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all minor details connected with their removal,

them is accepted, would arrange ¢ with ¢ ]
hich “makes enquiry, as he might find 1t best m their

respecting which Mr. Borland m

interest. . ) ) '

I am, Sir, Your Obedient Servant,
E. A. MEREDITH,

Deputy Minister of Finance.

(Signed,)

John McGirr, Esq., Indian Agent, Oka, P.Q.

ANSWER OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ALLIANCE TO THE GOVERNMENT. J

MoNTREAL, 23rd April, 1878, |

1 defence of the Oka Indians, and the settlement of
f St. Sulpice have been trans-

hts .Alliance, the letter from
respecting certain proposals

DEaRr SIR,—As the leg 2 of |
the questions between them and the Seminary o).
ferred from the Methodist Churcl} tc; the Léi\'xl 11\1g
the Department of the Interior of the 23ra uit. res : roposals
made bI;' the Seminary of St. Sulpice had to be Subm)tteg to fhﬁ )L,(;l.mu.!;. l hé
Civil Rights Alliance is composed of all political and rehgx_ot‘b clu_tc s, o.1§.nln/,g1 ’
to secure the civil and religious rights of any creed or class, and 1s not a body

. . 1
“i ‘ee Governnent and the Indians.” o )
o e e et the tter of the Minister of the

’ 1 he Alliance regrets that the lett cof
Inter?ol;eiscaoglfégiljgfdtelfence of the S%minary, containing n'otf o.n‘l_\'j an ‘\md\xgnmc(}_
threat as td the removal of the agent placed in Okg. but a urther rL[rZ}T.;Ll:lf)lll 0
concessions proffered by the Government. The .‘\]}lranc‘c{ has n.o {10 .UL:’ or
religious animus. It simply seeks to secure certain nghts fnr a p‘Lo’p g‘)to v }(;mv
these rights were given, and which rights were recognuc’d‘ or OV ‘L.r.a gu;tutr“\ ) )g
the very corporation which now aims to r‘ejec.t them. “W_‘l“'h“}‘_(’,“b )t.f LL :
the Oka Indians and the Seminary of St. Sulpice are not m‘cxc <111L§t{()]115 .O, lnm
timent, but of momentous fact_ and.nmllcnablc legal c]am?s. IEI?}J]} 1?}\} lml')-
pened, that in the multitude of advisers, \:olu}ltary and even orm;q w 110 1&\(;
persistently urged the Government to do justice between _the‘sgj cl.u(llnan' s.l‘m{
some conflicting opinions have obtained, as to the real claims and demands o

the Indians.
It does not appear
mept, has been directed

that ¢ the best possible legal advice” taken by Govern-
to the real question at issue, inasmuch as the letter of
the Minister of the Interior declares that this legal 21(.1\"1(“(: * has l!lllf(?(l;ll:\'\‘lice!]
that the Indians have no legal title to the soil, that the Gentlemen of the ».%l]]l-

y ans, but absolute proprietors of the land. and

5 > Indi

nary are not trustees for the Inc . . : - and
tl?arty r;o suit against the Scminary fo obtain possession of tie property Sor the
* {=]

Indians could be successful.” I:’,mipcnt legal gentlemen have giycn t})g’ oplrnx(l)n'
that the titles under which the Semmary claim an absolute owners 11[‘)‘of_tlm)
Seignories, destroy instead of establishing their c]:u.m_; that tlw‘or(.l.m;m; L‘ U.,“L
Special Council of 1840, merc.ly .conﬁrmcd.thc .onglpa] grants with F‘F‘ .\‘Jl.nc_j
obligations ; that the Act a'hoh'shmg t!)g hc1gnm:m! Icn}lrc put the Seignories
under the common law, as it did the Seighory of Sault St Louis, the abolition
being for the Indians respectively, who should receive. the (:‘Il}SU[UKC(l rent in
lieu gf cons ¢ rentes, and the indemnity for the 'ahn.nm({n of '/\m/x o ventes, or
the interest of the capital set apart for §}1Ch indemmnity.  The 16th section
of the ordinance in question (3 and 4 Vict. cap. so, now cap. sz of the
Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canada), pteserves the rights of the Indians.
“ Nothing in this Act or in the ordinance ;1(()(c<;1|(l contained, shall _c§tc|1(1
to destroy, diminish, or in any manner to affect, the rights and privilegss
of the Crown, or of any person or persois, soviety, or corporate body,. ex-
cepting such only as this Act and the said ordinance expressly and specially

D e
destroys, diminishes or affects. ' o
\”)et‘this is not the present question between the € Jkas and the Seminary, and

no such desire has heen officially expressed to _thcl(;m'ernmcnt by this Alliance,
o the dispossessi()n of the gc11}10111311 of the Semmary, and the nstallation .of
the Indians as absolute proprietors. It seems cevident that t'hc ]cgzll_ advice
taken by Government has b.cen L'ln:e(‘,tcd to an issue not. now in qucsfx’o'n, tmd_
cne likely to prejudice public opinion against the interests and real claims of
the (%!‘hz:es.simple questions are thesc: Has the Seminary of St. Sulpice
obligations to fulfil towards the Indians?  2nd. Whar are l}wsc obhgations ?
ard. Will the Government or the courts compel the Seminary to fulfil them?
The Minister of the Interior will perceive that tl;c ;cgf;l :1‘(1\'1('?‘ f"cc'cl\'cd lsi\l-
his Department, as expressed in hlf lencr}o)f tl}’c 23§( u t.).ntfli;:(i) i:’;*llr‘,l?g]‘f:[-}
upon these questions, m;d thntl ll::llll(eh of the argument contanec s letter,
ils 1e real 1ssue. . i

theregglzg’flllli;g(c)en:gzggrnizes the fact that the Act of 1840 .(:on'nr‘me.(l certain
claims of the Seminary. Tt does not, however, recogmze any ‘revfomnon'.of the
obligations imposed upon the Semimary by the concessions 0 . the King of
France. It rather sees therein an explicit confirmation of those obhgz}non;
To satisfy the Minister of the Interior thz!t this posmon. Is ‘tcmble afnd ‘Just, it
would fix his attention upon a few undeniable facts. st -l_he Actof 15‘37-.38,
which sought to confirm the Set minary as absolute owners with no 9bhgat19ns to
the Indians, was ‘disallowed by the Crown. 2nd. Ih’e Act of 1840 was only
allowed by the Crown because it contained the very obligations towards the
Indians and others which the disallowed Act was made to evadc‘z. 3rd. Until
within the last forty years or thereabouts, the gentlemen of the Seminary faith-
fully fulfilled the obligations this Alliance now seeks to ‘ha\_re continued, to wit :
Erecting house and home for the peopley or at least permitting them to erect
house and home for themselves with timber from the seignories ; prosecuting in
the name of and as the guardians of the Indians, trespassers who cut wood on
the lands; permitting the people to cut what wood they require for fuel or
building purposes, as well as for the small industries upc;p which much of their
existence depends ; providing means for moral and religious instruction, and

acting in every sense as Trt . T : ;
y 4 tecs missions of the Rev. T. A, Baile, Superior

. Attention is requested to the ad :
of th i in hi th October, 1868 (Parliamentary Return,
the Seminary, in his letter of the 12 1870, i)age 13), in which he says,

Third Session, First Parli Vict., 3,
“We allow them to take ‘:ﬁ?ﬁ;ﬁﬁ they require for building purposes or for
firewood, but we do not allow them to sell it.” Also to bis reiteration of this
statement on page 23, same Return, * If they want any firewood or timber for
building purposes, we allow them to have it.” ¢ We have but a few pines

st

{ imber for building purposcs.”

capable of being converted into canoes: when the Indians require any, we
allow them to take them, but on the condition that they will not sell them. In
general we cut wood on the lands reserved for the Indians a2 their demand
enly, either to enlarge their fields or to make new ones ; and if sometimes we
hade cut some without consulting them, it was on unoccupied or deserted lands.”
Again on page 36, in a letter dated 26th February, 1870, he repeats, “The
Seminary has always allowed the Indians of the Lake to take firewood in the
forest for their own use. They have also been allowed, when asked for, to take
Again in the *Historical Notice” of the gues-
tion published in 1876 under the names of the present Curé of Oka and the
advocate of the Seminary, pages 17 and 26, the admissions are made : “ Each
head of a family of these tribes of Indians has had permission to take in the
Domaine of the Seminary all the wood necessary for building and heating
purposes.”

If these statements were at all correct, one of the most serious griev-
ances of the Indians could or would have had no existence. But they are
directly contradicted by the plam facts that in every instance where the Indians
have attempted to cut wood for these purposes, the Seminary has mvariably
caused their arrest and prosecution since they have seen fit to change their
creed. It has also been stated that permission had to be asked from the forest-
keepers ; but it is a fact, known to residents of the Seigniories, that these forest-
kegpers were solely appointed for the purpose of keeping the French popula-
tion at the rear of the domaine from cutting wood. They never”interfered
with the Indians until within the last eight or ten years, but frequently arrested
French residents for trespass and cutting wood. It is also wholly incorrect
that since the Indians have changed their creed they have been allowed to cut
wood. The residence of the Methodist Missionary, owned by an Indian, had
to be repaired with lumber bought by private gentlemen ; many houses are
badly in want of repair, and the Seminary will not let the people cut wood for
this purpose; houses have fallen into decay from age, and hundreds of the
Indians and their families have been obliged to leave Oka for want of house
and home, and are now residents in various parts of Quebec and Ontario.
Several families are crowded into small dwellings for want of sufficient houses.
The necessary firewood has only been obtained by purchase, and by using
decayed stumps found on the lands or canoed from across the lake. These
matters are here enlarged upon to show the Department of the Interior, that the
statements made by the Rev. Mr. Baile are utterly disproved by facts ; and that
in no instance have the Protestant Indians of Oka enjoyed the ancient privi-
leges, which have been continued uninterruptedly to the few Indians on the
Scigniory who are Roman Catholics,

‘The Allilance and its advocates do not consider that the Government has
any such relations with the Okas as with other Indian bands. The Seminary of
st. Sulpice voluntarily assumed the same direct Trusteeship of these Indians
and the lands, which the Government now occupy towards other Indian bands.
Proof of this is apparent from the statements in the letter of the Minister of the .
Interior, that * there is no fund in the possession of the Government belonging
to the Oka Indians,” and that *the Deparunent have no means of purchasing
these or any other lands for the Oka band, other than such as the amount given
by the Seminary.”

The Okas occupy a peculiar legal position by no fault of their own. The
Seminary petitioned the King of France in 1717 for the Scigniory of the Lake
“as a Mission to these Indians,” plainly expressing the desire to secure it {or
“the advantage of the Indian Mission, not only because of the conversion of
the Indians, who being further from the city would also be beyond the danger
of becoming drunkards, but also to the colony, which in this way would be pro-
tected from the incursions of the Iroquois in time of war.” It must be remem-
bered that when England took possession of this country, this band of Indians
were then under the guardianship and special care of the Seminary of St
Sulpice, on the very seigniory where they still remain ; and that from that period
till the confirmation of the Seminary Title in 1840, the highest legal opinions
held that the estates of the Seminary were being held illegally, having become
by the capitulation the property of the Crown. It was no fault of the Indians
if they were placed by old legislation in this peculiar position, and left by the
ordinance of 1840 under the Seminary trusteeship instead of exclusively Govern-
ment control. In fact, the Crown is directly responsible for this peculiar
relationship, as it disallowed the Act of 1837-38, by which the Seminary tried to
get rid of their obligations to the Indians, and put their care upon the Crown.

‘The plain reason therefore why the Government has no fund belonging to
the Okas is that the Seminary of St. Sulpice hold and have always held this fund
in trust ; have held the position towards the Indians for over two hundred years,
one hundred and sixty of which have been in Oka.  The Government occupy
a certain relation towards the Caughnawaga, St. Regis and other Indian bands,
which gives it the exclusive control of these Indian funds. The Seminary of St.
Sulpice, by the original deeds of concession and the ordinance of 1840, occupy
a similar relation towards these Okas, which has given it the exclusive control
of the funds belonging to the Okas. )

The Seminary maintain that the Okas have no legal rights in Oka; tha.tA
they are a tolerated people. Government seems to confirm this view. Now if
the Okas have no legal rights in the Seignory there, clearly they have no {\ghts
anywhere else. Thus they are placed in an inferior and anomalous position,
which no other.band of Indians occupy. If the ordinance of 1840 was meant to-
alienate the Indians rights, it was a wrong and an injustice which no Government
had or has a legal power to perpetrate, and for which Government must be held
responsible. Nothing is clearer, however, from the original deeds of concession,
as well as from the petitions presented to the French King by the Seminary,
than that these Indians were specially chosen for special instruction and care,
as well as a special defence of the Isiand of Montreal from Iroquois invasions.
The letter of the Minister of the Interior declares that the Government * has no
funds belonging to the Oka Indians,” and has no means of purchasing land for
them. Supposing now, as the letter of the Department Intimates, that in the
event of the refusal of the Qkas to accept a money inducement from the Semi-
nary to leave the Seignory, and they are u}timately forced to do so by the same
circumstances of annoyance and restriction Wthh' have forced hundreds of
others 10 leave, and then there is * no fund forthcoming,” does the Department



