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emment promised but 140 acres to the
Selkirk settlers, which thez were geiting
and 160 to the halfub: . We could
not be surprised at the half-breeds res
oeiving a little more land than the whites,
sinoe they had Indian blood in their
veins, and represented the aboriginal poss
sessions of the territory. They were nat-
urally dissatisfied at not being granted
what the last Government promised them.
Every new settler. and the discharged
settlers, who had been paid for theiwr ser»
vioes, were allowed 164, acres apiece. He
thougnt she heads of the baif.breed fam-
ilies would have been cohtent with & share
of the land allotted to the other members,
but the by.law providing for tnis division
had been pronounced inconsistent with the
letter ot tne law. He argued thavsconsider-
ing the antecedent rights ot those heuds
of families, and the liveral treatment of
not only their children, but of strangers,
by the Dominion Government, it would
have been uvj .st as well as unwise to pro-
long their dizcontent by refus ng them the
claims which they made in all fairness and
uity. He explained the nature of the
hay privilege, and exposed the idea of the
enorthous value of the two mile strip and
the other tracts proposed to be given the
halt-breeds. He Maintuined that on the
ground ot lon r possession, services to the
seftlement, and tor other reasons, the
half-breeds were eatitled to all the bill
would concede them. (Hear, hear).

Bon. Mr. SULHERLAND said it was
very unfortunate this land question bad
not been settled 13165 since. From the
first grant of 1,400,000 acres, it was pro~

to allow the half-breeds and old

‘white settlers, whom he (Mr. 8.) more par-
ticularly represented, 140 acres apiece;
but since the Manitoba Act on this
subject was  psssed, the grants had been
s0 manipulated as to give the half.
breed children 190 to 195 acres each,

while the new Bill was to band over 160
acres to each head of a family. He differ~
ed with his honorable oolleague (Mr.
Girard) as to the-old whites being not en-
titled to as much land as the half-treeds.

It appeared the whites must be satisfied,
and do without more at present, but see-
ing it was proposed at first to put chem

on the same téoting, he did not vhink the

Selkirk Colonists would be content with
the disorimination against them which this

Bill would create. 'The honorable gentle.

man explained that owing to the narrow

frontage of many .of the old settlers’
- farms, on the tiver, even when they re-
- osived the two mile strip in question, they
would not have more than 70 acres spiece
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It would be very great injustice to take
away from those settlers the river lands,
without which they could not subsist, the
remainder being inadequate to their supa
port. He would not offer any resistance
to the Bill, because it proposed to settle
the land question, the want of a
settlement of which had produced much
agitation. . But he earnestly urged the
Government and the House to pldce the
old white settlers on an equal footing with
the half-breeds, assuring members that
with ever this concession, those colonists
would not have any iand for speculation
or other than necessary purposes

Hon. Mr. SCOUT quite agreed with the
hon. gentleman who had preceded him
that it was very much to be regretted the
whole subject was notdealt with in a more
liberal spirit in the beginuing, as it would
have saved a great deal of heart.burning,
trouble, and expense. The discrepanoy
batween the amount of land expected and
received by the half.breeds, arose entirely
from an error on the part of an officer of
the branch af the service in carge of this
interest. It was supposed that the 1,400,
000 acree was intended to give 160 acres.

tHon. Mr. AIKINS dissented from the
statement.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT gave Col. Dennis as his
authority. The hon gentleman pointed
out the difficulty of withdrawing lands
granted the half.breed children, in order
to a fresh division for the benefit of the
parents also. Confirming the grant to the
children, which they had under the old
act to do; allowed them 190 acres each in-
stead of the 160 originally intended, and
pointed out the error of the bill of last
session granting but 160 acres; and of the
under estimate of the Selkirk settlers. He
stated that were he approaching the mat-
ter for the first time, he would be prepared
to give twice or thrice 140 acres to the
men who had gone out to the North West
80 many years ago, planted the British flag
there and endured all hardships in the
founding of the present settlements and
introduction of civilization. [t was assum.
ed the Selkirk settlers would have been
satisfied with what they got ; doubtless
they were entitled to more, but as remark-
ed by an hon. gentleman, land was cheap
in that country, and free grants oonild be
had in abundance by boua fide settlers. He

roposed toamend the'bill in Committee

y striking out the third and fourth
clauees and introduciug & general
clause ; providing that all persons satis.
factorily establishing an undisturbed
‘occupancy of any lands within the Pro.
vinoe of Manitobs, prior to, and In actua]




