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The Jesuits at Onondaga, 1656-1658

Abstract

Tﬁé*ﬁggﬁigwggétlement at Onondaga in 1656 has been little ccensidered
by historians of New France, This thesis is an attempt to look afresh
at the mission and to set it azainst the background of the Jesuits! wide
interests and far-ranging activities in New France before the imposition
of royal government. |

Such conclusions as have been drawn about the mission have been based
largely on the Jesuits' own account of it, given in the Relations: this
is the starting-point of the present enquiry, but objections to the
simplistic picture that it offers are also raised. A survey of the
eccnonic pesition of New France in the 1650's follows (Chapter II), and
Jesuit involvement in matters like the securing of a charter for the
Communaute des Habitants inevitably comes to our notice in this context,
Next the relations between Jesuits and Iroqois before 1656 are examined,
and several important points emerge: contacts between the two groups
before this date were as often based on commerce as on evangelism; the
Jesuits acted in the early days of Few France in the closes collaboration
with the temporal authorities, so that the two are often indistinguishable
in their aims and methods; and contacts were initiated more often by the
French than by the Iroqois - which is interesting in view of the statement
in the Relations that the Jesuits settled in Oncndaga only after years of

pleading by the Irogois.



- iii -

There is plentiful evidence of clerical involvement in the fur
trade of New France, and this is summarised in Chapter IV. The foriunes
of the perty in Onondaga are viewed in rél&tion to developments in the
political life of the colony in the mid-1650's. It is noticeable that
the Jesuit retreat tock place just as their influence in ruling circles
atl Quebec was being severely challenged. Finally, the changed role of
the Jesuits in Wew France after 1658 is considered, and the Onondaga
missicn placed in perspective at a high point -- perhaps the highest —

of Jesuit influence in New France in the seventeenth century.




- iv -

TABLE OF CONTENTS

ABSTRACT

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Acknowledgements
Map

INTRODUCTION

Chapter I

The Onondaga mission according to
the Relations.

Chapter II.

The economic position of New France
in the 1650's.

Chapter III.
Jesuit-Iroquois relations before 1656.

Chapter IV.

Jesuit trading activity in New France.
Political developments, 1655-57.

Chapter V.

Jesuits and Iroquois after 1658.
The Onondaga Mission in perspective.

Bibliography: works cited.

ii

iv

vi

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

1

7

23

33

50

66

78



AGE}QDHE:EDGEMEI«ITS

Dre Jo Kupp, my supervisor, introduced me to the study of New
France, I am most grateful for his guidence, and for his patience
and forbegrance towards a distant and dilatory student, Dr. PuBs Roy
and the othg{_members of the committee to whom this theais was subnitted
heve also been very indulgent, and I acknowledge their assistance
with gratitude. I§y husband has constantly encouraged me from closer
at hand.
" Unlike Prancis Parkmm, I readily admit that erreors both of
fact and of judgement may bo contalned in this slim sheaf of pages:

they are all my OWn.
RUTH GOWERS

OXFORD, England.
April 1976,



Distribution of the Iroqois tribes, showing access to French and Dutch
trading points in the 1650's,

Petuns

Neutrals

' ' ¢ )
;;y{o,— gy To Montreal

Senecas ==

Oneidas -

Cayugas

ﬁ_

IROQAUQISIA

QOnondagas

Introduction ta New France

Based on M. Trudel's map showing distribution of the Huron-Iroqois group, in

{Torontos 1968),

_'!:A -



INTRODUCTIO

During the varly years of the sevonteenth century, Buropecans in
ow France and Yew Netherland were building up a trade in furs with
the native tribes of Narth Amerlea., By the 1630's a fairly well-defined
pattern of alliances had emerged; the French cbtained their supplies
of furs tlll.rough the Huron Indians, the Dutch traded ;zsﬁ:th the Iroqois%,
and one consequence of the eocnomio rivalry between the two groups
of allies was the subjection of the French settlements to sporadic
Iroqeois attacks,

About 1638, the Dutch at Fort Orange began to supply their Indian
allies wi*t;h firearms and ammundtion, and after 1640, the Iroqois atincks
on- the French end on the Huroms became more roguler and nare dangerous.
In 1649, the villageas of the Hurans were destroyed, HMany of the
inhabitants were slaughtered, but meny more wero seattered, later to
be rounded up and sbsorbed into tho population of the Irogole towms.

The Ircqois then concentrated their attention on the barassment of the
French, and letters and journalo of the 1650's recount numerous ambushes,
torturings, kidnappings end murders of Frenmch settlers by Irogois raiders.
Some of the stoutest-hearted pioncers were ready to roturn to France,

and yet in 1656, fifty Frenchmen and a number of Jesuit fathers cstablished

a camp deep in Onondaga country, built houses and a chapol and settled
dounm to trade and teach tho catechisme

® ‘The Iroqois® is the general neme given to the locse
confederation of five tribes living to the south and aost
of Lakes Erie and Ontorio at this period; the Mohawks, Oneidas,

Onondagas, Cayugas and Semccas are all referred to ms 'Irogois!
During tﬂ; seventeenth century, spelling of this name vagﬁgd 8

‘Irocois', '"Iroquois!, 'Iroqois' are all found in contemporary
documents,
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This expedition has received little attention from the historiana
of New France: Parkmen and Salone each dispose of it in & single
sentence, and it is not difficult to see why. The venture was short
lived =~ the missionaries were back in Quebec by 1658, The march to
Onondage seens little more than a heroic gesture in an age of heroic
gestures, hardly comparable with the carefully-cultivated and long-
maintained missions among the Hurons, The object of this thesis is
to examine the Onondaga mission in an attempt to demomstrate that it
doea in fact fit into a pattern, that there was a continuity and
coherence in contacts between Jesuits and Iroqois in the period before
the imposition in Canada of direct rule from France. The connecting
thread between these contacts is Jesuit involvement in the temporal
life of New France - for inatance in the illegal fur trade.

Official records can provide little evidence about the illegal
fur trade of New France, or about Jesuit involvement in such trade:
in the first place, trade between New France and New Netherland was
officially prohibited, and illegal transactions are unlikely to be
officially documented; 4in the second, the constitution of the Jesuits'
order forbade them to engage in any commercial activity, But constant
prohibitions against unregulated trading and much circumstantial evidence
made quite clear that illegal trade between French and Duteh settlers
in Worth America flourished in the seventeenth century, Oroulx estimated
that in Talom's time, 1,200,000 livres' worth of beaver from Canadian
sources was being sold each year on the markets of Fort Orange and
Beston. VWhen one considers the stringent comtrols that were almost
continuously applied to the fur trade of New France, and the adventurous
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and acquisitive character of many of those involved in .the trade, it
is hardly surprising that they shculd have sought - and found — more
profitable markets than those offieially open to them,

It is not surprising either to find indications that the Jesuits
vere involved in commercial activity in New France. They were. involved

carrying out their pastoral and missiocnary work they acted as

ol =

educntows_ggg_g;p;gge;q.mgqbgagadpra and administrators. The Jeosuit

P —— i e
-y

_;;ilage of Quebec was the only institution of its kind in the colony,
.Thé names of Jesuits are associated with the exploration of Hudsen Bay
and the Missisaippl, and Jesuit ermissaries spoke to assemblies of
Indian elders in' the name of “Cnontio and all the French'. .The
Jesuit Superior had a saat'on the Couneil of Quebee and a say in the
financial affairs of the Commnity of Habitants, And besides their
activities within the colony, the Jesuits also spread word of the
achieverents and aspirsticns of the colonists through the Relationg,
published annually in Prance from 1632 to 1673.* These remarkable
documents, part newspaper, part charitable appeal, part evangelical
propaganda sheet, provide one of our best sources of information on
every espect of life in New France,.

The fur {rade absorbed a large portion of the energies of the
setilers in New France, and it provided the economic basis for the
very survival nf the colony. ﬁhan the Jesults were so deeply involved
in all other aspects of the settlers' lives, it would be hard for

* Communications from the missions were also published in
France before and efter these dates, but not regularly,
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contact-
then to cscape,with this ane. And for all tholr diveraity

of interest, they had aolways one fundamental objective: the conversiom
of the Indians, . The accomlt'a in the Relations and elscwhere of
tho forrible sufferings of- the Fathera in the pursuit of this end
leave no doubt of their sinceritys As long as the French coly
on the Seint Lawrence survived; the opportunity o save the souls
of the Indians TFerained, and the Jesulto acted vherce they could to
cnsure that their missions would survives It has more than
.once bzen pointed out that in spite of the wide divergence between the
s exalfed gvangelical aims of the missionaries and those of the fur

: -i;mdera anxious eimply for quick profits, the Indiang were at the

. cen‘bre of both sots of interests.
| The Indiens with whom the Jesuits in New Fra.nce vere lmgest
and‘nost closely associated were the Hurans, the 'gocd Indims' of
the popular historical imagination.: The Irogols live in contemporary
acco.unta of life in Yew France and in the writings of historians
of widely-differing outlock =~ both Parkmon and Salone, vho has
| been described as "l‘hnt:,!,.Parkmgn", for inotance — o8 near-mansters
6f inhuman savagery.. This is the image that siands in the wey of
" any proper assesomont of the mission of 1656, The Jesuits wore
not offering themselves fn.'r.- martyrdom when they soitled among the
Irogois, but vere pursuing & 11.né of policy carefully formulated
by the Guebee authorities.” When they were appaaliné for funds
from Franco it may have sulfed the nmigsionaries to represent the
Iroqois as bloodwthirsty Bavagea threatening the exzistence of the
French colomy, bui in their day-to-day dealing with the Five
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Nations, the French were quite prepared to treat them as equal
partners in diplomacy.

The Jesuits' explanation of the origins of the settlement
appears in a letter from Father Le Mercier to his Superior in Paris
written in 1656: the Iroqois, he says, 'for over three years
constantly sent presents and embassies to ingratiate themselves
with us, and to solicit us to make peace', until the Jesuits could
no longer refuse their emtreaties that the 'black robes' should come
to live among them and instruoct them, There are factors in the
general situation of New France at this time which point to
additional motives, The French colonists had lost their
middleman in the fur trede with the elimination of the Hurons in
1649, and the prosperity of the fur trade was vital for the nll»bnm,g_\?
of the coleny., Jean de lLauson, the Governor who took office in
1651, was determined to increase the profits of the trade, if only
to provide comfortable positions for his family and to line his |
pockets, He was also a close associate of the Jesuites., There
is ample evidence that the Jesuits in New France had an interest
in commercial matters - without the fur trade they would have had
insufficient material resocurces to carry on their spiritual endeavoure.
A mission to the Irogois would certainly provide valuable opportunities
for evangelisation; that it could aleo bring trade to the French
colony, and perhaps at the expense of the Iroqois' Duteh trading
allies, cannot have escaped the missionaries' notice.

The following chapters seek to show that Le Mercier's account
of the founding of the Onondaga mission may be true, but that it
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gives only part of the truths Vhen an attempt 1s made to put
together a more rounded version of the story, the dJesuits emerge
not only as leepers of the consciences of New France, but also as

diplomats, politicilans and traders.



e Opnondega mi or 0 lations

The Jesuits® mission among the Onondaga was established only
after years of cautious negotiation by the French, An account of
these diplomatic preparatiome will illustrate the nature of the
relationship between French and Iroqois in the period before the
impositicn of royal government in New F'rance.l

On 26 June 1653, sixty Onondaga Iroqois appeared at Montreal,
"oalling out that they wers sent on behalf of their whole ¥atiocn
to learn whether the hearts of the Frensch would be inclined to peaca".2
The Jesuit Superior in Quebec, Fathor Le Hercier, reporting this
and subsequent Irogois peace overtures in the Relation for 1652-3,
was surprised and perplexed by theme He was inclined to welcome
the apparent Iroqois change of heart as an opportunity for spreading
the Faith far more widely than had previously been possible in New
France, yet memories of Iroqois treachery and deception made it
difficult for him to trust the peacc-seeking ambassadors. He
remarked in a letter to his Father Provincial in France that '"we hope

against all hope".>

l, 7The main source for this account is the Jesult Relations

a ied Doguments edited by ReG. Thwaites (73 vols,
Cleveland: 1897~ 5.

2. Relations XL, 89.
3« Ibid., 77. The letter prefaces the Relation of 1652-3,
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Clearly his suspicien wes shared by others outside his Order,
The Governor of Honireal, "prudently distrusting® the Onondagas,
4$0ld them that their previous treachery made him suspeet their sincerity
in proposing peace, and that if they really wished for am allimnce
they must go to {uchec %o spsak with Honsieur de Lauzon, "Governor
of the whole country“.4
The Cnondagas did proceed to Quebec, where they exchanged presenta
with representatives of the French goverament and a peace treaty was
agreed on. The Cayugas shorily aftervards sleo requested paace.s
Tho Mohawks remained hostile, however, and continued their
aonstant harassment of the French settlemente. They were audacious
raiders: in May they had swrrounded é group of Frenchmen in a
field near Three Rivers and killed two of them vhile Lauzon was
raying an official visit to the town.ﬁ In Auvgust, they besieged Three
Rivers with over five hundred 'wnrriors.7 but the siege ended happily
for the French. The besiegers sent a party with e white flag "to
parley and to treat of peane".a The Relations offer more than

one oxplauation for this turn of events. The military commander's

4« Relatioms XL, 163=5,

5. Ibid., 91. 4s proof of their goodwill, they informed
the French of tha Mohawks! plan to besicge Three Riveras.

6. Ibide, 10l. In the following two weeks the MNohauks made
two further raids, killing and kidnapping both Freoch
and Hwrcng.

7' M- [ ] 113.

8‘. Ik)id|| 169.
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account of the engagemont rentions that Huron allies of the Fronch,
anzious for news of friends and relatives capbured by the Irogois,
began fratornising with tho ememy, so that "in o shart tims thore
was nothing to be seen but conferences and interviewm betweon
Irogeis and Hurct_;s“rg " This paey have porouaded the Ircqoie that
thoir peace overtures would be accepted, and that they had more to
gain from nogotintions than from further fighting and posoible 1ces
of men. They wére a.lao‘ informed in their parleys with the Huroms
of the capture of gome Iroqois ab Honmtreal; they had French captives
who uo:na"be exchanged for their warriors if conditicne wore peasoceful,

Le Hercior soys in his summinge-up that the Mohawks simply gave in because
they mé; more resistance than they expec'ked.lo A% any rate, the
'prospect of peace with tho most implacable of thelr Irogels enomles
seemdd to the Prenoh truly hoaven-gont, 1Le Morcier optimistically
headed the final chapter of his Rolation "The door clased to the
Goapel seoms to be open wider than evex", Ho looked forward to
the establishmont of a Jesult residence at a site offered by the
Onondngas, Yof their own accord", and asked for voluntcers from
France to aesist with this great end holy undertaking,:t

After the preliminary peace negotiations of 1653, Oncndaga
envoys returzed to Quobec in February 1654, end further
consultations were hold which seemed %o bring firm agreement near.

“Bui_;". reparted Lo Mercier sadly, "a derk night followed upon a

9 ERelations XL, 113,
10. Ibid., 169, '
11, Ibid., 219-21,
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beautiful day"; the French were informed by the Hurcms that the
Iroqois were intriguing to break the Franco-Huron allianoa.12
Both Cnondagas and Mohawks were trying to persuade the survivors
of the destruction of Huronia to make Fhﬂir homes with them, and
the Hurons bogged the French for advice.t” The steps that the
French took to settle the difficulty, temporarily at least, show
their customary caution in Indian diplomacy. ‘They told the
Ircqois that they would be glad to send "black robes™ to live anong
them, but thot the plan could not be carried out immediately; and
they advised the Hurons to tell the Irogois that "if would be boest
4o communicate to the French their hithertu-aeoret design, without
letting it appear that there had been a desire to conceal anything

from them". The Irogois agrsed.14

The French thus gainsd time
to discover how sincere the Iroqcis! desire for peace resally was,
without either committing themselves to immedimte action or giving!
the iroqols cauae for suspicion.

The following weeks were peaceful, but in April 1654, a French

purgecn whe was out hunting near ¥omtreal was captured by a4 band of

12, Relations XLI, 55.

13, Relaticae A1, 59, Part of the Hurons' plea to "Onantio"
for advice is recorded by Le Mercier in these wordm: "We
have been dead for four years, ever since our country was
laid waste «ae Wo live only in thee, we see only through
thy eyes, we breathe only in thy person; and our readoning
is without reason, except in so far as thou glveat it to ua";
elearly the Burwns were too demoralised by defeat and dependency
to mako any deeision about the Ireoqois propesals for themselves,

14, Ibid., 61.
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Oneidas, The French were much alarmed. The inhabitents of Montreal,
Three Rivers and Queble,c were all warned to prepare their defences.15 :
A group of Onondagas who arrived in Montreal soon afterwards, however,
expreassed shock and surprise at news of the capture, and a "Captain"
of the band offered himself as a hostage until the Frenchman was
retu:med.- His companions went off to secure the release of the
prisoner, who wes duly delivered, with twenty wampum collers and
rnany apologies from Cneidas, Onondagas, Cayugas and Senecas alike.ls
. The fears of the French settlers appsared groundless, though
contemporary accounts make clear their continuing mistrust of the
proferred friendship of the Iroqois.17 The escort of the released
Frenchuan repeated their natiome® desire for peace, and their
invitetion to the "black robes" %o settle among them,

In July 1654, a Jesuit did et out to the country of the
Iroqois. Their demands were becoming more pressing, 30 Lauzon

appointed a missionary oxfperienced in -dealing with the Indians to

15, Ibid., 69, "Thers we were. .again exposed to the torrors
of a fresh war, and expecting a hostile army".

16. Relations XLI, Tl=3,

17, Many Iroqois of various nations appeared at Montreal
and Three Rivers during the winter of 1653=-4, bringing
presents and assurances of goodwill, Two Frenchmen
who volunteersd to spend the winter with the Mohawks
were returned safely in the spring of 1654, and their
escort, tho celebrated Flemish Bastard, brought with
him letters "from the Captain of Fort Orange in Hew
Holland and from some Dutch tradesmen, who all aosured
us that, now they really saw a disposition for Peace on
the part of the savaged allied to them" (Relations XLI, €5)¢
these according to Le Hercier helped to dissipate French
fearn a little.
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act as French ambassador -~ Father Simon Le }ioyne.le He left
Quebes vith a2 party of Oncndagas and travelled with them through
Iroqois villages, making svesches and presenting glfts in the
nane of Onontio, "great Captain" of the French.]'9 Not even this
gesture of goodwlll was satisfactory t0 all the Irogois; a party
of Mohawks came to Quebec soon after Le Moyne's departure with the
Onondagns, and their spokespan ob,jected)that. by going to Cnondaga,
the French were entering the oabin of the Five laticns "by the
roof and through the chimmey", tVere they not afraid, the
HMohavwks deranded, to be blinded by the smole, or t{o fall from the
ceiling?2° The rhetoric does not disguise the Mohawks' real
enger and jealousys and the spesch illustrates the delicacy of
the French position -~= it seemed that any move they made was
bound to provoke hostility in one direction or another, Lauzon
told the Mohawks that "Ondesonk" would visit them too, i1f he could
be overtaken on the road and instructicns to this effect delivered,
He had too much of a start, however. The Mchawks as a result
of %this slight sent no official ambassadors to Le Moyne's parleys

at Onondaga. "An Anniehronnon vho by good luck happened to be

18, Le HMoyne had spent the years 1638-49 anmcng the Hurons,
and was an accomplished Indian linguiast; see Leon

Pouiliot's article in Dictionery of Canedisn Biosraphy
I {Toronto: 1966). '

19, Seo le Hoyne's Journal of his travels in the Irogeis
country, Relations XLI,



-13 -

rresent® did join the consultations on at least one occasion.al

but his nation was not included in the general professions of
peace and goodwill which closed the meotings., Le Hoyne was
assured by the representatives of the remaining nations that
“the Anniehronnons would doubtless follow the others; and that
therefore I was to be of good cheer, since I bore with me the
welfare of all the land".22

Le Moyne's summary of the decisions made in his conferences
with the Iroqois certainly sounds cheerful, A site was decided
upon for the new French settlement: 1t was agreed that the Iroqois
should come to fetch the settlers in the canoes, leaving acme
little girls with the Ursulines; and Le Hoyne himself was to
winter with the Iroqois as a further indication of goodwill.23

Le Moyne returned to Fontreal in September with news of
these agreemsnts, but the French authorities still moved cautiously.
The following September, two Jesuit Fathers, Dablon and Chaumont,
wore sent to Onondaga, "ae Anmbassadors rather than as Preachers

of the Goapel".a4

Tor a time the Onondagas seemed to be appeased
by this arrangement, but on the last day of February 1656 the
Fathers were told that unless a Fronch settlement were established

irmediately, the peace would be broken. After somé difficulty

21, Ibid.. 1130
22, Ibid., 101.

23, QRelations XLI, 135,

24, [Relations XLIII, 297, The remark is taken from the
Relation of 1656~7, which was edited in Paris by
Le Jeune.
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in obtaining a guide (it was the beginning of the humting sesswm),

2 It s

Dablon returned to Quebec to deliver the wltimatum,
carcfully considered by the Governmor and the Jesuits, who were
"oxtremely perplexed", and "awere that falsehood, deceit and )
troachexry were almost ag natural to these people as life itself".zs
They decided eventually that the presence of a party of French
among the Iroqois might pacify the Indians sufficiently to save
the rest of the settlers from thoir anger.>! When Dablon rojoined
Chaounonot at Onmmdaga in July, he vas accompanied by Father Le liercier,
the Jesuit Superior at Quebee, and two other Jesuitas, two lay
brothers, and £ifty "waliant Frenchmon® .28

At last thore was a French gettlement in Irogeis country.
Fron thelr btnge at Onondage the Jeenils set out to preach to the
other Iroqoeds notioms, and they reported an enthuwsiagtic weleome
wherever they woent. The Relation for 1656-7 noted that "there
io not a single family in Onnentaghe which does not welocws us

vith joy, and is not pleased to hear us apeak of our mysteriog",
and contained chapters on successes among the Senccas and &naic}aa,zg
In a lefter 4o the Jesult Frovincial in Fraunce wriften in June 1656,

Lo Morcior admitied that the Mobauks. did not show the friendliness

25. [Relations XLIT, 201-5. /
26, ;zole{gm;g XLIII, 127,

27. Relations XLIII, 129-31.

28, Relations XLII, 217,

29, Relptiona XLIV, 433 chaps. 17, 18.
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of the other Irogois, but added that "we far prefor to have them
alone for enemies than the four [ other Iroqoig7 Kations together"
-- and Lo Mercier was enthusiaatic about the progress of the
missionaries among the other i'our.3o
Loss than tvo years after this optimiastic report, on 25 April
1658, the following brief entry appeared in the Journal deg Jesuites:
"$he mission of Onontaggrwas broken upe All our fathers, brathren

and Frenchmen who were there arrived at Quebes, about 5 o'cleck

in the evening“.31 Elsewherec in the Relaticms we find accounts

of the Frenchren's tense last days among the Irogois, With
their Indian hosts becoming increasingly hostile and likely to
turn on them et any woment, the Jesuits gnd their companions
managed to conatruct in secret two flat-bottomed boats and eight
canoceg to transport themselves to safety. On the suggestion

of a young Frenchman, the Indians were invited to an "eat-all®
feast prepared by the French, and were so stuffed with food that
they fell into deep sleep. The French selzed their opportunity,
slipping their boats into the water - the winter ice was only
just breeking up « and making their way with great difficulty to

HMontreal, where they arrived on April %rd after two weeks® ;',u:uz:*ney.52

30. Ibid., 65.

31. Ibid., S5, '

32, They left Cnondaga on Harch 20th., See letters of Father
Rameau. Belationa XLIV’ 153ff.| 175"833 also ibido’
217, 221. The boy who thought of inviting the Indians
to a feast may have been Hadisason: see Grace Lee Nute,

Caesars of the Wilderness (New York: 1943), 55,



Father Lo Moyme zsde another jowrney to the country of the
Onondages in 1661, and the Relations spoke hopefully of "the rensued

opening of those fine Iroqois nd.ssions“.33

Host references to
‘ the Irogeis in the Rdlations of the early 1660's, however, were
| concorned with the cruslty and barbarism of these old enemles
of the French, and with the terror they were spreading anong
other Indian nations. 1In 1661, Lo Jewme reported: ¥“The panic
is seid to have spread even to the Sea-coast whither we were
going, and whither these barbarians fully intend this yoar to
extend their cruelty, in order to push their conguests as far toward
the North as they have done, of late yoars, toward the South“.%
.He concluded that the Mohawks were such & renace to the peace
and woll-baing of New France that “their sacrifice st the hands of
France, ag being the seorifice of irreconcilable enermies of the
Faith and of the French, seoms now $o bo the will &f divine Juatice .35
~In 1662, Jerome Lelement described the Iroqols as "the hardest and
“heaviest? cross of the miny that the French setilers in America
had to bear.% His conclusions wore similar to Ie Jeume's:
"Only the sitrong arm, present and effective, can securely bind
thoir hands®, and he rejoiced at the news that help was to be

33, Rolationg XIVII, 67: for Le Hoyne's roport of his
riesion, see ibid., 69-63,

34, Relations XLVI, 291,
35, Helations XLVII, 113,

36, Lotter %o Pather Provineisl of France, 1B Sepiember
1662; Relations XLVIX, 217. '
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sent from France to put dowm the Hohawka.s'r The Ircqois once '
rore appear as the perfidious barborians vwhose ects of cruelty
wero 86 frequontly doseribed in the Relations of the 1640's and
early 1650's.

Even while the Fremch settlers were in Onondaga, the Relations
often expressed fears for their safefy and uneasineas gbout the
real motives of the Ireqeis in recoiving the party -- and often
' roported ‘imidents which mke the uneasinesal entirely understandable.
In May 1656, ijr::r instance, & band ni‘ lohawks concealed in the A
woods above Quebec attacked the resr of a convoy of Frenchmen and
Indians on the way Ito Onondaga; the attackers explained that they
had made a rdsteke, and then proceeded down the river to pillage

38 Father Carresu received

¥French houscs and take Huron prisoners.
mortal wounds from Irogois fire when he was cauvght with somo
Alguonquins in an avbush in August 1656. He was brought 1o
Hontreal by Ircqois who 2lso carried "“two 'rlma't:ched little presents",
one to eignify their rogret at ihe acciden‘;, and the other to dry

39 ' 1n hugust 2657,

the tears and assusge the grief of the French,
another party on its way to Onondaga was discrupted and sevon Indian
allies of the French killed,*® The Jesuits; ever hopeful that

their teachings might truly find acceptance among the Ireqois,

37« QRelatioms XLVII, 217,
38. RJelationg XLVIII, 115-7.
39. Relations XLIT, 237.
40. Relations XLIV, T3,
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_ alwmys reported suecesses ecsgerly and opiimistically, but constant
incidents like these made it difficult for them to have confidence
in the Irogois' show of goodwill, Some of their remarks sound
distinetly contrived, as though they are aware that their readers
would need a great doal’ of convinoing that the old encmies of New
France sincorely desired veace., Vhen Le Mercier reported the
peaco overtures of 1653, he explained that though some msy mistrust
the Irogeis in view of thoir past vecord of treachery, there ums
an impertant distinetion to be made between previous treaties and
the present one: "I admit that we have had peace with them,
but am uncertain whether thoy have ever had it with us; for,
to toll the truth, it wms we who induced them to make peace,
urging them vith presents and in lonz cowncile”.?> Tho repert of
the hearty welcoms that the French received at Cnondege in 1656
ends on a cautiows note: "If, after all that, they betray and
massacre us, I will accuse them, not of dissimulation, but of
frivolity end inconstaney, whiohk in a short timo can change the
affection and confidonse of those Barbarians into fear, hatred
and treaohwy"‘.ﬂ The fear of treachery was not absent even
at the moment of greatest apparent friendship,

The French settlement at Onondage lasted et its greatest
numerical strength for only two years, and this is one reason
for the scent attention that it tends to receive from historians

410 I!Q'Ia Emﬂ XL. 157.
42. Relatioms XLIII, 163
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of Yew Framoe; in comporison with the Hurem mission, it appears as a
fleeting =~ and unsuwecesgful = oxporiment. There does not appear

to be much to say about it, and vhat is said is usually token from the
Jesuits' account of the nogotiations, estublichment of the missiem,

and finsl retreat. The Relatiens offer two bamic explanations of the
Iroqoist desire for pesce in 1653: one is divino providence, and the
other the fact that the westorn Irogols were involved in a war with

the Eries and wanted to avoid fighting on two froamts. The simple story
culled from the Relations is that the Iroqois wanted posce, for which
the French wore also eager, so until the Iroqois ch their minds

a Fronch misoion ves mintained among them The actions of the Fremch

43, Le Vercier's Relations of 16%52=3 and 1653=4 contain numorous
references to the divime intervention that secured peace for
the French: _0.g. gg% XL, 87, "God's hand was finally €so
heavy upen / the Irog that they sued for peace"; Bee also
ibid., 75, 85, 113, 163, and XLI, 81, 133, 135, For commonts
on the Iroqois' uar with the Eries, see Relatioms XLI, 81, 217,
Generations of historians relied prineipally on this source
far accounte of the Onondaga mission. To mention a fou, wo
night first teke Faillon, vwhose narrative wes taken mostly
from the Relatiorns, with dotails of the 'festin a tout manger?
from larie de l'Incarnation: see Hiat de la. Colonie

' Exancajse ep Canadg (Ville~lnrie: 1856-%65. II, 248~9 .
Na.tm'ally snough, tho same oources mre used by Fa.ther I(?.ochamontaiz
) 18 Nouy : : Pariss
1895 ’ II, 14155, Prancis Parkmn, m ap:lta of hia lack of .
sympathy with the Jesuits in religious matters, accepted
unquestioningly in this oese as in so others their account

of events: 8ee The 01d Regime in Canada (Londen: 1907) I, 54=95;

Parkmon concluded that "the nission of Onondage was a miserable

failure". George M. ¥rong based his account of the mission on

the same materials in The Rise and Fall of Hew France {Toronto:

1928) I, 318-32, Gustave Lanctot's referemces to the mission

in A History of Cansda (Cambridges 1963) I, 214-16, 231,

are alasc based on the Relations and Marie de 1'Incarnation:

the threat to the Irogels from the Eries is piressed, and

the eat-all feast described at some length.
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in the matter wore apparently determined by the wishea of the
Irogois.

This simple outline, however, leaves a number of points
uwnexplained, VWhy, if the French were willing t0 be directed
entirely by the wishes of their formor enemica, was there so
long o delay between the Iroqois request for pesce end the
egtablishment of a Frenoh settlemont? At no tims during their
stay at Cnondaga did Jesults and other French settlers feel that they
vere entirely welcome and completely safe, So were they in any more
danger in March of 1658 than they had been rrevicusly? The
Relation of 1656-7, compiled in Paris by Le Joune in December 1657,
included a lettor from & Jesuit in New France urging his French
Superior not to withdraw the support of the Urder from the Onondage
wispion, in gpite of the great expense involved, because of the
many oppertunities it offered for the saving of souls.‘w‘ Throe
wonths later the mission was abandomed. What was it that decided
the Jesuits that the time had come for oseape? Part of the answer
muzt be that the settlement customarily described as "the Onondage
rmission" wae built on more than tho Jeguits! aearlch. for souls.

The long end complex negotiatims that preceded the expodition of
1656 involved not only the missicmaries, but also the chief
| administrators of New France, ‘
The ‘question of tho degree o which tho Jeouita wore engaged

in temporal ag woll as apiritual business in New France is one on

44, Relations XLIV, 79.
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vhich agreement will probably never be reached; the records are
not full enough to settle the debate, and circumstantial evidence
can be variously interpreted. But it is quite clear from the
Jesuits! own account of the events of 1654=7 that in the matter
of negotiations with the Iroqgois, the missicnaries acted as agents
of the Governor of New France. Several indications of this
have already been mentioned: on his preliminary journey to the
Onondagas in 1654, Le Moyne spoke to the assembled representatives
of the Irogois in the name of Cnontio; Chaumonot and Dablon followed
"ag Ambassadors rather than as Preachera"; the ultimatum of
Pebruary 1656 was discussed by the Governor and the Jesuits before

45

a decision was reached, The Jesuits' Journal also mentione
meetings between French officials and Irogois "in our house®, and
clearly in the eyes of the Irogois the Jesults represented the

Governor, 46

The French were quite aware that the lives of the
settlers they sent to Onondaga vwere at risk — though the Relations
asgure us that there was no shortage of vcludteers.47 The Jeozuits
had already risked death among hostile tribes for the make of the
Faith, but in this case holders of temporal authority cwmsidered

the risk worth taking too: there were material gains at stake as

45. Tor references see above, pages 5, T.

46, Relations XLII, 37, 45, 47 refer to meetings; Le Koyne
on his journey of 1654 was addressed by the Irogois
spokesman as if he were in fact Onontio, and Ragueneau
in 1657 was given presents at Onondaga which were intended
for the Governor: QRelations XLI, 115; XLIII, 61.

47. Relations XLI, 135.
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woll as spiritual omsse The risks were taken for reasons which
becone clear when one examines the gensral situation of New France

at the beginning of the 1650%'s,



During the 1640's, the attacks of tﬁe Iroqols on the French
and on their Indian trading allies becare increasingly {ierce and
frequent as the Irogois sought new supplies of furs for their own
Furopean trading pertners, the Dutch. The attscks on the Hurons
culminated in 1646-9 with the destruction of thelr villages and tho
dispersal of the disp:lirited survivors, Five Jesuit missionaries were
mrtyred during the protracted Irogols offensive. New France Iﬁa&
lost ito longest-established trading ally, and the mission which tho
Jeouits regarded ae offering their best hopo of opreading the Faith
in RNorth Americe was deatroyedol

Although the lomg-term effects of the compaign were not whet the
Trogods appear to have hopod for,” their success did leave tho fortunes
—- and the morale —- of New Prance at o low ebb at the beginning of
the 1650's, The Rclations and the cormépunﬂence of Harie de

1" Inesrnation are full of accounts of murder and kidnapping by bands

1. The martyred Jesuits were Fathers Daniel, Brebeuf, Lalement,
Garnier and Chabanel; see Relations XXXIV, and for surmries
of the campaign George T. Hunt, The Wars of the Irogois

{ladisons 1940), 92~4, and lanctot, A History of Canads
I, 196-8, _

2. See Flisgboth Tooker, "The Iroqois defeat of the Huroni
& review of causes¥ in Pennsylvanis Archeeclozist AXXIII,
1963, 115-23: +the Irogais could obtain more furs either
by conquering new huntipmg-grounds or by supplanting other
pations as middlemen, so thoy probably hoped to replace
the French Indian3 in the St. Lavzence {rade.
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of Irogois who lurked in the woods around the French settlenents.
Desoribing one such incident to her scn in 1650, larie de
1'Incarnation remarked ho;: "ees courses ont jet; ltepouvante chegz
tous les havitants".z. " In 1651, the Irogois herrasspent of Hontreal
was 8o sovere that even f;hh pteadfest Naisonnouve began to doubt
wvhother the sottlement could amiw.4 In Auvgust 1652, nine Frenchmon
were killed and another seven taken prisamer at Three Rivers in {the
fiercest slkirmish to date with an Iroqois war perty. A rash of
‘ desertions followed, f’rom Quebec and Sillery es well es from Three
pivors itself, and Mother Harde urote in 1653 that “the Troqois
heve 8o ravaged these parts that we thought to return to Fr&nce“.g
Tt wae in this atmoaphere of fear and uncertainty about the future
of the colony that the Irogois'suddenly proposed peace; the offer
must indeed have secmod hoaven—gente

Quite apart from the constant threat to the lives of settlers
from Irogqois guariillaa. however, Wew France faced a danger of
another sort in 1653; +the danger that -I:hé coleny would cease %o
be economically visble. The finances of New France had been

mrecorious from the early deys of settlement. In some years

3 Lai;ter of 17 ¥arch 1650, in Let ) a de
tion, ©de Richaudeau, (Touwrnmai: 1876) I, 417}
th;u.s rerticuWlar incident involved the murder of two
seg;anta, the pillaging of one house and the burning of
another.

4. See Guntave lanctot, Montre
1969}, 54+

S5« lanctot, History of Canads I, 207,

a (Torentos
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there were enormous profits to be made from the fur trade, and in others
Indian wars, shipwreck, privatesrs or any of a number of other hazards
could lead to bankruptey. The Compagnie des Cent Associes had been planned
by Richelieu as a large-scale organisation with surficient capital to
sustain it over unprofitable years, but it had never recovered from the
serieps of misfortunes that befell it almost ilmmediately after ite foundation
in 1627. The Company's monopoly of the St. Lawrence trade was leased
to two subsidiary groups of share-holders during the 1630's, .'but they
inhorited the financial difficulties of their parent hody.G In 1645
the Hundred Associatea ceded their monopoly once more, this time to the
Communaute des Habitants == a sooiety of inhaebitants of tho colony itself;
for the first time the conduct of the fur trade was to be direoted from
vithin ¥ew France and not from Europs, and for the first time the profita
of the trade would remain in the c'élony.T

The charter of the Communaute was secured in France by two
Canadian settlers, Repentigny and Godefroy, who travelled %o
Paris in 1644 for discussions at @ourt. They represented a group
of prominent land=holders in Canada who vanted an opportunity
to profit from the ¢olony's only source of wealth; and it is

clear that from the earliest conception of their plan for a trading

6, For a brief summary of the misfortunes of Company, see
Trudel, Introdwction to New Frence, (Tarontor 1968), 45-6.

Te Dotails of the organization of the Communaute are given
in Harold A. Innis, The Fur Trade in Canads (Toronto:r 1956),

39, and T.J. Kupp, ' g, liew erland —
New France (Ph.D. thesis, University of Manitoba, 1968),

160=161,
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compeny of hebitants, this group worked elosely with the Jesuits.
They informed the Fathers of their project in 1643, ond 1t was approved
as being likely to keep profits in the colay, atiract more settlors
end provide additicnal funds for the maintenance of the missions .8
¥hen .the spokesmen of the .habitantﬂ arrived in France, they received
+ho useful support of the Jesuit Cherles Lalemant: he had spent
gomo years in New France, but now devoted his energies to the
promoticn of the colony's intorests in tho mother country, and
vas well-known both among the remainder of the Mumndred Associates
and at courts VWhen the charter of tho Comunaute des Habitants was
granted, an entry in the journal of the Jesults in Quebec commented
that the success of Repentigny end Codefroy was duve to "the Queen
and our atimalus".g And the regulations of the new company gave
responsibility for dividing the profits of the trade to a committee
that inoluded the Jesult Supericr in Quebec,

At fivat, it soemed that the Habitants would profit handsomely
freom the new trading arrangeronts, 30,000 pounds of furs wore
obtained f£rom the Hurons in 1645,%° and tho following year the
total was 32,000 pounds, In those years, however, the Mohawks '

8, K'll]lp. mtﬂay 159,

9. Relatlops XAVIT, €5 -~ Lalemant's entry for 29 Cetober 1645,
Tho other figures in this account are also taken from the

Relationg, and ere cited in Lanctot, Jlistory of Conada
I, lB8eff.
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were at peace with the Frenmch and their allies, having exchangod
prisoners and como to terms in September 16453 by 1647, var
had broken out egain and no Huron canoecs came downstreanm to barter
with the French, Hostilitles had beon re-opened when some Hurons
had been attacked by Oneidas near Montreals hore is an example of the
vay in wvhich factors entirely outaide the control of the traders
could influence trade, In 1648 the Hurons again brought their
furs to trade with the Fremch, vho obtained 250,0C0 livres' worth,
but tho events of the previous year had emphasised the wncertainty
of the market, and stimilated offorts to put it on a firmer
basis, The Council of Quebee, the administrative body set up
by order of the King in 1647 "to establish good order in and to
police Canada".u passed stern orders to prevent smuggling for
private profit. They also gave permission for yroperly-licensed
Fronchmen to travel to remote areas to barter with the Inﬁians
on their own ground, instead of waiting for them to risk the
dangers entailed in b;-ing:ing their furs to the French settlements.
There was no shortage of volunteers for such missions: in 1648,
tventy~six Frenchmen returnéd with the Huron traders to their

territory, and a month later brought back 5,000 pounds of ’beaver.lz

1l. For the disagreements and negotiations which led o
the establishment of this body, see Lanctot, Ristory

of Ganada I, 189.

12, ILanctot, op.cit., 194: Emile Selone, La Colonisation
de la Nouvelle Frapce (Pariss 1906), 128,
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Sixty Frenchmen wers sont to escort the Huram trading-fleet from
their owm country to the French market-pleeces in 1649, and 200,000
livres! worth of furs were seeured, But tho last great onslaught
of the Irogols was awaiting the Buroms, and the villages from
which the Frémch had escorted them were scon te be desiroyed,

The Relations of 1650 and 1651 do not ocntain trading figures:
their m2in subject-matter is the constant attacks of the Irogois,
Recarding the evenis of the smring of 1650, the Jesuit “au‘!:hor
exclaing thet his pen "shrinks from the ropeated portrayal of
such scenes of eruelty",’® and wo read in the record of 1651
that Monireal would be an Mearthly peradise ... wore it not feor
the terror of tho Irogois, who make their appearance the:;e almost
continually and render the plece nearly uninhabitable" .14 In
the preveiling atmosphere of panic and genaral disorganization
it is not surprieing that definite trade figwres are not recorded
== perhars they were not oven conmpiled — but messing references
mke quite clear that trading; aotivity did con_tinue. In Jume
1650, & note was made in the Journal des Jesuites of the departure
from Nontreal of Mertin Gravells and Monsieur Godefroy's barks,
"both to make fortunes in the way of navigation and dea".l5

13. Relations XXXV, 189, For exnmples of the sort of
incident to which he refers, see the Journal des
Jeauites for 1650 (XXXV, 41~3, 59) and 1651 (XXXVI,
125, 133, 149).

14. Delptions XXXVI, 1265,

15. Relntions XXXV, 49. fThis entry was made by Lalemant,
vho, unlike Ragusneau, usually noted in the Jowrnal
only matters of occlesiastical intercst. '
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And in November 1651, three Frenchmen were droawmed "who by night
had gone to trade in Beaver skims on the isle of Grleana“.ls '
it is remarkable that e¢ven in this perlod of marked stroso
and tension, between the accounts of Iroqols oubrages and instances
of divime intervention, tine migoioparies were noting matters of
commoreial interest. Wo read in the Rolation of 1650-51, for .
instance, thet the Residence of Moentreal is to be ropgarded ms a
temporary shelter for friendly Indians rather than a permanent
dwelling:
" Itis s vory advantageous place for all the

uppor Bations vho wish to trade with us, for,

88 they find there what they seek, thoy are not

cbliged to come further down and to expose

tkemselves to mew dengers from the Irogois, 17

vho are more to be dreaded below than shove Hontrenl,.
'.’1"1118 might as easily have been written by a fur-~trader ss by
a Jegsuit, When Druilleites wrote to Governor Winthrop at Boston
in 1651, suggesting joint ection against the Iroqois, he offered
"the most ample commercial advanteges": sagain wo see a Jesuit
acting as spokesman for the traders and administrators of Hew
France, in the front line, as it were, of resistance to the Irogois

throat,C

16. Relations XXXVI, 147 =~ Ragueneau, Journal 1651.
17. Relations XXXVI, 201, ‘

18, Ibid., 5. Druillettes subsequently visited Now
England to conduct negotiations in peramon, and reparted
on "The Dispogition of the Meglatratea of the
ggﬁcnﬁealth in regard {0 aid against the Irogoia®:
ibld., 83.
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It has been argued that by the end of the 1640's, the impurtance to
the French of the Hurons as middlersn in the fur trade was vaning.'”
Certainly it should not be assumed that the dramtie destruction of the Huron
villages entialed the dramatic deatruction of all French treding contact
with the Indians, but the trading activities that the Jesuits ohronicled
in the early 1650's wore on a small scale; the grand convoys of 1648-9
were replaced by individuzl barks and oa.nws.zo In order far the
cormeroial viability of Hew France to be maintained, commercial
setivity had to be stimulated, but any Frenchman who ventured
ocuiside his settlement was likely to be pounced upon by prowling
Irogoise. In 1651, the Company of Habitants was 80,000 livrea
in debt, end the Councdil of Quobec in desparation‘ levied a tax ;
of one half on all beaver skins brought to tho Community's warehouses.>t
These financisl difficulties threatened the whole future of the
colony, and no-one vwas in & position to see this more clearly
+han the administrator of the Community'!s finances, the Jesult
Superior Jerome Ialemnt.aa The Relaticn of 1652 outlines the

19, See Kupp, Fur Trade Relations, 1El.

20, Parkmon did make this assumptions Jesuits in North
Amerdca (Londen: 1899) 550-2, See alac Lanctot,
I, 195; +the proaperity of Now France
"entirely depended" om the Hurons' provieion of furs,

21, See Lanctot, op.cit., 212.

22, The Council of Quebec pessed an order dated 29 Ooctober
1650 which forbade "{aking any messure of importance in
the pursuit of affeirs or raising loans oxcept om the
advice, by the orders and under the direction of the
.‘gamnd Father Hierosme Lallement®, Sce Lanotol, op.git.,
0l.



- 3} -

degperate situation:

Far a yoar, the warehouse of Hontreal has not

bouzght a single Deaver-skin from the savages..

At Three Rivers, the 1ittle revenue that has

accrued has bean used to fortify tho place,
' the ememy being expected there., In Quebec

varehouse there is ncothing but poverty; and

g0 everyone has cause to beo dissatisfied,

there being no means to supply payment to

those to whom it is due, or even to defray a 23

part of the most necessary expenses of the country.

Bfferts wore made to increase the flow of furs by amending

the regulations of the Community. In order o encourage personal
initiative the habitants were given permission in 1653 to retain
three quarters of the beaver taken to the warehouse, instead
of the one half previcusly decreed. The district of Tadoussac
was set aside to meet the gemeral charges., In 1656, tho habitants
wore glven peruissicn o trade for ono year at Tadousnas,—' bub
oeven this liberality did not increase tho Company's profits:
ap ordinancoe of the fellowing year restoring the Council's control
compleined that "the Anhebitents are well instrueted in all the
means of profiting from the trade ... They nd lomger trade at the
public warehouse and somo individuals have drawn all the profits

to thamselws“.zs

23 MXL, 211,
24, Immnis, Fur Trade, 40,

25. Arrest du Conpeil dA'Etat portent Reglement sur le
commerce et traitte, 7 March 1657, cited Innis,
Oop.cite, 404 The individuals concerned were Lauzon
and his nominees: see Chapter IV.
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But by the time this measure came into foree, other more
desperate efforts to secure economic viability were also being
pade «= in the form of settlerent eamong the Iroqois, For, although
“the peace overtures of the Irogols were Bo cautiocusly received,
the mrecaricus economic position of the French colony made this
woffered friendship enormously important -~ fer more important
to tho French than it was to the Irogeis themselves. It offersd
a means of financial smlvation, if only the opportunity could be
successfully exploiteds In fect, tho Onondaga aetilément of
1656~8 turned out to be anothor of tho fleeting contacts that -
characterised the relations between Jesuits and Iroéoia during’
the peried of Jesuit pre-~emingnce in New Frances bubt the pattern
of these econtacts, as we sh2ll seo, is not without significance.
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Chapter JI11 ;
Jesuit-Ironoia relations before 1656

Phe relations betwesn the Jesuits and the Huron Indians in
New Fronce have been extensively examined by historians, for obvious
‘raésons: Jeauit contact with the Hurons was better-established
and longer sustained than with any other tribal group, and more
fully documenteds The Hurons were picked out by the Jeauitu. in
the early 1630ts as likely targets for conversion and "Franciaation“.
They were s sedentary people, numercus and concentrated in a
srall area.l It weould be relatively easy to establish miassionaries
in their villeges once their initial wariness had been overcome,2
and througb their elaborate network of trading conneeticne thoy
might oventually aproad the word among more distant tribes,
From the first mission of Fathers Brebeuf, Daniel and Davost
in 1634, to the deatruction and dispersal ‘'of the Hurons by the
Irogols, every development and ineident in the relationship between

Jesuit and Huron was meticulously documentied, in the Relationa

1. 7Two documenta on thies subject «= the selection of the
Hurens =« are included in 3.R. liealing's brief solection
from the Relptions (Toronto: 1969)t o letter from Peul
le Jeune to his Fether Provineiel in Paris, dated 1634,
and part of le Joune's ficlation for 1634, "On the means
of converting the Savages's See Mealing, 22=31,

2s They were at first very wary: aee Lanctot, History of Canadg
I, 164; Innis, Fur Trade, 29; Hunt, Yars of the Irogois,
55« It is porhaps worth noting the commercial element of
this wariness, The projected mission centres were on the
"fur route" from the interior to Guobee and Port Oranges

see Kupp, Fur Trade Relaticns, 98,
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peat back $o France for gonersl publicaticn, or in tho georst
: : 4§ b A vhole nervative 46 plainly
got forth, and 1t provides & mdoroeosn of Jegult-Indian relationchips.
iuvolving both ovangelical snd comoroinl Saokors,”

Josult relaticoms with tho Iroqoiv, o the other hond, though
equally moticulonsly doecumcnied, provide no scniinucus parrative,
The Irogols uowally appoar in the pegea of tho Bplations ag raidersy
suooping ewifily @ ihe Pronch settlemants nnd dimprpearing, or
ag onvoys, coekdng ponges sottlomonts vhich are rapidly ba'okmﬁ _
The eantoots are wiually flcoting, which tonds to give tho impresalon
that the Irogols wore nothing more than perdpheral figures, however
demaging their incurodno, | They bave keen aacribed iy a megative
ioportance, 2e vhen Porkman wrote that thoy "ruined tho trade
thot wes the 1ifeblood of Jow Frances  they stopped thoe current
- of hor nrteries, ond made all hor early yoars o wmicery and a
Sersorn,?  But tho Prench A44 momstirss ecknouledge that the
' Irogots right havo on inportent posdtive role in the dovelopmond
of v France, ond they did attempt m occasiwns to foeator o

' 3s Dreasani's "Breve Relaticna® 1653, givea o summary
- of tho whole Huren ventured RBolations XXXIL, 4708,

4. Tho index %o Thwoites® cdition of the Relatiana
lint over 150 instances of Irogeis hootllity touvarda
Preuch oottlonente or individuclaoes There are nearly
30 roferences to . alilances and penco negttiticno.

_in Wowth Amaricoy 552+ Parkmon considored N
em: Liborty owed a d.abt 40 the Irodois for thus i
o¥1f2ing the forpes of Absclutism, Poudalism ang
ropresaion. do the Now Worlde

50



e

Sriondchip with the appoxently incurably wfriendly Five Noticngs
fhe Jooulis played o céntral pavd in thezo attonmpies

" gho farot ccataste botwesa the French aud tho Trogels in
forth Acorice 613 nob awgur woll for tholr futurs relationobim:
in ordor to scours tho fyiendohip of thoad Indime o vhom ho
Qopended for thodr knowlodge of tho country and for trade; Champlain'
fought with thom agalnot tho Irogofo 48 3609; and egain dn 1610 o -
and 1614.%  2ho Trogeis clainod tho ot of Bhoir Prench vietim
in 1622, when thoy nttacksd the R.eqauet ccavent of Notro Dane
dop Angess! At this stago, howover, thedr vaids apd ambushes
wore Speradic, ond cocn $o have bosn wdertalen withenh the
doberninatica opd careful propssatien of lator ccopaigmes In
1654, thoy uore oven propared $6 rako g pogve treaty with the
French awl with 4o Hurens and other "Frobeh Tndiems"} ond o
+r040 furs with thom = o developosnt which tends to disoredit
the theory that Chanploin's eardy skirmishes éarned tho French
the undying enmity ef tuo Ironote.® - Relatfems were poscefud
at tho v1cs vhon the Josulte becaze established in New France
in the fdd-1620',° | J

s For a sumary of the eircumetancon amotm&iné' thoos clashoay
. ©o% Lonedod, Onecityg 100-11.

7o  Zhides LS. |
8e . Xbifep 1398 Huat, OPegibes 27

9%  Pathors Laloment, Babeuf and Maspo and Brothern (havken and :
Burct arrired in.Quobec in Juno 1625, and in Naroh 1626 i
thoy were granted a seignory bondering the Boauport river ‘,‘
Lonctoty gbeddt.y 120=1, Harlder Jasult aotivity in Acadia %
{acs mﬁﬁ I+211) hod boon ehort-lived; it wes vith tka
landing of 5 that the fomdations of Jeoult sscendency dn

Rew Fronce wore laid,
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It was a bitter dlov to the Fremch colomy whem in 1627,
hostilities broke out between the Five Nations and the "French
Indians®: the Fremch becasne embrailed when a Fremch envoy was
murdored.)®  The Jesuits suffered as everyone did from the resulting
shortage of supplies, and lLalesent had to send home workmen who oould
not be feds And in the epring of 1628, instead of relief vessels
from France, there wore English ships blocking the river at Tadoussaeo.
But with the restoration of the coleny to France by the treaty
of Saint Germain en laye, & nev phase of Jesult sctivity in New
France began, The close relationship between the Jecciety of
Josus and Jesn de Lauson, Intendant of the Cempany of 100 Asscciates,
became apparent: Lausom's influemoe emsured that the Capuchins
and Recollets vere excluded from the colony.> Thanks to what
Lalement referred to as Louson's "pkilful condwot of the affair®,
the Jesuits remained the anly religlous body in New Prance. ”

The commereial life of the Premch coleny was quickly resumed
o the deoparture of the English =~ 80,000 erowns® worth of furs

—— - : ]
10s Lenotot, m. 121-2,

11, Por the dubious negotiatioms which resulted im the
exclusion of the other orders, mm.q.gg..

148-9, The enphasis of Rochemonteiz' accoun ’

not wmexpectedly, rather different, but it does seem

likely that the Jesuit memopoly was seoured anly

by some disingenuity on the part of Leusom: Rechementeix,

]

(Hm >

12, i.;;m of Lalement, cited Rochemmeix, gp.git.s I,
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was obtained in barter with the Hurons during the summer of 1633.13
But the attacks of the Iroqois were also resumed, Two Frenchmen
were killed in an ambush in June 1633, and the colonists suffered
more scattered raids. Champlain appealed twice to Richlieu
for reinforcements: with just 120 men, he asserted "dans un an
on se rendra maistre absolu de tous ces peuples en y apportant 1'ordre
requis, et celle sugmentera le culte de la religion et un trafiq
1:1:3ro;m.blo....".:M Trade and evangelisation are linked, as always,.
The Jesuit missionaries also followed the traders whem in 1634,
a trading~-post and fort were established at Three Rivers. This
is the place which, as Salone emphasises, remained "le grand
rendez-vous des traiteurs et des sauvages, le grand marche du
castor", for all the first half of the 17th century., The Jesuits
were the first seigneurs at Three Rims.ls

It was not only at Three Rivers that the French were attempting
in 1634 to drum up trade. A party of Dutchmen who set out in
December that year from FortUrange on a journey to Mohawk and
Oneida country reported many traces of French traders. They
were told that six Frenchmen had been in one of the Oneida villages
in "the month of August of this year®", and had given the Indians
"good gifts"; the Dutchmen saw for themselves "very good axes®,

13, Relations 1633, cited Lanctot, op.cit., I, 153,
14. Letter of Champlain to Richelieu 15 August 1635, in
Collection de Manuserits

LER ]

15. Salome, Colonisatiocn de la Nouvelle Frange, 62.
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French shirts, coats and rasors. The Cnondags promised that
if the Duteh party were to retuwrn in the summer, they would be

shows "where $he Trenchasn eame trading with their shalleps*.)®
The Duteh were indignant at this invasion of thelr trading territery;
Ahe Ireqels mevely complained that the Duteh were seoumdrels _‘

because, wnlike the French, they brought no presents, The identity
of thess Freochoen 4s not kmown, but their presence im Iroqels
comtry at this jumeture is not surprisimg:t in 1637, the Nohawk
were trying to meke a comsexcial treaty with the Fremoh Indimms,
and the French no doubt planmmed to take any commorcial advantage
they could fros this cirousstance. There i alse evidence that
Le Jeune made plans to send some Jesult fathers to the Ireqels,
Agein we see the ndssionsries’ projects clesely linked with these
of the traders,’’

Compeny of 100 Assoolates was fasing great fimanoial hardship.
It received no compemsation for its losses to the Baglish, and
------ large indemnity to do Caen after the suppressiom

of his shertelived monopely..C The vitality of the colony depended
on the vitality of the fur trede, and the Jesuite casnot have been

16, ?i&!tf!ﬂﬂ;fgﬁg
@ Mohaak and Omeida Cowmtry, 1634-~5" sppears in Jamcooms's

EFIFEI.._! Yorks 1959), 13955,

17, Ewt, Yaze of the Ireols, Y51 Fupp, Eur frade Relations,
112,

18, Por a summary of the Company's difficultd al_uiu.
giggﬂ.g v 160,
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unavare of the potential importence of Three Rivers to the trade
vhen they took their leading part in the founding of the post.
Coincidentally enough, the Relation of 1636 contains a long
repudietion by Le Joune of accusations against the Jesuvits of
fur trading. He explains that beaver skins are the currency
of New France. Day-labourers would rather be paid "in this
money than in any othor". The "Gentlemsn of the COmfany” do
not object to the use of skins as ocurrency, “provided that, in
the end, [Ehe skiq§7 care back to their storehouse, and do not )
cross the sea except in their ships", By paying for goods with
skins the habitant saves “the 25% that the market price gives
[Ehe gooq§7 over that in France for the risk they run upon the
sea", Lo Jeune points out that if the missionaries were renlly
involved in trade and the Gentlamenﬁ‘knew nothing of it, "they
would not be very vigilant in their affairs 2nd in the principal
part of their business".lg He - apologises, after eight poges
of reflections like this, for "dwelling aso long on what did not
20

merit an answer',

The 1656 Relation was not concerned entirely with the fur

trade, however. It has also been described as "a true emigrant's

19. In 1643, the Company of Habitents did in fact issue a
statement to certify thet the Jesuits took no part in the
fur trade; it was appended to the Relation of that year
(Xxv, 77-9)s As Parkman pointed out, however, the
statement merely proves that "the Jesuits were neither pariners
or rivals of the Company's monopoly": Jesuits in Horth
America, 466,

20, Relations IX, 171-83,
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handbook", for Le Jeune set out in it all the advantages -~ and
digadvantages -~ for which tﬂe settler should be prepared., It was
clear to the Jesuits that eﬁigration from France mst be encouraged

if the colony were to remain viable, and the Relations, which were

read with such interest in the mother country, were a useful vehicle'

for colonising pfbpaganda.zl For all the Jesuits'! efforts, however,
the French population on the St. Lawrence remained pitifully smalls

in 1642 there were still only abbut 300 habitants spread betveen Beaupre,
Beauport, Three Rivers and Quebec.22 ) '

By tho early 1640's, besides the colonial propagande, a new thers

appears in the Relations — the question of what is to be done about

the Iroqois. The Jesuit view is that they must be either brought
23
into alliance with the French, or exterminated. It is true that

after the English occupation, the treaty of 1624 was disregarded.

 The treaty was broken off in 1627, In 1634 two Frenchmen wore killed at

Three Rivers, and in 1637 the same vulnerable settlement was surrounded

2l, See Relations IX, 185-91, “Some Advice to those who Desire
to Cross Over into New France".,. The influence of the
Relations was considerable in pious and wealthy circles in France:
an anonynmous reader provided the funds for the building of
the Notre Dame des Anges seminary in 1635, and another
financed the establishment of the mission at Three Rivers:
Lanctot, opn.cite., 163~4; for the influence of the Relations
on the Puchesse d'Aguillion and lime, de 1la Peltrie, ibid.,
165; Maisonneuve and La Dauversiere too moy well have
been influenced by the Relations: Dollier de Casson,
History of Montreal (Toronto: 1928; R. Flenley, eds), 63, Tl

22, Lanctot, _Qﬂos_i_'_t.og 172
23, Relations XXI, 271: letter of Charles Lalemant to the

Assistant de France in Rome, 28 February 1642; gee also Vimont's
. DRelation of 1643,



by & large party of Irogqeis 1r::a.:cz~:i.f.\r.=1,,24 but the raids ard ambushes
were a8 yeot infrequent compared with the onslaught the colonisis
vare to suffer in the early 1650's. St1ll, the attacks were being
intensified, end a new note of fierce anti=Irogols feeling is evident
in the Relations,

In The ¥ars of the Ircaois, Hunt points out that during the
1650's, the Irogols wore far more often attacked by the Hurons
than the reverse — &n c¢bservation which is a useful counter—-balance
to Farlman's portrayal of the Iroqois as an "insensafe éuv;nge".as
In the course of the 1640's, however, the Iroqois did nove onto
the offensive; +the raids of 1642 have been doscribed es "the tl:r.'ue
begloning of the long and desolating wars of the Irogois".  This
wag the yoar whon Father Jogues was captured es he eccompenied a
fleet of IMuron cances roturning from a trading expedition to
Quebec.2®  During 1642 and 1643, the missionaries posted in remote
Indian villeges rcceived no supplice from Quebeec, so thoroughly -
were lines of communication disrupted by Iroqole raids, In 1644,

24, Iraﬁﬂtot. _9202_&.' 17.

25 "Phe Iroqois seemed to foar the savage allies of New
Franee even vhen at home"t Wars of the Trogois, 72-3;
aoe also Jameson, Narratives of Mew Retherland, 150,
for the Oneidas' foar of the Fronoh savages; FParkman,
however, categorically states that the Huroms at this
period "lived in congtant fear of the Irogois': Jesuits

» 149; for cme of his characterisations

of the Iroqols, their insatigble rage for conquest and
hemieidnl frenzy, ibid., 540.

26, Jureson, Yorratives of Hew Hotherlapd, gives a detailed
list of ihe documentation of Jogues'! eaptivity, and
%nlgdas Jogues' account of "Nevuum Bolgium"”: 240=1,

TeaBs
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Father Dressani was taken prisaner at Three Rivers by a war parby
of fordy Iroqois; 1like Jogues, he suffered terrible herdships in
captivity befeore being ransomed by the Dutch.a?,

The Jesuite were suffering, like all the French in Canada,
from en dncrease in Iroqois hootility which can be explained only
in termm of developments ocutside the narrow boundarics of New France,
By about 1640, the beaver population of the Irogois hunting-grounds
in prosent-day New York State was sericusly depleted by years of
indiseriminote humtings The Iroqois noeded beaver to carry oa
the trade with the Dutch which had by now becomds essential to them,
so thoy had to look aboul for altormative means of obtaining skins,
The new role that they decided t¢ assumo was that of middlomen in
the northwest trade, > To this end, they mde several efforts o
negotiate pepco with the Frenmch; it was when their overtures were
rebuffed that they began the offensive that wes to culminate in
tho events of 1649, And thoir attacks wore the more deadly because
from sbout 1639, the Irogois were obtaining firearms from Dutch

27« Vumont gives an account of Brosganits captivity in the
Relatiogn of 1643-4 (Relations XXVI, 33-5, 39-51);
Bressani's owm description of his experiences appears
in two lotters written on 15 July and 31 Auvgust 16443
see Relationg XXXIX, 63«77, T7-83.

28, Hunt, op.cit., 74; Coldgtein, French.Irogois %i?omtia
apd Miditary gg],aﬁ,iaggg, (Tléa Hagmt =~ Paris: 1969) 46-T3
Tooker, "The Iroqols Defeat of the Buron", Fonsyivania
Archpgolozist ZXEKITI, 116~7, discusses Trelease's
the that the Iroqois plamed to "oust Indians who
lived in areas vwhere furs could be obtained by mmting,
and to hunt thease territories themselves", but prefers
Hunt's view that the wars were due to the Irogois!
desire to becomo middlemon., See Allen W. Trelease,
zan AT 2 o1} Hew Yor Boyentesnth

airs Jdn Colond i
Ithaca, BoYe 1960}
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traders in New Hetherland.zg
In 1641, a large band of Irogois care to Three Rivers %o return

French ocaptives and to conduct peace negotiationa.so

Hontmagny —-
and Father Ragueneau, who was also prosent —- did not give them a
sympathetic hearing., They mroposed thet Irogols end French should
become one poople, but no rention was made of the Indian allies of
the French. The Iroqois' aim, clearly, was to0 immobilise French
reaistance while they disposed o?‘ the Hurcons and Algonkinsa,
Monmgny refused to make & treaty which did not include the Framh
indians. Irogois attacks were rcoumed almost at onco.

I% was during the darlest days of the Iroqois offensive that
tlhe Jesuits and lcading layment 'of the c¢olony brought to fruition
their plams for the formaticn of the Communsute des Habitanta.ﬁ
In the following yoars, good énppliea of furs vere transported to
the French settlements under the protection of coldiors = iwo small

grours of reinfarcements had arrived in 1642 and 1644.52 The

29, In spite of the reputation of the Duitch in Hew France,
whero they were much blamed for supplying the Iroqols
with weapons, the trade in fire-arms wms in fact illegal:
se¢ Yan Renaselaer-Ro (van Laer, Albanys
lgoag, ed.), 426, 565, for ordimances of 1639, 1641
Frohibiting the sale of firecerms to Indiann; foar the
effect of the trade, seoc Har ew_letho
274, "Journal of New Nothorland" 1647: with guns, the
liohavks are successful against their Canadian cpemies where
before "they derived little advaentage,

30. H‘mt’ DPReClley 74""5; Lﬂmtot’ Hisggﬂ Qf C‘anada. I. 171’
Goldatedin, op.cit., 66,

31. Sce above, 17=-18.

32, QRelations XXIII, 289; Dollier do Casson, op.cit., 167;
op.cit., 123, -
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mon who ogeorted the Hurce cenocos dowmeriver dn 1645 had wintered
16 tho Jemuite® mission-houses, of tho Somultad. oxpnse;”

Phore was af this ¥ips a vospite for the Fronch sottlers and -
thoir alides, An dzohangs of priscners orronged by Feadwegny in
1645 led; aftor loig ond oomplex nagc‘cia'ﬁiaﬂ's-, 40 & yeace ﬁsmn
the Mohawke and ¢ho Fronch ond French Indianss o Harle de
1¥Incornaticn, the peade ssemed like g miracle from haa«senw%
to later genoraticns able 4o follow an accomt of the nosotiations
in the Joupnal dan Jesuits it epponrs rathor nore worldly, the
product 'of human duplicity ratiher than heavenly insplratica.
the josult fothers Vimtnt and Ie Jeme wers alovely somociabed
with Bongmgny at overy stage of tho discussions, and without the
Imovledgs of thety Suparicrs Lalerent, thoy pecretly sgreed with
tho Irogeis to ebandon thoir Algonkin anieécﬁs For a1l the
dubious dealings that produced it, however, the oace did yenain
in force thrngh the following year, and the Burma brought large
cargens of furg down the Ste lawrenoe = 80 :laxwo, in fact, that
aons furs hsd to remain wmsold far leek of trade am&eg% :

3% - Jena: len Tepuiteny EXIIL, 389; Tollier -de*ﬂnésmg
ﬁi&&tv 197'1 Hanty ..EOJ-iu '

"”34. “"3& & a"full accovsb of the nagotiatians gee Hunt, '
: w24ts s TT«8le: . VWhen Leloment ﬁnally did leorn
2o trathy o entored the story in Yatin in the
- Soimun) _dox Jepultes wilth the rornrk that ‘Puhat ves
m;\rialng theroin wis that 'cur Fathers seat uvo 1o
verd of all ¢haths - Relgklons KIVIZs, 14755,

mmm. Uiy 2311.
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The close involvement of the Jesuits in diplomatic aotivity
continued. ¥We read in the Relations of 1645-6 that, "Monsieur

our Governor having resolved to send two Irenchmon to the country of the

‘ Annierronnon", Father Jogues readily egreed to g0s . He had &

double purpose. He hoped to convert some of those Irogois who had
troated him kindly during his captivity in 1642, and indeed

the Reletion refers to his journey as the start of the "lission

* of the Martyrs"; but he also had a political mission. He wes

~Y

"their Indian allies were renewed with vigour,

to porsuade the Mohawks, the only Iroqois signatories of the peace,
to prevent the upper Iroqols from passing thrcuéh Mohawk territory,
to trade with the Dutch or fight with the French, In the first
Iroqois village he reached, Jogues is pietured for us as he “sets
forth th(; word of Onontio and of all the French...".37 He was
reccived with great couriesy and display of affoction, _~and wes
assured that his ressage would be given seriocus consideration.
After reporting to Quebec the outcome of these d;lscussions, Jogues
80t off again to the country of the Irogeis late in September,
Less than a month afterwards, he was dead at the hand of a lohawk
assassin of the Bear clan, and Irocioie attacks on the French and
38

Tho usual explanation of the Irogois hostility mot by Jogues

on his return journey, the one vhich has entered into the folklore

7. Relations XXIX, 49~53; Lanctot, Op.cite, Bl~3.

38, For an account of Jogues' life, and bibliography, see
D.CsBe, 367-9,



e

.




; - 45 =
of Hew Prance, 1o tat thoy suspeoted o black box which he 16£% with
thew on hin oummer expediticn of belng the cource of & mumbor of
1138 that defell them nocn efter his departuse — cloknosd; drought;
famine, . The French heard of Joguen® death a yeex efter i% cocuryedy |
from tlm nntuhn the nows wao cm‘hami& iaz»e. 1etter from Kiefhy .
Goveic of Fow Nethorlondy 0 s:mtmgm ‘hich put foeward the
theory abuut £ho Black Boxs 'I'he otdry hao been accopted and
perpotunted by generations of hiﬁtwiana,%,huf funt rojocta it
fizdy, Thare i evidenes that the murder of Josues vas nob
gomorally m«u!aram the Iroqois, as wonld surely have beon the -
cage hed the Jaa';i% becn vogarded so & brdngor of plaguo and suffering.
When ko arrived in Hohawk torritory, Joguen found. thet a wew party
Yag already on iis lmy to Port Richelieu, dnd that envoys had been
vent 4o ralse warrdlers svomg other tribes, It seema 1ilkely thot
the wrath of the Yroqodo had been »oused zmob by the black bes, bud
by the rich fur convoy of tho Burems, By the terms of the treaty
of 1645, tha Hurms and Algankﬂm wors to trade with ihe Ireqois
as well go with the Fronch, and the Iroqa;ls wore anncusly ewadting
z'aylanishmn‘b of thoir supplics of skins for treﬁina with the Dutch.
ohe following Year they sav the Hurons dring down the 5%, Lawrence
20 pany furo that the Fronch ware not even abie to ptn:ehm them all,
but the Irogele had no part in the exchanges If fure emﬂ.ﬂ nob

A,

59.. Relntiong EXi1, 11?-9. XIXII, 253 aaaRmmﬁsh ‘
“CiEsy 1T, 54~7. Parkmn, Jospit '
400y Lanctoby opecite, 189 for retal:l.ingu of the
atory of 'the black bm:.
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be obtained through trade with the Hurons, the Huroms would have

to be aupplanted.4o

The pericd from Jogues' death to the dispersal of the Hurons
was one of intense diplomtic activity among the Irogois tribes and
‘their neighbours. This activity is chronicled by Vimont,
Ragueneau, Lalement and the othor compllers of the Relations, but
tho Fremch were not thomselves directly involved: the parleys
‘they desoribe tock place between Huron and Onondaga, Susqueharma
‘and Onondaga.4l The Hurons were nttempting to split the Iroqois
confederation, while the Mohawks, ih particular, felt inc'reasingl:,f
inolated and driven to fight for their commercial 1ife.t?
Ironically enough in view of the imponding disaster, the Jesuits
et this period were well content with the progress of the Huron
missicn and confident of, continuing succeas, and their attentions
were concentrated on Hur;nin, The Hurons ware unable to bring
their furs downstream in 1647 because the Iroqois were bleokading -
the river, but this does not seem to have disturbed them greatly
=~ they had acquired plentiful supplies of trade goods in the

" previous year —-and in 1648 trading was again very nctive at

40* ‘oee H‘mt. .‘?.B‘..ﬁﬂ 82"66

4l. Seo Hunt, op.git., 82-6. Trigger, "The Franch Fresence
in Hurcnia", C.H,R. XLIX, 136=7, argues that from 1645
onvards an anti-French party was growing among the Hurons
vwhich aimed to break the French alliance and establish
trade links with the Irogois: he sees the Huron=Onondage.
parloys as part of the effort at rapprochement.

42. Hun'b. ﬂ.&.' 88’ 91,
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Montronl and Eadousaae¢43 In Heveh 1649, Pather Roguenenu wrote
from Bureain to Cavaffa, Gessrsl of the Sooloty of Jéous, that
tho outlook for the church there was batier than ever beforse
Betweon July 1648 end Narch 1649, 2700 Indifans were comvorted,
| and in 1647 cnd 1648 over 3000 visited tho mizsion comiyp.at Sesnte
Harle, Tho pricste had suprles for thres yosra, ™t Erat noed
had the Jesuitex. in thasw edronmatances, of contact with the Iruqvia?

Aftor the dieperzal of the Huronm, 'if mattorsa hed develonad
ascording to.Irogois oxpectation; there might have beon much
nogotiation »otwzen Frensh amd Ircqeis on commercial questicusg
the Jepuits would no doubt have playsd o leading zole i any ouch
rarleys, DBut tho ‘Imoﬂl.a in feot fouwnd themselves mo pearer than
in 1646 $0 boocming middleenen dn the Fremch tradss  The early
165070 was the time whem 4he Rolations wore filled witk horrified
acoomnts of Irogois heotilitles, and when Druillettos went en his
niacien t0 ealict help in New Englend agatnst the Trogols,®?
Rguenosu roported dn tho Relation of 16512 Tuncurs that the
Irogolsn wore ngsning for n tremondous attask 4o destroy the Prench

the follaving wintere’

¥hile thors.was no queetiom of any | -
productive contack, paterisl or ovangelical, with the Ifogois,
tha Joswits wsre quite Frorored to £111 the Rglaticme with

T B i

45, Qunt, 67, 815 Lanotot, W: 1689; “rigrore
“The Josudts and $he Fir Trade?, Hilnohlptory XKLL, 46

444 ano 23nbe. !
45s Sco abave, 20y 21 |
46, Igiabions RXVILL, 6l
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propaganda against them and to lenmd their skills to the diplomatic
offensive, But wo have- also seen how positively the Fathers reacted
vhen any opportunity was offersd for the French to gain comgeorcial
advantage from contact with the Irocqois: in 16'9;4. in 1645, again

in the 1650's they were quick to asscciate their missionary efforis
with French commwreial undertakings, and the lines betwoon the

two spheres of endeavour are oftem blurreds. In the perioed before
the estgbliahmnt of the Onondego mission, dealings boetwsen Jesuib
and Iroqoic were comgistently based on commercial as woll. as religious
considerations, and in 1656 there again seemed commercial advantege
to be gained for tho struggling French colony from ’az;ade with the
Irogoin. The Onondaga “adventure® can be sSeon as part of a regular

'pattern rather then as a fleeting and wnique enterprisa,.



Whatever activities the Jesuits may have performed

on behalf of the goverament or fur trade of lfew France
was action taken because it made the Jesuiia' work :
in Muronia fosaibla and did not conflict with their
principles. 7

This historian's verdict on the commercisl activity of the Jesuits
in one area of New ma is in essence the view of those Jesuits
therselves., Thoy acecopted the necessity of becoming "all things
to 81l men, in order to gain all to Jesus Ghriat",?' and, as Le Jeune
explained in his Relation of 1636, this sometimes involved the Fathers
in transactions which t0 the outsider might appear unfitting.3 When
Rochemonteix roundly declares that the Jesuits were not involved in

trade, he is making a claim for them that they did not make for themelves.4

1. Bruce G. Trigger, "The Jesuits and the Fur Trade", .
Ethnohistory XII (1965),51.

2. EE:'L&EQBE XXIX, 49.
3+ See above, pe. 29.

4« 1gs Jesuites of la Nouyelle France I, 176, 177. Recent;
regearches by Dr. J. Kupp in the .Public Archives of Canada
have revealed many notarial and admiralty documents of
la Rochelle and Guienne which indicate that the Jesuit
Supericar Jerome Lalemant signed loars and contracks of the
Commany of Habitants dealing with very risky financial
enterprises: nts rolati o the Farl 4
a eris North ea, Volg.XV-XVII (Public Archives
of Canada),.
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Vhatever me's vieus on the morality of the matter, it is clear
that the Jesuite did have commercial commecticns in Capada: from their
earliest landings there; what is interesting is their own changing
attitude in the reporting of commercial aectivity. In the Relation
of 1616, Biard gives details of the "Contraet d'Association ’deq Jeaultes
au Trafique du Canada", entered into before a notary of Dieppe in
Janmary 1611, by which the Jesuits, Madame de Guercheville, the sieur
Rcbin and others were to share the cxpenses and the profite of a
Canadian missicm.s In "An Account of the Canadian Mission" written
by Father Jouvency in 1710, the same events are recalled: Madame
de Guercheville's genercus assistance in founding the miéaion i3 acknowledged,
but no mention is mede of the Jesuits' part in the 'n*a.nsacticn.s
In the years betwoen the writing of these two reports, the JouiiiAs
were forced by hostile opinion to bocome muoh more discreet in discussing
their commereial interests. From the beginning, the Contract d'Association
roused susplcion of their motives, as Biard himself was aware. The
'_Fathara wore accused in 1629 oer coming to Canada "to convert beavers
rather than savagea":f Le Jeune's protestation of 1635 was prompted
by ecirculating rummn"a of Jesult fur-trading, a:nd the Company's declaration
of 1643 was sccured in an attempt to quell the atill:-pemsietent storlies .B
Talon reported in 1667 that the Jesuit Fathers in Now France wers
omployed mainly in distant missioms,

5, Relations III, 233,
6. Relations I, 209.

7. See '"The Cathclie Clergy and the Fur Trado?, Cornelius
C. Jaenen, in C.H.A. Historical Papers, 1970, 65.

a' &bwe [ ] p. 29'..-
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ouvrage digne de leur gele ot de leur piete 8'il est
exonpt du meslangs de 1'intersst dont on leg dit
guaceptidbles, var la traitie des pelleteries qu'on
asaure qu'ils font aux Outaousks, et au Cap de la 9
Hogieolainey ce que je no scay pas do acience certaine,.

Frontenao was less guarded: he considercd most of the micsions
“"de pures moqueries®™ and asgertod thal the Soclety of Jegus was
intereated only in the conversion of beavers¢1°

In the face of this persistort’misunderstanding' of their
motives, it 13 not surpriming that the Fathera relegated reporta
of trade mattera from the Relaticns themselves to the secrot
Journal des Jeauites, but now that the secrets are revealed, we
can qulte ocasily dccument thelr commercisl asctivities. lention
has already been made of the Journal entry on the oceasia of the

grant of & oharter +0 the Cormunsute des Hobitantss >

The entry
for 15 November 1645 resords the Fathers' concern at the rumowr that
trade with the Indians was to be pronibited at Quobec ss it already

had been at Three fivers, Tather Vimont sought the guidance of

9« "Hemoire sur 1l'etat present du Canada", L.H,0.Q.

Historicel Documonts (Quebeo, 1840), 3.

10« Frentenac to Colbert, 2 November 1672, cited Jaenen,
op.git., 73. _As this article makes clear, the Jesuite
vere by no means the enly clerics in New France with
comperclal Interests; TProfessor Jaensn deals also with
the trade activities of the Recollets, Sulpitiaps and the
woren's orderss See the Journal des Jesuiten itself,
June 16473 "the room of ... the Ursulines' priest is
inspected, and more than 260 pounds weight of Beaver askina
are taken from him, after he had boaated that he had aome,
und that he would give them to the warchouse only for a
good BUA 4.."

11- SBQ ﬂbwg’ Pe 180
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"He dea Chastelets, general Manager", on the question, and the diarist
was nﬁle to report & favourable cutcome: "the conclusion was that

sss this matter would proceed for us as usual, but that we should
carry it o quiatly“.le ¥We read also of discussions of the beaver
trade at 5111917,13
de 1a lMadeleino mission in 1665 he was relieved of all responsibility

and learn that vhen Fremin was sent to the Cap

for the fur trade in order to devote himself to evangelisation anong
the lMontagnais and algonkins.m Commsroial activity among the Jesuits
of New France mist be accapted as a fact of the colony'a life. ‘
The t:;-ade vhich has so far been considered, though arguably
contrary to the constitubtion of the Sceiety of Jesus, took place
within the legal limitations imposed by the goverament of New France,
Theugh the regulations were variod from time to time, it wae quite
legal, a3 Le Jeune was at pains to ex;_)lain, for peltries fto be
used as currency within the colony, And tho usual legal means of
obtaining skins from the Indians was through barter at such centres
as Slllery and Three Rivers arnd Cap de la Madeleine, 12 The next
Iquest:l.on to be considered is whether the Jesuits also took part in
the treding thet went on ocutside the law -- whether they choze to
interpret in the interests of their order the temparal as well as
the ecclesiastical lawe by which they were thearstically bound,

12, Relatiocns XXVII, 99
15, Relabiors XXX, 167, 19 July 1647.

14, Journal des Jesuites 17 August 1665, cited Jaenmen, op.git.,
*T2e

15, Jean Hamelin, Bo g ot Soclete en Nouvelle-France
. (Qusbect - 1960), 48-51, gives a Summary of the varying

regulations governing the fur trade betwoen 1627 and 1760,
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" There is no doubt that the inhabitants of Now France cngaged

in 1llegal trade on a very large scale. The fact that successive

governors had to issue numerous reiterations of prohibitions against

smuggling indicates how wide-spread the practice was, and how little

not:ice vas taken of the prohibitions. Three ordiﬁances of Montmagny

between August 1646 and June 1647, for example, -each "reitem’ les

16 Lauzon's ordinances

ordres deja donnes" in matters of trade,
of 1652-4 also include a high proportion of trading regulations:

ono dated 28 April 1654 is aimed at preventing "1e'divortissegent

des castors et autres pelleai;er:ie:st“.27 The *diverted' furs found -
their way into the hands of Dutch traders of New Netherland, for
reagons yhich are easily dimcernible, Dutch trade goods were superior
in quality to those of ths French, and prices at Fort Orange were
always lower than in Quebec ~- the difference varied, but in 1653

one ell of Flemish linen cost two 1livres in New Amsterdam and twenty-
eight livres in Quebece; in 1662 s hogshead of French wine cost about
400 livres in liew France and about 140 livres in Rew Netherland.

French records of 1665 mention a price difference of 100%, and this

was oven after the interruption of supplies to New Hetherland brought

16. P.G. Roy, g e es_Gouverne
et Intendants de ls Nouvelle France (Beauceville : 1924

I, 7=9, ordinances dated 12 August 1646, 21 September
1646, 25 June 1647,

17. Laugon's ordinances appear in Ropport de 1'Arvchiviste de la
- Xrovinge de Quebeg pour 1924~5,' 377-90. :
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18 When the sare amount of boaver

about by the English conquest.
would procure twice as much merchandise outside the regular chanmels
a8 within themy 1% is hardly surprising that the habitants of lew
Franoe felt it worth their while to0 overlock the regulations, which
bound them to turn over their skins to the Company warshouse, and
to acoept a fixed price for them.

The Bu%:ch authorities were e9 much opposed as thoso of CQuebee
to the ectivities of tho 'free traders', and sought to control the
£low of. profits from their settlements into official chennelss
An ardinance of 1642 isoued in Remsselaerswyck proclaimed that private
traders not oanly "wronged the hémourabla patroon in his jurisdietion”,
‘but aleo impoveriched the inhsbitants,l®  Pieter Stuyvesant, Governor
of New Nethorland from 1647 t111 1664, was repeatedly informed when
the Directors of the West Indie Company were replying to his letters
that what interested them most was "your deliberation to prevent
tho emuggling in the fur trade”;20 but in 1660, ho etill had %o roport
that "on a third, if not a ‘half" !of the beavors exported by wvay of
New England, no duty had been padd,>r Reither was it only tho Dutoh

18, Eupp, On.cit., 234,
19,

1, laep-Bowle ripts, 6267, crdinance of
10 Oo.to'bea' 1642 "prohihiting Preamon end private traders
from coming ese within the limits of the colony",

20, Documants Rels ' : tnte
of HNew IFE Alhazwa 185687 ~ hereinafter refemd to ao
Me¥aCsDo)s XIV, 400, Directors to Stuyvesant, 22 December
1657; for other remarks by the Directors om the same
mattor, 373 (19 December 1656), 398 (15 September 1657), 452
(22 December 1659).
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amil Fronch aunthoritiea in Horth Amorica who hed conmtent struggles
with flamters of commereial regulations, In the records of Fassachusetts
and Commectiout, for oxample, cne finds repeated prohibitions ageinst
1llegal ‘.;mdo.az In ovory colony the legislators faced the peme
/d3ffioulty: a3 long as there were profits to be made through the
exerciose of peraoncl initlative, there ware everyvhore colanisis prepared
to fuce the posoibility of proseccution, And the Dutch were perbape
the most singlee~nminded fradors of all.
Tho Fronch holders of fur-trading mmopolieé from the Frerch
crovn had many obligations regarding the transport of settlers to
the 8%. Lavrence, tho supporting of p;'iesta and the encouragepent
of evangeliaatﬁ.m.as The Dutch holders of the New Hetherland Company
monopoly granted in 1614, on the ;xther hand, wmdertook in return for

their yrivileges cnly to map the New Netherland cmtline.m They

2 1

wera not much concexned with the comversicn of the Indians.

224

23, BS6g "Acte powr l'eatablissemvnt de la Compagnie dep 100 Acsocles
eesy 1627, in O, Hioh, 7The French B {Canadian Historical
Documents Sordes, -Scarborough, Onte, 1965), 18-19.

24. Xupp, opPecit., 3.

25, See C.R. Boxer, The Dutch Sesborne Impire (London, 1965), 150-513
Juteh Calviniat ministors in New Notherland veore more eoncornod
vith the prepence of Protestent dimserters than with the Yadeittedly
thankless task" of comversicm; the Directors were not even mush
concerned with the dissenters, as leng as thoy caused no amoysnoe
to their neighbours «- Stuyvesant wan Instrweted not 4o be too
atriok with them, @s he might discoursge dmmigration. The ocontrast
with tho religiows ocrthodoxy of the Fromoh autharitice eould hardly
be nare marked}
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the 1640's there were in Rensseolaersuyck "as many traders as persons",2.6

and the patroon of the settlement was certainly an example to the
colonists, Kiliaen van Rensselaer's long Memorial of 1633 to the
Asseunbly of Nineteon of the Weat India Company dwelt on tho possibility
of diverting the trade of the "French Indians® from the River of
Canada to New Netherland, and in 1641 the same matter was atill

exercising himg

I have not given up the hope, if the Lord will

grant me g fow years mors, of diverting to the

colony a large part of the furs of the savages

who now trade with the French in Canada, and

nothing grieves me more than that we now dispute

with one another about formlities a.g_d do not

even touch what is to yleld profits.=/
And van Rensselaer was not the first Duteh trader to recalise that
rich possibilities might lie in the diversion of the French trade,
In 1626, Isaac de Rasieres reparted to the Directors of the Vest
India Company his plans for persuading the Minguaes (Mohawks) to
"coms tc_) an agreemont with the French Indians® which would enable
the Dutch allies to trade for skins in the north, De Rasieres provides
a glinpse of the commercial anarchy prevailing in the North American
colonies at this period:

eve the French cannot procure ﬁamp@? unless
they come to berter for it with our natives'in

26, , Nerratives of Few Nethorland, 274.  The remark occurs in
.- the "Journal of New Netherland, 1647", probably taken
from a copy~book of Willem Kieft, Governor of New
Netherland 1638-47,

27. Yan Bensgolasr-Bowjer Manuscripts, 553, van Rensselaer
to Toussaint Muyssart, 6 June 1641, The Memorial of
1633, 244=6, For further illustration of van Rensselaer's
commercial philosophy, see also 411, 483,



the north, just as the Brounisis of Flymouth

gomo near our places to get wampum in exchange.

I beg to submit {o your Honors vwhether, if we

could overtake French or English oloops here,

it weuld not be well by goms means or other to

{ake the trade away from them, eithor by force

or by spoiling their trade by outbidding them ...
With commercial competitors like deo Rasieres, the French could
hardly afford simply to wait at Three Rivers or Quebec till the
Indiang should .choose t0 bring down their furs, and the Jesuits,
well-informed and practical men, must have realised it, Their
compatriots in North America certainly dids In 1615, Champlain was
already aware that "the reml, eventual enemy was the Dutchman in Fort
. Fagsau and Now Amaterdam",ag gnd in the 1660%'s Talon was still pointing
out the same denger, 30

It can never be proved conclusively that the Jesuits, faced with

the necessity of providing material suppoart for their apiritual
wndertakings, accepted as tho French, Dutch and English traders eround
them did that they muat take thoir profits where thoy could, regardlesa
of the regulations, If they bartered with the Dutch cor their allies
at Cnondaga, obtaining trade goods for beaver skins, they were
dioregarding both the comatitution of their order, which forbade them
to engage in trade, and the logislation of New France, which allowed

beaver skins to leave the colony only by way of deoignated warehouses,

28, Yan Repmerd Papors (Sen Merino: 1924), 215, 224,
20, M. Bishop, Champlains the Life of Portituwe (Taronto, 1963),
200. .

30s "HMemoire sur l'etat present du Canmadse®, 2, For other examples
of Froench warineas in the face of aggressive Dutch trading,

see Kupp, Ob.git., Chap. 1. passim,
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But let us consider the general pattern of economic circumstances
in New France and New Netherland. The Irench ocolonists had accees,
through their Indian allies, to large supplies of furs, but the trade
goods they needed for barter were exrensive to obtain from France.
The ellies of the Dutch and English gettlers had largely exhausted
their hunting-grounds of furs by 1640, 31 The Duteh in particular,
#ith their strong currency and good suppliea of cheap, well-made trade
goods from Burope, had the kott}sa and knives and cloth the Indians
wanteds The fur trade in North America was regulated not by the
ordinances of the trading companies, but by the business instincts
of the traders and their search for prof:lts.?a Yhat would bo more
sensible then the o:;change of French furs for Dutch trade goods?
The Dutch were eager to fulfil the demand for peltries from Holland,
the French rmade more profit ‘on their furs if they exchanged them for
cheap Dutch goods rather than expensive French ones. In 1653, the'
Diroctors of the Dutch Weat India Company in Holland wore suggesting
the esteblishment of a Company trading post 50 or 60 miles north of
Fort Orange, to divert the northorn trade from the French, so that
at the time when the Onondaga nission was being planned, the Dutch
were 8till preoccupied with the possibility of tapping Frenche-controlled
33

sourcegs of furs.

31, Whe falling-off of trade at Fort Orange from sbout 1640
mode logally~obtained beaver skins very expensive thore,
and price ceilings had to be fixed in 1642: see Trolease,
Andisn Affoirg «.ep 118,

32, Ses TeJs Kupp, review article, C.H.R. vol. 51 (1970), 476-8:
the economie problems of the VWest st India Company were approsched
not through planning but in the light of short-term conaiderations,

30s HeXoCeDe XIV, 171, 208} Trelease, on.cit., 123, Trelease
aleo mentions that in 1655, Father Le Moyne was wellereceived
a a vieit to Fort Orange,
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When they heard of the Jesuits' presence in Irogois country in
1656, the Directors regoted cautiously. The report of the
settloment wes "not agreegble nows to U eee", they wrote, "for it
can only bve to the disadvantage of our Province and the i:_xhabitunta".
They asked Stuyvesant to dnvestigate the motter, but thoy did not
congidor any immediate potion necessery: "We have not as yet deemed
it adviagble to come to a fingl resolution ... 48 boing premature
ond the matter perhaps of small consequence m.'!.:sr“.34 The tone of
the lotter io very different from one of t!m previous year ia which
direotions wore given for a rapld expedition against the Swedes.
Ctn that occasicn, "no delay or slupgishnons" was to be talarated,
and a ship vas aant_i‘rom Amsterdan with 200 men end th:lrt;;-aix
piscen of artiilery.sE Though the French presence was an nothing like
the scale of the Swedes', the Dircetors could have acted equally firmly
against thon hod they considered it necessary. In .fact, in eplie
of some uneasiness, they do not seom to have regarded the French
pottloment as a potentially seriocus gap in.their econowie défenoaa,
and their views were in any caeo not neccssarily identical with those
of the inhabitants of their colony. The Relaticns of 1656~T include
an account of the journey to Onondaga taken from the Jowrnal of one
of the Fathera of the misein party, and iis remarke reinforce the
inpression thet the Frepch presence was a sowrce of even less slarm
to the Few Nethorland settlors than it was to the Directors in
amsterdems The Father mentions rumours that the Duvch wished to

1

34. NeY.CoDe XIV, 374, letter of Dircotars to Stuyve
19 Decembar 1656.' HraRnsts

35, . N.¥.C.De XIV, Directors to Stuyvesant, .26 April 1655,
il
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provide "horses ani other cormodifies" {or the French setilers, "as

they are gled thut we will dwell in these countriea".% ‘
A letter of 1656 written from New Netherland by Jorenias van

Rensselaer reports "a good year for traders a9 this spring thero has

been a good trade" == 50 many beavera were beinmg sent to the Netherlands,

in faot, that he vwes afraid they would sell cheam.m In the

following winter his correspondents in "the fatherlend® confirmed

his fears. Two letters of December 1657 rention the poor market,

“"ag more beavers arrive than can be 30ld in Xueoovy', and ancother

of Jenuary 1658 expreases the wish that "there was scme demand s.e

Peltry is 10“".38

Balf & yoar later, Jeremias was reporting the
oppogite difficulty: "beavera are scarce™, “there are no beavers
anong the peaple".59 These dramatic changes of fortune were
charscteriastic of the f;:r trade, which oould ao easily be influenced,
as ve have seen, by factora quite outsids the control of the traders,

But, oven though the "good trade" of spring 1656 is too early -- and
$00 large 0 — to be attributed direotly to the presence of the

Josuits in Ircqoeds country, it is tompting to commect the steady fur
supply of 1657 and the dearth of skins in 1698 with the fortwnes of

36+ [Eelations XLIIT, 185,

1. m%mmm?xﬂiaumemm, edy LeJeFe van
Iigeg Albany, 1932), 29, letter to Hicolass Bevelot, Cotobex?
56, .
38. Letters of 17 Decsmber 1657 from Guﬂliaﬁm Horma, 22 Decenber

1657 from Anng van Remsselaer, 5 January 1658 from Richard van
R‘Bmselﬁor' _&go’ 73, 77' 34.

39. JIbid., 104 (to Anne van Remssoleer, 11 July 1658), 107 (to
Richard van Remsselaer, 28 August 1658).

40, Joremisn van Rengselaer rentiono a totel of 36,000 skina:
ibid., 29.
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the Prench in Oncadogea.

During the Jesuits' sojourn anong the Iroqois, significant
developrents took place In tho politicel life of New France: the
conmposition of the Cowneil of Quebec was alterecd, and Launan resigned
his office before the end'of his teym as governor ond roturned to
France., The two developmento are net wnconnected, and cach was the
outcors of complaints wade in Yaris sgainst abuses of power in New
Frence. Lauzan, intent on gppropristing what profit he ecould from
the fur trede, had appointed his o'm noxineos to the Council of Quobeo,
end vap nanaging the affairs of the Comeunaute des Hablitants withoub
.any regard to the wishes of the habitanis themselves == this was the
report carricd to the Company of Onoe FKundred Asaociates in Pards by
tho Quebeo syndic Denis. Tho Compeny in turn appealed to the Ring's
couneil, and a royal deeree of March 1656 congiderably inereased the .
degrae of suporvision to which the operations of the Council were :

auhjest.41

The same deoree relieved tho Jesults of the obligntion

t0 sorve on tho Couneil of Quebe¢, Vith his stoutest allies vemoved
from the Comeil and his profiteering opportunities seriously ourtailed,
Lauzon olearly felt that it wvas time for his departure. A9 the historian
of the Seigneury of Lauzon blandly puts it, *dans 1%ete do 1656, il

dormit volontairement de sa "ohargﬂ ot retourna ea France' .42

41, A% this point the Council made a nurber of hasty gootures
aiped at permitting the habitanis to trade moxre frecly, including
orening the Tadoussac trade for a year: 8eo above, De 22

42, J. Bdmond Roy, Histoiro de la Seimeurde de Lauzen (Leviss s
1897), I, 123; d4n this as in other dublous spisodes of the
retroating governor's carcor, the beook is 2 rmasterplece of
apologys No menticm 15 wade of the fact that Lausen left
with nost of the beavers brovght down~river by the Ottowas
in 1656, and witk 3,000 livres that he denanded as travelling
exponses, though his passage probably e¢cat him nothing
sco Lanectet, Iidst, of G s 1g 220,
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The last-menticned provision of the decree of 1656 was the result
of & request from tho Jeauits themselves. The leaders of the Order
in Paris were concerned at the enthuslasm of Fathor Raguencau for
political activity. Thoy {elt that his over—-zealous participation
in the direction of affairs in Hew Franceo led to such unpopularity
for their order, such currency for the ever—-provalent feeling that
the Socloty of Jesus was more interested in temporsl than in aspiritual
mattera, that it was expedient for the Fathers to withdraw from public
political 111"9.43 In tho following year, after Ailleboust and
Kaisonnoeuve had further ropresented to the authorities in meis the
difficulties that the colony was facing, the Council wes radically
reorganiaeda“ In the reacnstituied body no ploco was allocated

to the Jesuits, in eccordance with thelr wishes., They realised that

© their comnection with the Cownoil "really diminished their influence

—_—

while seeming to increase it";

The peried of the Cnondaga mission was thus a pericd of considerable
political activity in New Frances. It is most wfortunate that the
Journal_deg Jesuites covering these events is missing, as is the

43. Poncet, de Quen, Vimont and le Mercier were so much troubled
by Hegueneau's involvement in political mattern and by
its offect on other members of the Order that they all
at various times wrote to the General of the Scciety of
Jesus about it. In 1656 de Quen was directed to "eloignor
le Pere Ragueneau de Quebec": see Rochemonteix Il, 1835,

44« For details of the reorganisation, sce Gustave Lenctot,
"The Elective Council of Guebes of 1657" in C.H.Its XV
(1934), 123-32. -

45. M. Bastman, Church snd State in Raxly ggg\'adg (Edinburgh,
1915), 44. Rochomontoix oxpresses very eimilar sentimonts:
Specit.,, II, 182,
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46 On the departure of the Jesuiis! friend and ally

Jelatlcn of 1655,
Lauzon, Father Viront wrote to the General of the Socisty of Jesus

that there was rejoicing among French and Indlens alike,47 but no
montian iz made of the feslings of the Jesuits themselves on the matter.
Their position in tho divection of the colony's affairs was bound

to be alterecd by the departure of the governor with whom they had

- worked s0 ¢lesely and for so longe It was through lLauzon that the
Jopuits' spiritual monopoly was first securedj’C 1t was through the
intervention of the Jesuit Charles Lalewant that Lavcon agreed to

code to the Society of Hotre Dame the island on which Montroal was
founded, 49 If their collaboration had had ne othor conseguences

than these, the assoclistlon between Lauzm and the Jesuits would still

have made its mark an the history and development of New France.
Lauzon's objeetives of £illing his pockeis and securing the fortunes

of his sons demznded the sswe kind of policies as the Jesuits' wish

46, Tho Relaticp was loot when the msssenger carryling it from

the ship at La Rechelle to Paris was attacked and his papers
acattored: see Reln, XLI, 14, The missing portion of

the Joyrnal des Jesuiten, from Fobruary 1654 to October

1656, waz written, it seems, with unjesuitical lack of precisica,
cen papor of a difforent sizo from the usual {olio sheets; 1t
has long since been lost., De Guoen explained the lapse

nogt palnotaldngly whon he resumed the follo gheets: Rels iLII,
2493 soe also editor's note in Preface, ibid., 14.

47. Lotter of 28 August 1656, cited Rochomonteix, ope.cit., II,
232' ' b

48. See above, p. 27,

49, The cespion was made in August 1640, for {ho enormous
sun of 150,000 livres, according to Parkman; sce Dolliex
de Casaon, -op.cit., 67; Salome, op.cit., T4; Lanctot,

1g ¢ s 1, 1760
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to extend the domdnion of France and the Chuxrch without undue expense
to elther., The mission to the Iroacis was an wdertaking in which
both Lauecon and the Jesults considered the risks 4o be worth taking
in the expectation of profits, spiritual and material; it marks a )
climax in the influence of thelr partnership over the affairs of the
vhole colony, and in the influence of the Jesuits over Lauzon, In
the planning of the Onendage venture, Lauzon "ellowed the Jesuits
to shape his polioy, éhouldar the respmeibility and face the peril“.so
He was aleo prepared to make vhat scomed to somo observers wunwvarranted
compromises to enmsure the sucocess of the expedition. No reprisgls
war;: made againot Mohawk raiders vhile the ypeace treaty was allegedly
in force. VWhen in May 1656, for ingtance, 300 Irogois attacked the
habitants of Quebec to go to the aid of the Hurmms for foar of endangering

2 Lauvzon was reoplaced after his preeipitate departure

the peace.
by administrators whose outlook and priorities were guite different.
The Jesuits, who had for years beon as one with the temporal authorities

of Now France, were soon in conflict with them.

50. E&Btmﬂn. 290_0_‘-’_&.0 ’ 20,

5l. See above, p. 10; Lanotot, Opecit., I, 215,
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CHAPTER V

Jdegults and Iroqols affor 1658, Ihe Onondame mission in porspective.

On his return to France, Lauzon left his son wwillingly in his
place., By the suumer of 1657 the yownger Laugon, tired of waiting
for the arrival of the now governor from France, handed over his office
to & formor governor, Ailleboust. It was with this transfer of
authprity that the Jesuits' position in the direction of New France
policy towards the Ireoqois began seriously to be challenged.

Part of De Quen's entry In the Journal des Jeguiteg for Uctober

20th 1657 reads as follous: .

Monaieur d'alliboust, governor, complaine of me for
the 1ittle confidence which I have dn him, saying
that I do not Impart to him the matters which concern
the wission of onontage; and first, that I did not
convey to him the 2 presents which Father Ragueneau
had sent to me from the onontege. These presents
vere addressed to Onomtio ... Father drulllettes
conveyed e my behalf the 2 Collars to Honsiour
d'alleboust, 2 days after.l

The following day Ailleboust held an asserbly of the habitants, to
which the Jesuits were not invited, where "it was Resolved", by commen
consent of all present, that the French should take measures to defend
themselves against the raids of the Irogois: "no cne should be allowsd
to commit a Theft or robbery or any other amct of hostility, under

pretoxt of pez:lc:t:«:".:2 Allleboust w;as emphasising that, whatever the

14 ?glgti ong KLIII, 61-

2. Ibid., loc.cit De Quen's repart is hearsay, becausein reporting
a further public meeting om Hovember 4th he notes "nme of our
fatbers wap called, any more than to the othor asserblies":

Zelatdag XLIIL, 7.
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Jepuits' special position with regard to the mission during Lauzen's
governorship, they could no longer "comsiderer lo gouverneur comme une
—Iqua.nti'l:e negligeable'!,?’ He was also making quite clear that Lauzon's
policy of ignoring breaches of the treaty in the interest of maintaining
an illusory peace was to be abandoned. An altogether more energetic
policy was to be pursued, and it wes to be. direoted not by the clergy
but by the terporel authorities., Its object was not the gaining
of profits or even the saving of souls, but the protection of tﬁe
* lives'end property of the ancﬁ settlers and their ailiéﬁlh.l ' ‘Hithin
days, I;.-oqbis roiders hed been errested at Montreal apd Threslkivers.
0f these, f:l.ir;a Mohavks wore sent to Quebec. Ailleboust sent two
of them to report back to their tribe on the new state of affairs,
keeping the others as hostages.4 |
It was five months after the habitants® resolution to defend
themselves against Trogois incursions that the nﬂsaionarieé at Onondaga
mde their escape. Was the growing hestility of their hosts entirely
tho result of the new attitude of the French settlers? It seems unlikely.
'The Hia?ionariea wora informed that an offensive against the French |
was being planned throughout 165?.5 The usefulneas to the Irogols
of the French alliarce had dimlnished. The tribal wars in which
they had been embroiled at tie time when they first asked for Fremch

6

sottlers had been satisfactorily concluded;” theoy hod succeeded in

3.. ‘Salems, op.cit., 105,

"4e  Soe Lanctot, op.cit., I, 229. The new stern measures
againot the raiders were faithfully reported in the Relstiong,

X1V, 193=7,
5« See Lanctot, loc.cit
6+ Seo sbove, pel2. Tar a colourful account of the campaign

againat the Eries, see Pariman, Josuits in North Amerieca,
542=5.
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certying off many Hurcns from under the noses of the French during

the peace, thanks to Lauson'es policy of appeasement, but under the

new cnergetic rogime at Quebec the treaty would afford them no further
irmmity. At a peeting between French and Irogois called by
Aillebom;t in February 1658, an Iroqois spokesman announced "The
Iroqois and the Dutch are united by = chain of iron, and their
friendship cannot be broken":7 the Dutch were good allies who provided
gung and brandy aa well as kettles and Imives and cloth, VWith friends
like them, there seemad little need for a comnection with the French,
The French thenselves might have gained much more from it, had it
really provided all that it seemed te .offer - g5 roang of contact

with the Duteh and their trade goods, the promise of many eouls to

be saved, the possﬂiil:lty of freedom from Irogois raiders. But in

the early months of 1658, the French at (nondaga were faced both with
growing hostility from the Irogois, and with what amounted to a withdrawal
of protection from the Fronch authorities. Fathor le Koyne reported
in March that the Fronch party "do not well know whether we aro at
peace or at war" aftor a massaore of Huron Christiane by Onondagas,
"and that bofore the facea of their brethren, the French, who perhaps
expected to fare mo better themalvea".a In their uncertainty, retreat
vas the most pruélent courgs, They found in Quebec on their return

a political climate quite different from the e they had left.

7. Relatioens ZLIV, 207.

8, [Relations XLIV, 217, The letter was in fact written five
days after the escape of the French party, but le loyne
knew nothing of this bevause he was on a visit to liew Hollandj
the roason for the visit is not specified.
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The reproaches of Ailleboust puat have been a rude shock for

Fathor De Quen after the cordial relaticno his order had previously
enjoyed with the govermor. However, Ailleboust was in office mly
tenporarily., The Jeguits perhaps locked forward to another
reversal of attitude when the new governor arpived; if so, they woro
dicappointed, Argenson landed in Quebee in July 1658, and en the
following day led an abtack on an Trogeis raiding rarty.” By this
time there was no Fronmeh settlenment in Cnondaga whose safety had to
be bought with appeasezent, of course, but Argenson's first ects as
governor indicated that he intended to follow in Ailleboust's
detormined fooftsteps. Fe aleo expsoted the Jesuits to confine their
‘activities strictly to ecclesisstioal matters: he had been warned
I‘before his departure from France against the tendency of the Order
to nsgume authority in the temporal es woll an the spiritual sphere.’”
The Jesults had become eccustomed under Lauzen to being consulted

" on matters of policy and to being kept informed of proceedings in
administrative ciroles, and when Argenson kept them leass in his
cofidence thoy were very resentfuls De Quen wrote to the Genersl
of the Society of Jesus that the now governor believed he oould do

without the Jesuits® oounsel, that he was surrounding himaelf with
presumptuous youth and teking thelr advice. The Jesulte even felt

that Argenson was "making war® on the misasionarice, and feared that
he might take stops to recorganise the relizious sdministration of

9.  Delatdena XLIV, 227,

10. The warning came from the King's coumcillor Lameignomt
Lanetot, 22-_9_&-; 238,



the colony, removing all euthority from their ordar.u ‘Fm'tunately
for Argenson's reputation, the Jesuits! opinion of him is not the only
ope rocorded. Marie de 1'Incarnaticn, oven though she also Tepresents
the religious interest in the colemy, admired the eueré-y and straight-
" foruardnesa with which Argensen Set about tackling the ills of the
settlers, and her view secems cloger to Eaing generally held than fhat:
of the Jesuit t‘athers..lz -

The fact is that an their roturn from Onondaga, the missicnaries
were faced not just with a change of persannel in the sdministration
of New France, but with a vhole chango of emphasls in the running of
" the colony., During the period so far congidered, more or legs from
the beginnings of arganised setiloment ¢n the St. Lawrence to the end
of the 1650'@, it has been possible to rogard Jesuits end Fronch
autharitios as epe. The Onondaga miseicn itsolf is an illustration
of co~operation between church and stete to purawe material and
spiritual onds simltaneously. By the end of the 1650's, new interests
were gaining influence in the colony. What has often been called
the "herole" peried of New France was drawing to a close -~ Rochemontelx
actually pinpoints the end of the Onondaga mission as the end of this
ages ' '

Avoc olle s'achevait 1'enfance de la colonie
francaise, et cette premiers epogue, epoque

heroique, de 1'evangolisation des pouplades
indiennes dans 1l'Amerique septontrionnle,

11. De Quon's letter, dated 6 Séptemher 1658, is cited in Rochemonteix,
op.cit., II, 234, TRochemonteix' opinion of Argenson echoes
that of the 17th~c. Jesuits.

12, Richauwdeau, Lettres de la reverende Mers Marie ..., II,
: 169; Eﬂﬂ‘tman, gavmn. 43,

1
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From henceforth, "tout va se mcdifier, 60 transformr“.ls
Whethor or not cne accepts this precise dating, 1t is certainly
truo that tho charmoter of tho colcuy wes changing., The creation
of a bishopric removed from New France the statua of a miesion,
and the charscter of the first bishop ensured that the voice of
the church in Quebec iasued from his mouth and nmot from the mouths
of the Josuitss. ? mThe fur trade was growing increasingly complex.
The search for furs further and further afield produced now
specialista in what had boeh i Lipeiint dbliore o Jesnlt ABLLusnes:
the coureurs des bols also learnt Indisn languagoes and adapted
to thedir customs in their acarch for fure as the Fathers had in
their search for aoula.‘ls The intorest of Colbert in Now France
and the imposition in the sarly 1660's of direct royal governrent
strengthened the influencs .cf the eivil power in what had been
essontially a theceratic community. The Onondaga mission was
the last te be planped and carried cut under the ausploes of the
Soeiety of Jesus in Guebeg,

13, Rochomontelx, 3‘2.9_5_-2_). II, 155.

14. Tho eveation of the bdbishopric was surrounded with a
great deal of clerical controversy both in France and
in Rome, 2nd even after the arrival of the bishop the
occoleaiagtical aitustion in New Prance remained vory
ecnfused for some time: for a oummary of the confusiom,
pee Lannﬁot, Qﬁ‘m'! I, 2267, The biﬁhop, Laval,
was ocnsecrated in France in Decomber 16568, arrived in }
Guebeo in June 1659, and remained in office until 1684,

15, &ee GeDe Clark, The Scciel Developrent of Canads (Toronto:
1942), 44. Clark ceomsiders that between 1660 and 1700
tho fur trade was exorcising its greatent scolally disorganising
influwernoe in Wew France,
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The 'new men' of tho ecivil authorities did not cverlook the velue
of the Jesults' previous ocontacts with the Iroqeis, and made use of
Josult expertisc when the occasion deranded. Argensom, from whom
the Jesuits probably expected little recognition, called on their Supericr
when in 1661, Iroqois appearod in Cuebee to return priscners and to
ask for e miosicnary to sccompany them back to their villages. Father
le Noyne went with them, en his £1£th journcy into Irogods combry.Ld
His reports from his travels show undiminiohed intereat in every aspeot
of Hew France's existence: e reason he gives for the wish for peace
anong the Five Hationa is that for the Senecas, trade with the French
would be much less fraught with danger than their vresent trade with
the Dutoh, which is carried on "with great inconvenience znd by long

17 The interest of the Jesuits was no lmgar

and perilous routes.”
a feotor in the framing of policy =~ in fnct officisls sent to Cannda
from France in the later 17th century were warned as a matter of course
"againot pretensicns of tho Order to temporal authority —- but Argenson's
suscessors, too, welcomed the misoicnaries' assistence when they wanted
to feater geed relations with the Iroqeis. Tracy sent aix evangslisto-
cur~ambaasadors to their country when his show of military atrongth
persuaded the tribos to gue for peace in 1666, Frontongots mistrust

of the mlasicnaries Wwas deep enough for him to request Colbert in 1674

16. This ombassy arrived after = pefiod of particularly fierce
haracorent, and was greeted with rolief but with ineredulitys
Journal dea Jesultes, 29 Jumo 1661, Rolations XLVI, 181;
also 225, 237,

17. Relaticpg XLVI, 111,
18, Fastman, op.git., 9=3,
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for funds to pay independent interpreters, "in order not to pass ithrough
the hends of the Jesuit fathors vhen ve have to troat with the savages'.'>
Hio whole relationship with the Jesuits has beon desceribed as one of
"frustrated ho.atility",zo but he never quarrelled openly with them,
and they provided him with much valuable intelligence frow their missiono
anong the Fivo Hations.21

The presence of tho Jesuits in Iroqols country was log a source
of uneasiness to the Irocgois' trading partnerz. The English had
roplaced the Duich of New Netherland, and governor Lovelace was anxdous
at the appearsnce of Traocy's cnvoys. The Bnglish intendant at Fanhatten
was alarrmed at reports' that Frontenas wao planning to weet Irocaois
leadors at Cataraqui in 1673, and invited Bruyas, a Jesuit rdssicnary
and adviser to Frontenae in negqtiations with the Iroqeols, to a meeting
at Fort Orango to discuss the situatiom. Bruyas reasscured the Englishran
in a letter: it was purely the beauty of the spot that hod decided
the French cholce of meeting~place, "rather than the design of turning

22

aside the Ircgois from trading at Orange". Even when they were

19, Eagtran, _g_g.ci vy 144,

20s W.Je Eeccles, Rrontenac, the Courtier Governop (Torento,
KeLelland and Stewart, 1965 = Carleton Library ed,), 65,

21, Fastman, op.gits, 143-6; Eccles, one.cit., 117-8, 329-30,
mentiona the services of two particular Fathers, lLamberville
and Bruyas.

22, Both inecidents are recounted by Hastran, op.cit., 91=3, 145.
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no longer diotating the policies of the Fronch in North Ameriga,
the Jesuits were putiting their diplomatio skill and experience
emong the Indiens et the service of French interests. A

Toverds tho end of his volums on the Josults in North Americe
in the. seventeonth cenbury, Franois Parkmen commonts thet it was
fortunato for the Europosn colonists that "the wisdom of tho Iroquois
wa:'alﬁt_;t the viadom of savages®s ‘ |
. thoir segeclty is past denying; - 4% showed itsclf in many
wayd; but it was not equael o a comprehenaion of thoir own
situation end that of their race ,.. their organization and
their intelligence were merely the instruments of a blind
- frengy, which dmpelled them to destroy those whom thoy might
have mede their allios in a common cause, 23 T
This picturs of the Iroqois, end-the idea that they were & constent
major threat to the existensco of the French colony on the 8%, Lawrence,
have been perpetusted in the histiriogrephy of Now Frenoe, Ona
rocson for this 1s that Padkmants stercotypes have beem remsrkebly
wldely-nccepted ond long-lived because his History for so -16::5
nonopoliced the f‘:l_.eld.m" His sourocos on the Iroqois were medinly

soclosinatical, It suited the purposes of the Josults to stross

25. Jesuits in North Amsrice, 538,

2. E.G. Bourne remarked in 1901 that Parkmen's thoroughness in

rogsearch gave his narrative "in some moasure the charscter of
sources” E'Eamg in Wistorieal Critioism, reprinted 1967, Frooport);
Thonas B, Costain’s Preface to The VWhito and the Gold: the French

Repimo in Caneda (Torontor 195%) scknowledges "&wo great sources

== the Josult Relations and Pranois Parkmen's aplondid volumes®,
Parkmen appoars in mors then one recent text-baok of source
studies for 17th-century Cenads, elongside Champlein, Dolliér de
Casson end Maris do 1*Incernation: see C.F, Goulson, 17th Contury
Conada: Sourco Studles (Toronte: 1970); 192-3; Rsid, HoNeught

and Crows, A Souroe-book of Cenndian History(Toronto: 1967), 18,26, 37.
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the Irogois threat in their appeals, through the Relations, for

support from France, and it suited Parkman's dramatic swlé to stress
the hardships of the beleaguered colonists, isclated in thelr wilderness
settlements and surrounded by hostile hordes.2?  From en unlikély
historiographical combination of seventeenth-century Jesuit propaganda
and nineteenth-century Boston Brahmin prejudice there thus emerges

a well-rounded and coherent picture of semseless Irogqois savagery
threatening a precarious colonial exlstence. Emile Salone, who

26 nevoertheleas

has been deaseribed by Fregault as "l'anti Parkman",
shares the same imagery when he describes New France between 1642 and
1663 "gsous la monace perpei:uelle de la hache iroqoise" or "pantelante
sous la hache 1roqoise".27 Whatever the outlook of the historilan,
tho image of the Iroqols scems constant, )

' On the ground, as it were, in their everyday deoalings with thg
Pivo Nations, the Jesults' .attitude was much more flexible and less
pessimistic than in the Rolations. They recognised that the real
threat posed by the Iroqois was more subtle than the threat of physieal

extermination, The two communitles, European and Iroqois, csch depended

25, See Hunt's bibliographical essay at the conclusion of Nars of
the Irogqols, 187. In spite of bhis anti-French, anti-Catholic
prejudices, 1t suited Parkman's dramatic descriptive style
to accept the Jesuits' portrayal of the Ircgois threat,

26, In Fregault's 'Presentation' of the 1970 re-edition of

La Colonisntion de la Houvelle France (Trois Rivieres: 1970),
vii, ,

27. Ibid,., 110, 139,. Similar expressions abound in the historigraphy
of New France; for just oné example, sece Zoltvany, Government

of New France seep 2e
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to some extent, in certain mattors, on the other, What the Five

Nations wanted was European wealth, in the form of manufactured goods;
whnt the Jeauits wanted of the Five Natiwms waa. as much thelr economic
co~oporaticn as thoir souls. The Cnondaga mission fits much botter
into a pattera of political manceuvre theon into one of evangelical
fervour. The Jesuit fathera often prayed for martyrdon: they did
not stay to find it in Onondaga =~ their misesion was a political
and commercial ome and when 1% becane expedient for them to withdraw,
they took their opportunity.

Ye have seen how the mission at Onondaga was established not
in an access of zeal to save souls, but after long and cauticus
negotintione, in close collaboration with the tonporal authorities
of Ilow France. The rolitical and commorcial possibilities of the
gettloment have been outlined, and the political develeoprments in
Quebee which acconpanied the Jesuita' withdrawal fron the missimm
and which, it seems, may havo had some influence in bringing about
that withdrawal. The whole story iz one of political rmanoceuvre
and diplomatic negotiation. Ratheor than treating the Irogols as
bloody and unpredicfable Bava;r;aa and recciling from them in horror,
tho Jesuits seem to have been quite preopared to take them on as
commercial and political pariners. Coming to terms with the ineseapeblo
fast of the Irogois presence, the Jeaults sought to nake the wost
profitable arrangenents they could with ther, for the benefit of
the French colony in Canada and for their own order; sventually
oircumstances made their approach to *the Irogois problem' unacceptable
to the authorities, but at tho timo of the Opondega missicn, 1t was
the Jesults' policy that held sway., Attonpts to make uge of the
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Iroqoia connection were made by tho Jesults before 1656, a9 we have
seon, After 1658 too, contocts were maintained and made uwse of where
pogasible in the furtherance of French interests. The Cnondsgn mission
vas not a spontaneous heroic gesture, an adventure embarked upon in
a.burat of evangelical fervour, It shows uo the Scoiety of Jesus

at the peak of its influence in Hew France, using its great accumilation
of experience in politica, in commerce and in Indian diplomacy to carry

out a carefully-ocnsidered polioy.
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