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I have to ackndwledge the receipt of your lettes

of the 8th inst., and in reply I beg S0 embody herewith
Mat portion of the Departrent's lettex of the 4th inst.,
Wdoh was inadvertensly mieplaced vhen being prepared for
maiding: -

® that this boy.7as ahalf-byeed and not an Indisn tho
agpitocation would have been refused onthat grewnd, and
aeither Mr, Pezgier nor ¥Nr, Lousley wvould have been per-
uitted to t&o.momummﬂrmo—
pent as & grant eammer, -

mmmumuwwm

Ggverament for the maintenance of Indian childsem only,
and, oven if it were under the management of the Church of
fagland, pernission would not be given $0 ensed half-bzecds.
lumtyuu-Mmme-m. |
st this bey is nes a non-4reaty Indiam, u.nmm
"as made, mtmmuaaquuw
sondp, as abeve stated) a fact of shich you were evidentdy

wwaze.
mwmmnqmmm
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