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Mr. de Champlain was, beyond contradictfon, a man of 1635-6.
merit, and may well be called THE FATHER oF NEW FRrANCE. ~—v—
He had good sense, much penetration, very upright views, Champlain.

and no man was ever more skilled in adopting a course in
the most complicated affairs. What all admired most in
him was his constancy in following up his enterprises ; his
firmmess in the greatest dangers ; a courage proof against
the most unforeseen reverses and disappointments ; ardent
and disinterested patriotism ; a heart tender and compas-
sionate for the unhappy, and more attentive to the inter-
ests of his friends than his own; a high sense of honor,
and great probity. His memoirs show that he was not
ignorant of any thing that one of his profession should
know ; and we find in him a faithful and sincere historian,
an attentively observant traveller, a judicious writer, a
good mathematician, and an able mariner.

But what crowns all these good qualities is the fact,
that in his life, as well as in his writings, he shows himself
always a truly Christian man, zealous for the service of
God, full of candor and religion. He was accustomed to
say, what we read in his memoirs, “ that the salvation of
a single soul was worth more than the conquest of an
empire, and that kings should seek to extend their domain
in heathen countries only to subject them to Christ.”™ He
thus spoke, especially to silence those who, unduly preju-
diced against Canada, asked what France would gain by
settling it. Our kings, it is known, always spoke like
Champlain on this point; and the conversion of the
Indians was the chief motive which, more than once, pre-
vented their abandoning a colony the progress of which
was so long retarded by our impatience, our inconstancy,
and the blind cupidity of a few individuals. To give it a
more solid foundation, it only required more respect for
the suggestions of Mr. de Champlain, and more season-
able relief on the part of those who placed him in his
position. The plan which he proposed was but too well
justified by the failure of opposite maxims and conduct.



