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THE SEM'INARY AND THE OKA INDIANS.

SIR,-I regret that tbrough, to us, unforeseen circumstances, the gentleman

appointed by the Civil Rights Alliance Commnittee to prepare a reply to the

Superintendent General's letter of the 23rd Miarcil, and wvhich you transmitted

to me here, xvas prevented from performing that duty. His lack of service wiul,

however, be rendered by another gentleman, viho, 1 bave reason to behieve,

will ere long forward to you the reply that Committee desire to lay before the

Superintendent General.
1 may observe tbat ot the earliest moment practiCal)le the Comimittee of the

Methodist Missionar-y Society (that branci of it baih the suliervi sion of the

French and Indian Missions of the Montreal Conferenice) of MNontreal, and

that of the Civil Rigbits Alliance, viere converied, when the), gave to the comn-

munication tbe attention wvhich its importance demanded ;and altboughi they

are distinct committees, and met at différent times and places, yet they perfectly

agreed as to the nature of the reply wvbicb should be mode to It.

It is right I should say here that if tlée gentlemen of these committees, and

many others whoom they represent, manifest a deep) interest in the w'elfare of the

Indians of Oka, it is because they believe they viere tbrown most providentially

upon them, hence they have acted in their behiaîf in a variety of ways. and in a

number of instances, the bore record of ivhicb would miake quite a volume, and

would, I amn satisfied, fully justify them before the world for interposing their

judgment on any settlement that might be offered for the acceptance of the

Indians. Beyond doing this (which they regard it a duty to do), they bave

flot desired nor attempted to go.

It is with mucb surprise that wve perceive the Superintendelit General

quotes from the argument of the Hon. M. Langevin in defending the dlaimis

of the Semninary. This hie does, wvhen hie soys the gentlemen of the Semninary

Il are not Trustees for the Indians, but are the absolute proprietors of the lond."

That such a statemnent could be mode by 'Mr. Langevin is scarcely accouinted

for even by bis vieIl knowvn devotion to tjie viishes of the clergy of bis church,

seeing that in the ordinance of 1,840, ivbich purposes only to confirmi the tities

of the Semmnary, there is the declaration that such confirmation wvas "4uîuler

and subject to ternis, ýro?sos, conditions and' iîi i tionis," which "wiere fi/ly

ana' foriizalJ agr-eed to, and accepteul by t/he saïd'ecclesiastics of the' said Seilary
'lS.'ulieo lfnral" Te assertion of Ni. Langevin, therefure, of

absolute proprietorship, wvheni conditions and limitations, terms andl provisos

are clearly expressed and acknowledged, is a contradiction, if not anl ohsurdity ;

and so obviously so, thot no thoughtful moni, 1 venture to affirnm, shouild allowv

himself to itter it ; and the greater reflectiori is it il, this instance, for iii reading

the papers in the case, as doubtless lie did, lie must have been aware of the

followving facts :-That the lands were granted iii the interests of the ludions,

and not in those of the Seminary; and that the Seminary caln only claini from

tbem-as ind&ed from ail their immense estates-" the' supboi-f ana' maintenanct'

of the iaemnbers of the Corpor-ation, ifs offierýs oad seirvainfs,- w ile any surplus

of their inconle beyond the objects specified iii the ordiriaute mfay lie aîîîlied

for Ilthe' suppbort of such other i-e11zo us, charitable, and' tiicafioniia instituitions

as na(yfr-orn iiine fo finie b' <i/Pro07ea aild sanctionca' b.>' tlicpersoîi aa'inlisfcriig

the Governinent of the P"oviîic1 for the' lime being, ana' for- no other okiect.i,

pur poses or interests wiafsoe?'t'r."
'Ihere is an idea suggested by certain wvords xîsed 1», tle Superintendent

General iii the letter to wvhich 1 amnrpyig-i. that vie wish. to olitain for

the ludions the entire and exclusive possession of the Seigniories. 'l'lie viords

vihich I think convey tins idea are : "And that no sulit against the Seminary,

with a viewv to ol)tain possession of the property' for the ludions ('0111( he suc-

cessfuil." But the position vie naîntalin for the Semnxnary is siniply this, and no

more: Tlhat a communilty of intcrests exist ]i the Seigniories of the I .ke of

Two Mouintains andl St. Placide hteuthe Serminary and the ludions ; that

they viere given originally for a Missioni to tiiese Indians, in ivhich residence

and maintenance areý clearly and fully~ imiphied ; and that as a ilfission implieýs

the existence of tvio parties, the teachers and the tauiglt, thercfore they (the

lands) are lield for the maintenlanc'e of both parties alike. For the Semîlnary,

being î)tit one party in the Mission, to seek t(> poss and dispiose of the wvhole

of the property, is1 aIn in ' ustice for wvhh h u>should he hcld accotîntable, and

be met by the miost deteriflre( resistance Nor is thîs all but hecatîse of the

manner they have acte(l 0h this; Zsstlml)tiofl, inthe malnagemlent of tllebe lands,

and the siafferings and privations W whi('h they have sîîhjecte(l these ludions,

they should be-and mnay yet î)e-.Iroseuited for hecavy (lainages. Lt is îe.

coming the deelp and seriotis cotict(>n o)f many persons that stîch anl action is

loudly called for; and perbaps this forni of pressing the moitter of titie is the

best one for reaching a spcedy and satisfactory soluition of this knotty question.

M. Garneau, the Frencil aind Romnh Catholic historiaii of C'anadIa, gives mucl,

weight to this conclusion ivben lic savs "'l'lie lesuits " (and bis rernarks apply

as fully to the St. Sulpicians and the Recohlets) "' N'ere only iiepositaril-e.ç of thiat

.property, since it had been given tbemi hy the King of France for educating the

people, and the instruction~ of the sovages of NeCw France." And here I viill

add, with sucb facts before us os. these 1 novi give, it wll not seemn surprîsiiig

to you that vie pay but littie attention to the jtîdgmient of the Hon. NI. L.angevin

in this case, high as bis qualifications may be thought to be, to give a judgment

in this or any other question of % strict>' legal character.

Nor shoîîld it I)e without vieight wîth the Goverrument and those friends

who are taking so great an interest* in the affiirs of these Indions, that vith

them is a large and deepiy sympathizing commiunit>', not only in ail parts of the

Dominion, but in many portions of the parent land, ivho wvould neyer excuse

us were vie to, becomne a party to suicl a compromise of the Indians' dlaims and

rights as to give s0 great-nay, the enieadatg to the Seminary os the

present proposed arrangement unquestionabl>' vould do. Wle are compelled,

therefore, to press our conclusions, viz., that if the Semiliar' wilI flot pay a jtist

compensation te, these Indians for leaving Oka, and them (the Seminary) in the

full and undisturbedl possession of the lands in questionl, or at least pay vhat a

Cbnmission of impartial and intelligent gentlemen might decide upon, then a

Suit at 'Iaw should be entered and ýpressed by the Government with the utniost

deterilination, as that by a competent authority a just judgmfent as to the relative

Clàimns of each party would then be reached, and an irritating and dangerous

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

'l'lie Superintendent-eneral says "More than twvo years ago Mr. Borland

and those associated witb bim viere given anl opportunity of bringing a test case

before the Courts, but up to the presenit 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 wvould sulcceed." To this statemcnt it is

only necessarv to say that from the hour the authority was given by the Govern-

ment, throughi 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 bas

been kept before the Courts so far as it vias possible for tbe friends of the

Indians todo so. Several reasons might be assigned for our failure in reacbing the

much desired point to the preseit, l)ut assuredly they do not loy against us.

kEvery expedient that a fertile brain, a pliable conscience, and immense wealth

could devise and exectite bias l)efl employed by the Seminary and their lawyers

with no other conceivable object than te, prevent the question froin being even

entcttained, 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 1\r. Geoffrion (the latter gentleman is the Serninary's lawyer in the city, and

by no means chorgeable. 1 arn happy in saying, wîth the conduct so repreliended

above,) agreed that as the case now contested had become so clogged by other

questions as to preclude aIl hope of an early decision upon it by the Courts,
a iiew one sbould be taken up), whicli, beîng untrammelled by anything extran-

eous to it. could the more readily be pressed as the test case, and thus the

question be brougbt to an early conclusion. But vihen the proposition was put

before the gentlemen of the Seminary, they at once declined to, accede to it, and

hience it feli through. But may we not infer frorn this act, and especially when

with it "'e look at the obstacles they are ever throwving in the way to, clog the

process of the p)rescrnt case, that they very much fear the decision of the Courts
wvould 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 "lin that event

the Indians would receive nothing."' But anl adverse resuit, and that after a full
and proper hearing of the case-the' case, I say, not one based upont a dlaim as

extreme in one direction as is that of the Seminary on the opposite, but the case

as imiplying a party right in the lands of these Seigniories, and whicli lies within

the consistently explained terms of the original grants-we dIo not for a trio ment
fear. But even then, assuming that the adverse 'judgment were to be given, I
may %veil ask, Are these the only Indians in our Dominion viho have no daim
for a provision in land to be made for them ? An adverse result in the Courts
wvoul(l ot least show that for these Indians no provision had to, the prescrit been
made. Shall we not accounit for this by the supposition that to the Govern-
ments of our country, as to the people generally-yes, flot excltîding even the
Seminary itself, until very recently-the impression vias deep and controlling

thot in the lands of the Lake of 'I'wo Mountains, &c., provision had already
been mode ? A'nd surely, xvitli sul h facts before us, we will not conclude with

the Superintendent-General tbat in the event of an adverse resuit 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 loy, Ilare they " (the friends of the Indians> Il prepared to bear the loss
andl to make up to the Indians an amouint equal to that which the gentlemen of'
the Seminary nov. offer? " Our reply is, if such sbould be the case-a circurn-
stance vie have but little fear of-the friends of the Indians would do for them

everything in their powier, having little doubt but that they could without much,
(lifficulty moke their condition quite as toleroble as by the Semninary it bas been
mode for many years past. 'lhle gentlemen of the Seminary in the offer they
nowv make, and esI)ecially in the manner in which they make it, show very
clearly that they feel themselves the mnasters of the position. Not frorn the
conviction they hold of the legal bearings of their case; but frorn other reasons
which many are not slow in namning, but of wbicb 1 need not here be more
l)orticular in referring to.

A1 point very mnaterial for the Cxoverrnment, as for rnany others to knuov, is

-the ludionis have alwvays had a strong aversion to the idea of leaving Oka, and

ilever have consented to dIo so tintil late.1y, and that in the strong representations
their friends made to thern of the prospects of their doing so. Our suiccess in
this 1)rticular was flot attained, but after a series of most painful onnoyances
they viere made tu endure from tlîe Scîninary and their agents, they then con-
sented to irmove, if stîitahle lands wvere allotted tbem. An assurance to that
effect I %%as authorized to give them, and ail hoped tbat nowv, or very moon, they
wouild be l)la(e(l beyond the reach of the Seminary and their hired ruians for

further annoyalice. But an unforeseen. and certainly anl unexpected, occurrence

orose that blasted this fatir pro>spect, ond that wvas in the Governiment refuising to

give us the land vie had selected-in other wvords-thcy failed to fulfil the

promise they had mode to us. Thle vibole thing therefore ended in most painful
disappointnient, and bas, as a consequence, made a deep impression that no

ordinary resl)onsil)ility rests upon those viho would ever agoin counsel and invite-
to another removal, and which, should not be done but under circumnstances that
give a full and reasonable promise of an equitable and successful resuit.

When 1 said, in My former letter, that in any sum the Seminary might be

required to îpay, provision shouild be made for a church, a school-house and a

parsonage, 1 was quite avare that mneans for the erection of such buildings vas
ordinarily (thou.gh not always, I venture to imagine) Ilentirely at variance with

the well-settled policy of the Department." StilI, I think I was justified in

alludîng to, this, inasrnuch, as such buildings had been procured for the Indians

at Oka by the Methodist Missionary Society, and therefore, on the Indians

Ieaving Oka, they would be left with the Seminary. it is true, the church no

longer exists, but we have an action pending for the valueé of the church,
and for the damages accruingr fromn its demolition, which, upon a settle-

ment, according to the present offer, would have to be withdrawn. 1 think I

did flot propose anything inconsistent with the dutY Of the Government when 1
made the sugf0Stion referred to.

To another particular in the Superifltefdeflt's letter 1 mnust not omit a refer-

ence. It is the following :-ci If an early and favourable conclusion to these
negotiatiôns is flôt ai'riVedl at,-it -is -the irîtefitiofi of the'Departmnent to withdraw'r


