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The differences batween Bishop Laval and Frontenac, on the subject of the
sale of brandy to the Indians, have been treateà at large by the writers of Cana-
dian history. Charlevoix (Paris 1711, Tome 1, p. 454), says that the Bishop, clergy
and missionaries complained of it, but that the secret had been discovered of how
to persuade the King'8 Conneil, that the trade WaB absolutely necessary to attach
the natives to French interests, that the abuses, regarding which the ecclosiastics-
made so much noise, wore, if not attogether imaginary, at lea8t greatly exaggerated,
and that thoir zoal iu this regard was only used as a protext for persecuting those
Who prevented thora from ruling over the country and for obtaining thoir rocall.
Du Chesneau, Who bad intervened in support of the Bishop's representations, was
sharply told by Colbert that it was not the Intendant's business to interfère in matý-
tors of this kind, and that before prohibiting the settlers from engaging in the
traffic, the reality of the crimes allegod. to spring from it should be ascortained.
Ferland (Cours d'Histoire, Quebec, 1865, part II, p. 105), says that in 1676, the
Bishop sont M. Dadouyt, one of his Grand Vicars, to France to obtain a renowal of
the prohibition, that alroady issued having been completely diregarded, and at note
0 will be found the report made to Bishop Laval by M. Dadouyt, giving full details
of Me communications with Colbert. The document which forms part Of the col-
lection In Laval University, Queboo, bas been copied and oertified by the Rév. Mr.
Bbàanme, the copy being depo8it.ed amonî the Archives haro. As the naine of
Dudouyt is, in the general histories of Canada, mentioned only by Fýer1and, it may
not be out of Place to My that ho arrived in Canada according tO the Lùte Chrono.
logique des Evéqàsàc., (Quebec, 1834) lalong with Laval in June, 1669j andfinally
loft in November, 1689. Ile had for several year8, charge of the parishes in th e
district of Beaupré, and in 1672, succeeded. M. de Lauzon as sa'perior to the

nans.

The dates of arrival and departure given in the Lr4te just quoted are entitled
to consideration, but one, if iiot both appear to be stated in error. G limpses are
caught of Dadouyt in the Journal des JaWte3, in which we find him in Jannary,
1663, saying maso; in 1664 invited to dine with the Governor in company with
the Bisbop, and on the 4th of October, 1665, so near death that ho received tËe
laet Sacramento.

It sooms probable that ho c4me with Bishop Laval to Queboo ila 1659, as it is
etate1d, in a short notice Of his lièe - in Notice Biographique de 1,aval, by RW. B.
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