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THE SEMINARY AND THE OKA INDIANS.

Sir,—1 regret that through, to us, unforeseen circumstances, the gentlem?n
appointed by the Civil Rights Alliance Comunittee to prepare a reply to tug
Superintendent General’s letter of the 2 3rd March, and which you transmitte
to me here, was prevented from performing that duty. His Jack of service will,
however, be rendered by another gentleman, who', I have reason to believe,
will ere long forward to you the reply that Committee desire to lay before the

n nt General. . .

SuperI ntl‘;l;dSbseg/e that at the earliest moment practiqable the Committee of the
Methodist Missionary Society (that branch of it having the supervision of the
French and Indian Missions of the Montreal Conference) of Montreal, and
that of the Civil Rights Alliance, were convened, when they gave to the com-
munication the attention which its importance demanded ; and alt’hough they
are distinct committees, and met at differentltim]eds 1z;nd p](zllcei), _y;et they perfectly
aoreed as to the nature of the reply which should be made 10 it. .

gre 1t ?ss right 1 should say herelt}})’at if thee gentlemen of these com'n};"ttees,fallxd
many others whom they represent, manifest a deep interest 1n th.e we q(rle of t]i‘e
Indians of Oka, it is because they believe they were thrown mo;t provi enlng y
upon them, hence they have acted in their behalf in a variety O ‘\\ a)yls], and in 3
number of instances, the bare record of which would make quite 1 vo }}me, )an
would, I am satisfied, fully justify them before the world for m\t)nrposx\ng ft ];n
judgment on any settlement that.mlght be offered for the acc(clpmn%e oht e,j
Indians. Beyond doing this (which they regard it a duty to do), they have

i 0 go. .

ot dIiSlgst\z?}f ?rt)tszzrlllpt:l(llrlt)risge that we perceive the Superfntq)dcrlt Gencjra?
quotes from the argument of the Hon. M. Langevin in defending the claims
of the Seminary. This he does, when he says the gentlemqn of the SGmlnarx
“ are not Trustees for the Indians, but are the absolute proprietors of the land.
That such a statement could be made by Mr. Langevin 1s scarcely i}CCf)llllth
for even by his well known devotion to the wishes of the clergy of his <.hu.rcht
seeing that in the ordinance of 1840, which purposes only to confirm tl‘l‘e titles
of the Seminary, there is the declaration that such gonfymaqon )tas under
and subject to lerms, provisos, conditions and limitations,” which “awere fully

and formally agreed 19, and am’p’t{a’ by the said ecclesiastics of the said S)L’{mtr)mr}}
of St. Sulpice, of /quntrm/.” T'he assertion Qf .M.' I,angcvmr there (.m,.vo‘
absolute proprietors'hlp, when condmons.and limitations, terms almclll?xo(\i'!s()s'
are clearly expressed and acknowledged, is a contradiction, if not an absurdity ;
and so obviously so, that no thoughtful man, I venture to affirm, should allow
himself to utter it ; and the greater reflection 1s 1t in this instance, for in reading
the papers in the case, as doubtless he did, he must have been aware of th?
following facts :—That the lands were granted in the interests of the Indians,
and not in those of the Seminary ; and that the Seminary can only claim from
them-—as indeed from all their immense estates—* the :up/)o“rl a/{/z’ maintenance
of the wembers of the Corporation, is qﬁccrs q;m’ sereantsy while any surp}us
of their inconte beyond the objects specified in the ordinance may be applied
for “ the support of such other religrous, c/mrlla_b/c, and (;r///('atm/m/ III:YI’I./I/[I({III
as may from iime 10 time be a/jﬁrora/ and s'n//ctw/{c(i by the person mz’mzmstcg‘mg
the Government of the Provincé Sor the time being, and for no other objects,
purposes or interests whatsocver.” . . ‘ .

There is an idea suggested by certain words_ used by thc. ‘Supermtex‘)dcnt
letter to which I am replying,—viz., that we wish to obtain for
the Indians the entire and exclusive possession of the Seigniories.  The words
which I think convey this 1dc:a are : “And that no suit agamst the Seminary,
with a view to obtain possession (_)( the property for the Indians (:oul'd be suc-
cessful.”  But the positi(m we maintain for thf: hcmm:‘lr.y I8 s.lmply. this, and no

interests exist in the Seigniories of the TLake of

. "That a community of the .
EIrzgfi)eMounmim and St. Placide between the Seminary and.thc {ndmns_; that
they were g}veﬁ originally for a Mission to these Indians, in which residence

i Y clearly and fully implied ; and that as @ Mission implies
?}?3 g:;rtlctﬁrzznsfe t\‘:i)t l;lttlies:, the teachers and the taught, thgrcforc ‘thcy (the
lands) are held for the maintenance of both 1):\rt‘1e..%.ahkc. '.I‘or“the hemn:mry:
being but one party in the Mission, to seck to possess and dl.%])()ﬁtf of the whole
of the property, is an injustice f()l"WhI(jh thq; shpu](l.l-)c h?kl a_(.(.(nfnr;%h]c, and
be met by the most determined resistance Nor s this ail ; but hcu\us.e of the

they have acted on this assumption, in the management of these ln_n(ls_.
ey )tlf(, ings and privations to which they have subjected these lnglmns,
Etl}?g; t:})eo[f]l(l[ ‘i)re_i“;d may yet ]>c'.-.<l)rosccutcd for heavy (lamagﬁs. I[‘l's ])?.
coming the deep and serious conviction of many persons that 51‘1(, 1fan' a(_t!(.m is
loudly called for ; and perhaps this form of pressing the m'n.ttlt{r o tnleins_the
best one for reaching a speedy and Sﬂtl‘SﬁlCthy solution of th}h ' x}otty. (_],ULS“OH'
M. Garneau, the French and Roman (,ﬂt‘l]’ol‘l(‘, hlStU!‘lal’ly of ( a;ng( _ll), gn.l(\',s much,
weight to this conclusion when he says “ The Jesuits” (and s 1_;m;1,r s ax;yly
as fully to the St. Sulpicians and the Recollcts) “were only (/z /’fosz ad; tes tof :}(]zt
property, since it had been given them by thL l\vl\?g _o]f‘.han)c”c 0{ ed 111(‘,:1 Inlg '.le‘
people and the instruction of the Savages of New France.” And here [ wi
add w’ith such facts before us as these 1 nQ\‘;lglvf, 1t \} I'I]I1 n%t SGLQ} slurpnsm'g
to y,ou that we pay but little attention to th¢ Jul gmcﬁatto 1;)6 0/,'1:‘ . -%ngevmt
in this case, high as his qualifications xg;yk%ﬁ; ltc}gggactte? ¢, to give a judgmen
in thi i f 3 stric gal chz .
in this or any otRer de ot we h the Government and those friends

i i reight wit . . <
Nor should it be without weight, b. affairs of these Indians, that with
ommunity, not only in all parts of the

who are taking so great an interetsht_ liggtc

them is a large and deeply sympathiz

Dominion, b%lt in man)ll) }))’or)t,ions of the parent land, t}vgi)e‘;ﬁg]'d n,ev]er. excusg

us were we to become a party to such @ compromise 0 o i éanS_ claims at?m

rights as to give so great—nay, the entl{e~adVQNt3]8§ d?) “Vf‘ . em;nary asll de

present proposed arrangement unquestionably would do. 1€ are competied,
;- that if the Seminary will not pay a just

therefore, to press our conclusions, ViZ. ) 2
compens;tior{) to these Indians for leaving Oka, and t_hemo(rﬂ;t: lsezr:tmary) uﬁ tth:
full and undisturbed possession of the ]Jands in question, pay wha

commission of impartial and intelligent gentlemen might dg:’g’?th“l’gn, thenz:
suit at law should be entered and presse by the .Gov.er(l;me . 1 the u;:mps
determination, as that by a competent authority a just judgment as to the relative
claims of each party would then be reached, and anirritating and dangerous

General in the

conflict of opinion and feeling be brought to a proper if not to a satisfactory
settlement.

The Superintendent-General says : “ More than two years ago Mr. Borland
and those associated with him were given an opportunity of bringing a test case
before the Courts, but up to the present moment they have neglected or at least
failed to do so, leaving the Department to draw the obvious inference that their
counsel is not of opinion such a suit would succeed.” To this statement it is
only necessary to say that from the hour the authority was given by the Govern-
ment, through the late Mr. Howe, to bring a case into Court to test the question
of title as between the Indians and the Seminary to the present moment, it has
been kept before the Courts so far as it was possible for the friends of the
Indians todoso. Several reasons might be assigned for our failure in reaching the
much desired point to the present, but assuredly they do not lay against us.
Every expedient that a fertile brain, a pliable conscience, and immense wealth
could devise and execute has been employed by the Seminary and their lawyers
with no other conceivable object than to prevent the question from being even
entertained, much less decided, by the Courts. That such is no misstatement
of their policy will be readily inferred from the following fact: Mr. Maclaren
and Mr. Geoffrion (the latter gentleman is the Seminary’s lawyer in the city, and
by no means chargeable, I am happy in saying, with the conduct so reprehended
above,) agreed that as the case now contested had become so clogged by other
questions as to preclude all hope of an early decision upon it by the Courts,
a new one should be taken up, which, being untrammelled by anything extran-
eous to it. could the more readily be pressed as the test case, and thus the
question be brought to an early conclusion. But when the proposition was put
before the gentlemen of the Seminary, they at once declined to accede to it, and
hence it fell through. But may we not infer from #his act, and especially when
with it we look at the obstacles they are ever throwing in the way to clog the
process of the present case, that they very much fear the decision of the Courts
would be against them ; and, therefore, that their title is by no means, in their
estimation, the reliable thing they affect to regard it?

Again, ‘we are told by the Superintendent-General that were the case
brought into Court and the result adverse to the Indians, then “in that.event
the Indians would receive nothing.” But an adverse result, and that after a full
and proper hearing of the case—z#4e case, I say, not one based upon a claim as
extreme in one direction as is that of the Seminary on the opposite, but the case
as implying a party right in the lands of these Seigniories, and which lies within
the consistently explained terms of the original grants—we do not for a moment
fear. But even then, assuming that the adverse judgment were to be given, I
may well ask, Are these the only Indians in our Dominion who have no claim
fora provision in land to be made for them? An adverse result in the Courts
would at least show that for these Indians no provision had to the present been
made. Shall we not account for this by the supposition that to the Govern-
ments of our country, as to the people generally—yes, not excluding even the
Seminary itself, until very recently—the impression was deep and controlling
that in the lands of the Lake of Two Mountains, &c., provision had already
been made? And surely, with such facts before us, we will not conclude with
the Superintendent-General that in the event of an adverse result in the Courts
«“the Indians would receive nothing.”

Again, we are asked, In the event of an adverse result to the Indians from
a suit at law, “are they” (the friends of the Indians) “ prepared to bear the loss
and to make up to the Indians an amount equal to that which the gentlemen of
the Seminary now offer?”  Our reply is, If such should be the case-—a circum-
stance we have but little fear of—the friends of the Indians would do for them
everything in their power, having little doubt but that they could without much
difficulty make their condition quite as tolerable as by the Seminary it has been
madc for many years past. The gentlemen of the Seminary in the offer they
now make, and especially in the manner in which they make it, show very
clearly that they feel themselves the masters of the position. Not from the
conviction they hold of the legal bearings of their case; but from other reasons
which many are not slow in naming, but of which I need not here be more
particular in referring to.

A point very material for the Government, as for many others to know, is
—the Indians have always had a strong aversion to the idea of leaving Oka, and
never have consented to do so until lately, and that in the strong representations
their friends made to them of the prospects of their doing so. Our success in
this particular was not attained, but after a series of most painful annoyances
they were made to endure from the Seminary and their agents, they then con-
sented to remove, if suitable lands were allotted them. An assurance to that
effect 1 was authorized to give them, and ail hoped that now, or very soon, they
would be placed beyond the reach of the Seminary and their hired ruffians for
further annoyance. But an unforeseen. and certainly an unexpected, occurrence
arose that blasted this fair prospect, and that was in the Government refusing to
give us the land we had selected—in other words—they failed to fulfil the
promise they had made to us. The whole thing therefore ended in most painful
disappointment, and has, as a consequence, made a deep impression that no
ordinary responsibility rests upon those who would ever again counsel and invite
to another removal, and which should not be done but under circumstances that

ive a full and reasonable promise of an equitable and successful result.

When I said, in my former letter, that in any sum the Seminary might be
required to pay, provision should be made for a church, a_school-house and a
parsonage, 1 was quite aware that means for the erection of such buildings was
ordinarily (though not always, I venture to imagine) “ entirely at variance th_h
the well-settled policy of the Department.” Still, I think I was justified in
alluding to this, inasmuch, as such buildings had been procured for the Indians
at Oka by the Methodist Missionary Society, and therefore, on the Indians
leaving Oka, they would be left with the Seminary. It is true, the church no
Jonger exists, but we have an action pending for the value of the church,
and for the damages accruing from its demolition, which, upon a settle-
ment, according to the present offer, would have to be withdrawn. 1 think I
did not propose anything inconsistent with the duty of the Government when I
made the sugggstion referred to. ’

To another particular in the Supérintendent’s letter I must not omit a refer-
ence. It is the following :—« If an early and favourable conclusion to these
negotiations is ot afrived at, it is “the interition of the Department to withdraw
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