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the sort now adverted to.  One’s own personal experience or participa-
tion in & scries of events may aid in correcting misstatements on
certain points : but, to be of substantial and permanent value, a wriiten
yecord should be made at the time of or soon after their oceurrence.
To delay making that record until, perhapg, years have elapsed, or to
Jeave it for a future geseration to supply, is 1o weaken the character
of such evidence. and cause it to assume more or less that of mere
rumour.

In offering these last observations, we have had in view more partic-
alarly the difliculties whicli must cucompass any attempts at preseut to
get at the correct history of events which have transpired in this country
during the past fifty or sixty years, until at least all the available
written aud printed records are looked up, collected and arranged, and
their evidence sifted, as well as weighed in conjuncticu with the con-
flictingr testimony ol eye-witnesses and participators still living or
recently decensed.  Ifi however, we limit our ideas of the nature of
tradition as consisting of oral testimony transmitted from father to son,
or from individuals of one generation to thosze of another, we have
numerous instances in the history off Canada, as well as that of other
countries, shewing s uncertain character when uot supporied by
written records. Delievig this to be a point of sore moment in con-
nection with our leading subject, one or two examples are cited.

We have a fair instance in English Histery of the account to which
traditional evidence mighi have been tnrned i it veere in all cases good
for much. It is that of the Parr family. Thowmas Parr was born in
1483, and lived till 1635, attaining to the prodigious age of’ 152 years.
He haid a gon who died at 113, a grandson who lived to be 110, and a
great-grandson who died on September 21st, 1757, aged 124 years.
The period between the birth of Thomas Yarr aud the death of his
great-grandson, Robert, comprehended the space of 274 vears. Bt
old Parr, when he was brought to Loudon in 1639, to be presented to
King Charles I., although then jn good healih, aud ia full possession of
his meuntal faculties, seems to nave had very little to impart respecting
the events which had occurred in the course of his protracted lite ; nor
are we informed that any of his long-lived descendants ever contributed
anything to the existing stock of knowledge. ‘Fhomas, however.
seems 10 have been quite uncdueated and illiterate ; and il the same
were the case with his descendantz down to Robert, the great-grandson.
we might, perhaps, be atlowed to infer that defective tntelligenee was
a canse of the fosx of so fair an epportanity of illustrating the nature
and vidue of orzl tradition.  Nor do we tind in Canadian History that
the stock of kuowledge was substantially inereased by the aged ire-
quois woman who is reported to have come on a visit to Quebee about
the year 1712, when she was 138 years old. This venerable person is
said to have aflforded, by her visit, immense gratification to the jumates
of the Ursuline convent, who beheld in her one who was of mature age
when Champlain ruled jn Canada, and who, they judged, must have
received from eye-witiesses belonging to her own tribe accounts of the
first arrival of theiv 1cundress, Madame da la Pelrie, as well as of



