford that eýen did tue
Reg,ýistres Civils exist at the tinie of Chain-
plaiii's birtlî, aîid wvere it tlîe ctîstomi to
record *narniages in the sanie, ls argu-
nient wvould still be wveak, for wve find to-
day as ivell as centtries back, a goodly
i2uînber of Catlîolics, of 'vbose baptisrn or
niarriage tliere is no record.

Continuing, tlîe hiistonian says: "Those
%vere not -lie days of civil iîarriages.
Chanmplain 'vas lîiiself a ian of severe
piety and miust have feit tlîat the religious
cereîîîoîy, according to lus fa-iili, wvas a
necessity ; s0 tlîat 'vhen tlîe îîîarriage took
place, a Protestant nîinister nmust have
cfficiated." These sentences, wve lîardly
thiiîk, 'vece nicant as an argument to prove
Chianiplainî's Protestantisin, for t he 'vords,
Ccaccorcling to lus fati"suppose thuat lie
wvas already a Protestant. If, howvever,
they wvere desigmîed as such an argumnt,
tlieir autlior falîs into tlîaL nîost dangerotîs
of fallacies -the circuldus vitiosits. But if
on the other hand MI-r. Kingsford is satis-
fied of luis having already proved bis point,
wve refer lîiimî to the contract, since he bas
mnentioned it. Let biîîî read that docunment
and give us lus explanation of sone wvords
contaiped therein. How does lue explain
the expression, "4si Diée et notre mere
l'R!glise s'y accordenit."- Wlîat di4 Chani-
plain mean by "our nother the Churclh?"
It reniains a fact at any rate tluat this is a
very conîmon Catholic phrase.

\Ve bave said tlîat Madaine Champlain
wvas a Huguenot before ber marriage.
But whiat of ber aftervards ? Mr. Kings-
ford averts a serious difflculty, wvhen, later
on in bis wvork be declares that she is
lost to history after ber retutn to, France ii
1624. He migbt have added tbat she


