
I.—B.

1881.
NEW ZEALAND.

GOLD FIELDS COMMITTEE
(REPORTS OF THE).

(MR. REID, CHAIRMAN.)

INDEX.
B. page

Buller County Council (No. 2) ... ... ... 1
Buller County Council (No. 1) ... ... ... 2
Byrne, J., and Others ... ... ... .. 6

c.
Cox,John ... ... ... ... ... 1

D.
Dayey, C, and Others ... ... ... ... 6
Donnelly, P... ... ... ... ... 6
Dungan, P., and Others ... ... ... 3

V.
Flynn, W J., and Others ... ... ... 2

a.
GoldDuties Abolition Bill ... ... ... 2

JAQB
Gold Duties Act Amendment Bill ... ... 5
G-rimmond, J., and Others,of Ross ... 1
General Report (See 1.-3a.)

H.
Hauhau Tramway Company ... ... ... 3
Hudson, R. J., and Others ... ... ... 6

K.
Kewa, Hamiora ... ... ... ... 6

M.
Mcllhone,Hugh ... .. ... .. 2

R.
Roberts, C. P., and Others (3 Petitions) ... ... a





1.—3

1881.
NEW ZEALAND

Presented to the House of Representatives, Session 1881, and ordered to be printed.

(ME. EEID, CHAIEMAN.)

No. 204.—Petition of the Buller County Council (No. 2)
The Gold Fields Committee, to whom was referred the petition of the Buller County Council, praying
that allrivers and public watercourses in the Buller County be madeavailable in the developmentof the
mining industry, have the honor to report that this petition be referred to the Government, with the
recommendation that the Waste Lands Boards of the colony be instructed not to sell landon the banks
of rivers or streams in the vicinity of gold fields without due reservation being made to protect the
mining industry They further recommend that the watercourses on gold fields should be all
proclaimed, and that theexisting riparian rights affecting all outlets used for tailings be done away with.

22nd July, 1881.

No. 157.—Petition of John Cox, Miner.
Petitioner states that he has for twelve years occupied a gold-mining claim in the Waihemo District,
County of Waikouaiti, obtained by purchase, and has in every instance complied with the regulations
provided for gold-mining purposes. He alleges that an attempt is now being made to deprive him of
his rights, without adequatecompensation being given. He prays the House to grant him redress.

lam directed to report as follows: That the Committee recommend that Mr. Cox's claim for
compensation be settled by the Government, by payment of a sum not exceeding £250 in full for all
demands.

26th July, 1881.

No. 95.—Petition of J Grimmond and Others, of Ross.
Petitioners pray the House to vote a sufficient sum, during the present session, to complete the con-
struction of theMikonui Water-race from Ross to the Long Tunnel, and to commencethe construction
of the Long Tunnel. Tour Committee have the honor to report: That they have obtained from the
Government the various reports and documents in connection with this race, as enumerated in the
schedule attached, and have taken the evidenceof the Hon. Mr. Gisborne, and Mr. W N Blair, Engi-
neer in Charge of the Middle Island.

That, after giving the reports and evidence thefullest consideration, the Committee find: That the
construction of the Mikonui Water-race was authorized as a colonial work by the Public Works Act
of 1879. That about £11,000 have already been expended, under the authority of the Legislature,
in commencing the construction of this work, and that the completion of the whole will cost about
£70,000 more. That the completion of the work will probably take four or five years. The Com-
mittee believe that the work is essential to the proper working of the Ross Gold Fields, which, on
credible authority, are highly auriferous. The Committee are of opinion that the race, when finished,
will be directly and indirectly reproductive, and beneficial to the district and colony The Committee,
therefore, recommend the Government to proceed with the construction of the race, and to expend
euch sum this financial year as the funds of the colony will permit.

27th July, 1881.

Schedule of Papers.—Documents re Mikonui Water-racerelative to—(1) Mr. Brogden'sproposal
to construct race; (2) Waste Lands Board, Hokitika, resolution to reserve land on line of race;
(3) District Engineer's report, Ist August, 1872; (4) Letters from Mr. Tribe to Minister for Public
Works, urgingconstruction of race by Government; (5) Report of Select Committee on the petition
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of the inhabitants of Totara, forwarded by County Council with petitions ; (6) Eeport of Warden
Fitzgerald on petition of inhabitants of Totara; (7) Eesolutions of public meetings and County
Council; (8) District Engineer's report and estimate, 27th August, 1875 ; (9) Eesolutions urging the
construction of race; (10) District Engineer's report, 11th December, 1875; (11) Tenders for con-
tracts, and contracts declined by the Government; (12) District Engineer's report, 15th Februar)r,
1877; (13) Eesolutions of Westland County Council; (14) Tenders for Section 7, Mikonui
Water,race; (15) Eesolutions of Westland County Council; (16) Vesting water-races in West-
land County Council; (17) Tenders for construction of race tunnel; (18) Public meeting at Eoss ;
(19) District Engineer's report on petition for construction of race ; (20) Formation of company, to
be subsidized by Government; (21) Borough Council's agreement to construct race ; (22) Tenders
to be called for portion of race to extent of £3,000; (23) Urging the desirability of pushing on
works in connection with the race ; (24) Proposed purchase of Totara and Jones's Creek Water-
race by the Governmentrefused.

No. 191.—Petition of the Bullek County Coitncil (No. 1).
The Gold .Fields Committee, to whom was referred the petition of the Buller County Council,
praying for additionalwater-supply to the Charleston Gold Field, have the honor to report as follows:
That the Committeerecommend—(1.) That the Government repair the Argyle dam,and so construct the
race as to prevent the present heavy maintenance-expenditure. (2.) That, after the works are com-
pleted, the property be handed over to the Buller County Council or a local Board of management,
upon a guaranteebeing given indemnifying the colony in regard to interest and management, and all
future maintenance and expenditure. (3.) That such County Council or local Board of management
shall further give a guarantee that the present charges to miners who use the water shall not be
increased.

29th July, 1881.

No. 111.—Petition of W J Flynn and 59 Others.
The G-old Fields Committee, to whom wasreferred thepetition of W J. Flynn and 59 others, praying
for theremoval of Warden Eobinson from Mount Ida, have the honor toreport: That thepetition itself
does not allege any failure of justice under the administrationof Mr. Warden Eobinson ; the action of
the Warden in the case of Woodward and Kaythe's application being supported by Mr. Haggitt, the
law-adviser to the Land Board. It is in evidence also that, when the grant to these miners was finally
made, the objection previously raised had been withdrawn. That its charges are rather of personal
bias in favour of classes than persons, which is said to exist owing to the Warden's longresidence iv
the district and his personal investments. That such charges are not supported by evidence of any
kind.

Tour Committee recognize that much may be said in favour of a periodical removal of Wardens,
but are not aware that any arrangements exist in gold fields at the present time to enable this to be
done. No general desire seems prevalent at Mount Ida at the present time for the removal of Mr.
Eobinson, as the Committee have had before it petitions to the Minister of Justice expressing con-
fidenco in lhat gentleman's administration, and signedby over 600 miners and others.

Your Committee take this opportunity of adding to their report the following suggestions
in regard to petitions addressed to the House of Eepresentatives against judicial officers : That no
petition alleging charges of maladministrationagainst Magistrates should be received by the House
for consideration, unless such charges have been first represented to the Minister of Justiceand been
refused consideration, or have been dealt with by him unsatisfactorily to the petitioners; and that all
petitions, to be in order, should distinctly allege that the representations they contain have been so
referred to the Minister and refused consideration, or unsatisfactorily dealt with.

Tour Committeeadd this recommendation helieving that members of the House are made use of
in many eases, by dissatisfied practitioners and disappointed suitors, to cast undeserved aspersions,
under cover of petitions presented to the House, upon judicial officers.

29ih July, 1881.

No. 241.—Petition of Hugh Mcllhone.
The petition of Hugh Mcllhone sets forth that he was appointed Inspector of Miners' Eights for the
Oiiinemuri District in the year 1875 ; that no salary was fixed by the Government for the performance
of the duties until 1879 ; and, though his services were dispensed with on the 30th June, 1880,that 110
payments have been made to him in connectionwith the said appointment.

Tour Committeehave taken the evidence of Hugh Mcllhone (petitioner) ~W" J Speight, M.HE.,
T. W Lewis (Undcr-Secretary, Native Department), H. Dunbar Johnson (Clerk in Native Depart-
ment), and J Sheehan, M.H.It.

I am directed to report that the Committee consider the petitioner is entitled to travellingallow-
ances incurred in visiting Ohinemuri four times a year between 1875 and 1879, at the rate of £25 per
annum, in all £100, in addition to the sum of £51 13s 4d. allowed by the late Native Minister (Mr.
Bryce) as payable since hisappointment in September, 1879.

9Lh August, 1881.

Gold Duties Abolition Bill.
The Committee to whom was referred the Gold Duties Abolition Bill, by order of reference dated
the sth August, have directedme to report that theyconsider the gold fluty should be entirely abolished,
and to bring up this resolution, together with the Bill as referred to them, for the considerationof the
House.

9th August, 1881.
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No. 184.—Petition of P Duncan and 906 Otherp.

Tim Gold Fields Committee, to whom was referred the petition of P Dungan and others, praying for
additionalwater-supply to the Kumara Gold Fields, have taken valuable and exhaustive evidence on
the several allegationscontained in the petition, and, after careful consideration of the subject, have
the honor to report that they areof opinion: (1.) That the colony has, in the Waimea and Kuinara
Water-Race, a valuable property and one which, if it were judiciously and economically managed,
would give a large direct revenue and pay a fair interest on the outlay, to say nothing of the collateral
advantages which it confers on the district. (2.) That the several branch races require extension, and
that the carrying capacity of these branch races and also of the main race should be increased. This
is rendered necessary by the increasing demand for water,caused in a great measure by the Govern-
ment having constructed a sludge-channel, thereby opening up a very large area of auriferous and
highly-payable fluieing-ground. (3.) That the heavy expenditure of £16,000 on the construction of
this work will be altogether thrownaway unless an additional supply of water is procured.

That in constructing the sludge-channel, and at the time when arrangements were being made as
to the amount to be paid by the miners for its use, an implied guarantee was given that the water-
supply would be increased, inasmuch as the officer in charge, under instructions from the Government,
stated that sufficient water would be provided to work the channel, and as the Government at the
same time called for but did not accept tenders for the construction of a second reservoir on the
Kapitea Creek.

The Committee therefore recommend that the carrying capacity of the main andbranch races be
increased, and that the latterbe extended; also that the second reservoir on the Kapitea Creek be con-
structed, and that the Government make provision in the estimatesfor the carrying out of theseworks.
The Committeefurther recommend that, when the various works in connection with the scheme are
completed, the whole should be handed over to a localbody, to be under its controland management;
provided that guaranteesbe given that the colony be relieved from any further expenditurein connec-
tion therewith, and that the present charges for water be not iucreased.

16th August, 1881.

No. 212.—Petition of Hauhau Tkamway Company.

The petitioners pray that compensation be awarded them for loss sustained by the injury to the
traffic on their tramway caused by the construction of a road, while their conditions of contract with
the County Council entitled them to compensation in the event of a competing road being constructed.

I am directed to report that the Committee recommend that the (ioverninent take the necessary
steps to have a fresh inquiry held with a view of having the matter finally dealt with.

17th August, 1881.

Nos. 219, 218, and 220.—Petitions of C. F Roberts and 6L Others. Subject: Declaration of the
Maerewhenua River as a water-course for the discharge of mining debris.—o. F Roberts
and 62 Others. Subject: Additional water-supply for the Maerewhenua Gold Fields.—0. F
Robkuts and 62 Others. Subject: Obstruction to mining on the west side of the Maerewhenua
lliver caused by freehold sections, being Sections 13 and 19, Block X., containing about 297
acres.

Tour Committeehave thehonor to report:—
In or about the year 1873 Messrs. Borton and McMaster issued an injuction to restrain Howe

and party from running tailings into the Maerewhenua, which river flowed past freehold and lease-
hold land occupied by them. In order to arrive at a solution of the question, then a new one, the
Provincial Executive of Olago agreed to state a case before the Court of Appeal. The case Borton
and others v. Howe and others was heard at Wellington in the month of December, 187-1, the cost
being defrayed by the Provincial Government. Judgment was given on the 18th May, 1875, by
his Honor Mr. Justice Johnston. The case was argued by the Attorney-General, now his Honor
Chief Justice Prendergast, and Mr. James Smith, for the plaintiffs, and by the late Mr. James Macas-
sey and Mr. Robert Stout for the defendants. It was held by the Court, inter alia, that the common
law respecting the rights of riparian proprietors is applicable to the colony The common-lawrights
of such proprietors are so far abridged by the provisions of" The Gold Fields Act, 1866," section 6, as
to give the holders of miners' rights the power to take, divert, and use ihe water of streams on private
lands, subject to regulations made under the Act; but the miners are not entitled to return the
water into the stream in a polluted state.

The Appeal Court seems to have based its decision upon the legal maxim that every man is
required to use his right, howsoever acquired, so as not to injure hisneighbour This decision, although
not held by the Court with any great confidence, as against the licensed miner, as is evident from the
remarks made by his Honor Mr. Justice Johnston, in the trial of Glassfbrd v. Read and another, in
1874—a case very similar in its nature to that of Borton v. Howe— must be considered to be the
highest interpretation now extant of the law of riparian rights upon New Zealand gold fields. Tour
Committee are not aware that it has been in any way modifiedby any legislation enacted since 18G6.

The runholders, who were represented by Messrs. Borton and McMaster, subsequently petitioned
the House, complaining that they were not able to enforce their legal rights, and were deprived of
pure waterfor pastoral and domestic purposes. Their petition was exhaustivelyreponed on by your
Committee on the 18th October, 1878. In their report the whole position will be found discussed,
and the following recommendations were made: "(1.) That the Government should communicate
with the County Council of Waitaki, asking what responsibility that Council is prepared to take in
providing a water-supply for the settlers on the lower reaches of the Maerewhenua. (2.) That the
Government should communicate with the Miners' Association at Livingstone, asking what aid in

3
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labour the miners would be prepared to find in the construction of a water-race, (3.) That, if the
replies to these communications should evince a local desire to meet the Governmentin thesolution
of the question, a grant-in-aid should be given by the Government. (4.) That, in any case, wherever
practicable, the Government should immediately open several blocks of Crown lands near Livingstone,
not less than 500 acres and not more than 1,000 acres in any one block, to be set apart for application
on deferredpayments or agricultural leases, in sections of from 100 to 320 acres, taking care that such
blocks shall not include natural outlets from auriferous ground, or ground known to be payably
auriferous. The Committee attach value to this last recommendation,as being likely to convert the
miner into a settler, conservativeof the rights attachable to the possession of land."

Tour Committee the same yearreported on a petition presented to your honorable House from
the miners of Maerewhenua upon the subject of outlet for mining debris obstructed by freehold land,
the property of the Hon. Robert Campbell Negotiations were commenced by the Government with
the Council of the Waitaki County, but led to no action being taken either by the county or the
Government. The Chairman of the County Council, the Hon. Robert Campbell, stated in evidence
before your Committee that the gold fields revenue obtained by the county from the Maerewhenua
Gold Field was inconsiderable.

Your Committee again had the honor to report on the 16th August 1880, upon a petition pre-
sented to your honorable House from Mr. C. F Roberts and others, which petition prayed that the
Maerewhenua River should be proclaimed a watercourse for the discharge of mining debris. Tour
Committee referred this petition to the Government, recommending that an inquiry should be made
into the matters alleged,with a view of givingeffect to theprayer of the petitioners. Tour Committee
observe with regret that the Government felt they were giving sufficient effect to the report in requir-
ing Mr. Warden Robinson to hold an inquiry at Maerewhenua. Mr. Warden Robinson has often
reported upon this field, and has not, as it appearsto your Committee, felt himself free, as a Govern-
ment officer, to enter fully into the large question raised, but has confined himself almost entirely to
the comparative position of landowners and miners at present settled in the Maerewhenua District.
Tour Committee had hoped that an impartial Commission would have been called upon to make the
inquiry they recommended. If your honorable House considers the reports referred to in the Schedule
annexed hereto, it will be seen that your Committee, while anxious to assist Maerewhenua, have always
borne in mind the necessity of meeting the difficulties arising, and to arise, in all parts of the colony of
which the issue at Maerewhenua is only a type. Having said so much, the report of Mr. Warden.
Robinson is, in fairness to that officer, incorporated herewith.

Tour Committeehave had also before them other papers purporting to represent the views of the
minersat Maerewhenua. From these papers it appears that the contention of the miners at Maere-
whenua is that, if the riparian rights were not capable of being enforced, enterprises would again be
capable of being undertaken which at present are out of the question ; also that the water-supply on
the gold field might well be undertaken by the Governmentitself. The Warden states, in the strongest
manner, the stagnation inrace-construction ;but it does not seem to have occurred to him that this fact
bears out the statementof the petitioners that no one will now invest in or complete any considerable
undertaking to' be placed at the mercy of the landowner's caprice or the variable turns of the wool-
market.

Mr. WardenRobinson considered the question of proclamation of the Maerewhenua under the
authority of "The Gold Fields Act, 1875, No. 1."

" The Gold Fields Act, 1875, No. 1," appears to your Committee to be no remedy for the difficult
problem the Maerewhenua presents for solution, for the followingreasons: (a.) It takes under the
Act 180 days before a river could be proclaimed, after notice of the fact that application has been
made has been published, (b.) Any person whose rights may be injuriously affecred by any such
Proclamationshall be entitled to receive compensationfor such injury, to be ascertained and settled by
arbitration, (c.) The Act does not define what shall constitute an injury to rights upon which com-
pensation shall be assessed, and leaves the widest scope for the claim of merely theoretical damages to
property, which are sure to be valued as against the Crown up to the highest possible point.

Tour Coinmitiee do not see why unconditional compensation should be paid to landowners in
cases where the public interest demands the resumption of water-rights in order to develop the gold
fields. Because the lands are increased in value by the public works and the development of the gold
fields, and if the mining population is large, as at-more prosperous fields, the landowners cannot hope
to claim freedom to exercise their riparian rights. It is well known that the waters of the Taieri and
Clutha Rivers in Otago, running through private lands, have been polluted by the discharge of mining
debris for many years past.

Tour Committee recommend that all riparian rights affecting rivers in proclaimed gold fields should
be resumed wherever required lor public purposes, and, if compensation is allowed,it should only be on
two conditions : (1.) That the damage should be computed upon actual injury proved that the land
would sustain if deprived of water in its natural state ; also for any damage the owner of the land
may be proved to be likely to sustain if his homestead were deprived of water in its natural state.
(2.) That the increase in value to the landowner's property by public works, or by the development of
the mines in his neighbourhood, should be deducted from the amount of the damage assessed, and the
excess of the value of such damage over increase in value, if any, should only be payable by way of
compensation,

Additional Water-supply.
Tour Committee have not sufficient evidence to enable them torecommend the Government to con-

struct additionalwater-races on thisgold field. It is,however, recommended that a preliminary survey
and estimate of cost should be madeof races to convey water from the Otekaike, and the two branches
of the Maerewhenua to the auriferous land near Livingstone; the reports of such survey and estimate
to be placed at the disposal of the Miners' Association, should the Government decline to undertake any
of the works so surveyed.
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Outlets.
Tour Committee cannot recommend the purchase of the sections containing 297 acres or there-

abouts on any terms whatever, as such a question must now be left to find its own solution. Tour
Committee desire toimpress again upon the Governmentthe extremecaution that shouldbe shown inthe
preservation of all outlets from sale.

Tour Committee cannot close this lengthy report without expressing their regret that successive
Ministries have devoted so little attention to the many reports that have beenreferred to them—a
neglect which can hardly encourage the Committee to persevere in their endeavour to ameliorate the
condition of the mining industry, under difficulties which are unexampled in a country which owes
its prosperity so greatly to the development of its mines.

16th August, 1881.

SCHEDULE.
Mkmobanda, Repobts, and Judgments bearing upon the question of Riparian Rights.

Letter from Mr. John Ewing, President, Otago Central Association, to Sir Julius Vogel, and reply thereto. (Appendix
Journals House of Representatives,Vol. 11., 1876, 11.-23.)

Reports 1 and 2 on Petition ofStephen Read and Others, Gold Fields Committee Reports. (Appendix Journals House
of Representatives, Vol. 11., 1.-l.)

Report on Petition of C. H. Roberts and Others, Gold Fields Committee Reports. (Appendix Journals House of
Representatives, Vol. 11., 1.-3.)

Court ofAppeal Cases, Vol. 111.,page 5. Borton and Others v. Howe and Others.
lyew Zealand Jurist, new series, Vol. 1., 1875-76. Guffie and Others, Appellants, v. Christian and Others

Respondents. Glassford v. Stephen Read and Another, Otago Daily Times, 1874.
Report of Meßsrs. Shrimski and De Lautour, Members of the House of Representatives, upon Maerewhenua Gold

Field, submitted to the Hon. the Minister of Mines, sth July, 1881.

The Wabden, Mount Ida, to the Hon. the Minister of Mikes.
Sic,— Warden's Office, Naseby, 13th December, 1880.

I have the honor to return herewith the copy of petition of miners and others at Maerewhenua, referred to me
by Memorandum 799, 20th September, 1880, together with all the other papers referring to the riparian rights on the
MaerewhenuaRiver.

In order to afford all parties a fair opportunity of advancing facts or argument for or against the petition, I fixed the
Ist December, being a regular Court day, for thepurpose.

The Maerewlienua Miners' Association declined to afford me any information,stating that they had forwarded you a
resolution to that effect, but Mr. Roberts, the chairman, and a few of the miners were present. Some of the landowners
attended, and Mr. B. C. Haggitt watched the proceedings on behalfof three of them.

In the course of an informal inquiry I have (without the aid of the Maerewhenua Mining Association) obtained, I
think, sufficient information to enable me to report, and I regret that I cannot advise the Government to give effect
to the prayer of the petition.

The petition asks that the River Maerewhenua be declared a watercourse for the discharge of tailings under "The
Gold Fields Act Amendment Act, 1875 (No. 1) " alleging that the miners are in constant dread of prosecution, and loss of
property, and means of livelihood ; that theriparian rights are of small value and could be easily extinguished, and that, if
they were got rid of, there would be an increased supply of water (which could be brought in at a reasonable outlay) and a
large increase of population and revenue.

These allegations are by no means fully borne out by the facts so far as they are known to me. In the first place, the
existence ofthe riparian rights has nothitherto, to any appreciable extent,operatedas a cheek on mining. The miners have
only once been actually stopped, and that wasfor aperiod of three weeks only, in thesummer following thedecision in the case
of Barton v. Howe in the Appeal Court. The actual damageto riparian property has not been great, and Ido not think the
miners have any immediate causeto dread an enforcement by theriparian proprietors of their strict legal rights. There are
no sources from which any considerable additional supplies of water can be got in at reasonable cost. There are already
several races, on which large sums of money have been spent, which have never been completed so far as to tap the main
sourcesfrom which they should derive their supplies, and I fear it is only too notorious that the reason why they have been
left in this unfinished stateis that the cost of completing themwould be too great to give any fair prospect of a return for
the investment. If all the riparian rights were extinguished to-morrow, I do not believe that the races now in an
unfinished state would on that account be carried to completion; still less could I expect that any considerable new under-
taking of thekind would be launched.

The estimate that theriparian rights could be extinguished for £200 or thereabouts is, I think, altogether wide of the
mark. It seems to be baaed on an idea that, as a number of shingle reserves are shown on the plan along the course of the
river, the compensation to be paid should be only in respect of the comparatively small aggregate of actual frontage of sold
land to the stream. As against this, it was contended for the landowners that their Crown grants extended to the river,
whatever shingle reserves may appear on the plan. But, even if it were conceded that the land in certain sections only was
granted with river-frontage, the position would not, as Mr. Haggitt contended, be altered, seeing that a considerable number
of adjoining sections were owned by one proprietor as one estate, and the riparian rights would bo incident to the whole
estate, whatever might be its size (Goddard on Easements, second edition, page 48). Mr. Haggitt also cited Wood v.
Wand, 3 Exchequer779. No small compensation would be accepted by the freeholders, and on an arbitration, especially if
Mr. Haggitt's reading of the law be correct, the amount to be paid would probably have to be counted in thousands.

The fund from which this compensationwould have to be paid would apparently be the gold fields revenue of the
Provincial District of Otago ; but, as all the gold revenue derived from the Maerewhenua division goes to the County of
Waitaki, it may be proper you should be informed of the amount. I find, on inquiry, since the establishment of counties
in 1876, the total gold revenue received by the county to the present date has been £525 19s. sd. This includes gold duty.

The estimate of £20,000 for the value of mining property at Maerewhenua I have no means ofchecking, but it appears
to be merely a rough guess, and it is probably greatly in excess of what all could be bought up for. One person (a miner),
who seemed to be independent ofthe association, openly said that £10,000 would buy up everyright in the place. This
again may be too low But in any case, I presume, there is no questionof buying up the miners' property.

Not having a list of the names ofthe fifty-five persons signing the petition, besides Mr. Roberts, I have been unable to
make any comparisons; but Imay observe that at no time for some years have there been as manyas "seventy persons with
their families " engaged in or dependenton mining at Maerewhenua. The number of men at present engaged in sluicing
into the Maerewhenua fall is thirty-six, which is above the average. There are, besides, four working on the Awamoko,
twelve at dry workings; in all, fifty-two men. There are also three tradespeopleand a schoolmaster, making a grand total
of fifty-six adult males. . Ihave, &c,

H. W Robinson,
The Hon. the Minister of Mines, Wellington. Warden.

Gold Duties Act Amendment Bill.

The Gold Fields Committee, to whom wasreferred the Gold Duties Act Amendment Bill,have directed
me to report that they have carefully considered the Bill, and recommend that it be passed as
amended in the copy attached to this report.

23rd August, 1881.
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No. 186.—Petition of PATitrcE Donnelly, of the Thames.
The petitioner states that he purchased, at auction, from the Warden of the district, a gold-mining
claim; thatpart of this holding has since been proved to be onprivateproperty, a fact of which he was
entirely ignorant at the time of sale; and that he has therefore been prevented from working it to
advantage. He prays the Houae to award him compensation.

I am directed to report that the Committee recommend that this petition be referred to the
Government for inquiry

25th August, 1881.
No. 287.—Petition of Hamioea Kewa, of Auckland.

The Gold Fields Committee, to whom was referred the petition of Hamiora Kewa, praying that a
reward be given him for discovering gold at the Thames, have taken the evidence of Major Te Wheoro
on the allegations contained in the petition, and have the honor to report that, as the matter is one
which has been fully inquired into, and dealt with by the late Auckland Provincial Government, they
have no recommendation to make.

26th August, 1881.
No. 319.—Petition of C. Dayet and Others.

The Gold Fields Committee, to whom was referred the petition of O. Davey and others, miners on
Totara Gold Field, praying that certain water-rights be granted them from Donnelly's Creek, which at
present are reserved by the Government for the Mikonui Water-race, have the honor to report that
the Committee, after taking the evidence of the petitioner, are of opinion that the actual construction
of petitioner's race as surveyed and applied for will not interfere with the Mikonui Race; that the
petitioners were the first applicants for a water-right—ten heads—from Donnelly's Creek, and would,
as against other miners, have a prior claim; that the Warden has, in his ministerial capacity, by the
powers conferred upon him by " The Mines Act, 1877," and regulations thereunder, the right of
deciding whether the Government should be exceptionally treatedor otherwise ; that the flood-waters
of Donnelly's Creek-would be of little use orprofit to Government unless they had the means of con-
serving the same. Seeing that petitioners' application has been under consideration since January,
1879, the Committeeare of opinion that the matter ought to be dealt with without further delay, and
would therefore refer the petition to the Government.

sth September, 1881.

No. 236.—Petition of R. J Hudson and Others, Kanieri, Westland.
The petitioners state that a large extent of rich sluicing country has recently been discovered in a
locality known as Humphrey's Gully and McDonald's Creek; that want of water is the only impedi-
ment to the working thereof; that a large permanent supply of water can be obtained by means of the
old Caledonian Water-race, and by making an extension therefrom, and constructing one or two dams
along the course of the race. They ask that assistance maybe given to a public association or company
to carry out the necessary works, believing thatpermanent and profitable employment will thereby be
given to from 1,000 to 1,500 minersfor many years.

Your Committee, having made full inquiry into the meritsof the case, areof opinion that the work
for which assistance is asked for by the petitioners is one which is deserving of encouragementat the
hands of the Government, and that the granting of a subsidy, at therate of £1 for £1, from the vote
for " Tracks and minorworks upon gold fields," would be of much advantage in the development of
a new and promising locality The Committee therefore recommend the prayer of the petitioners to
theearly andfavourable consideration of the Government.

9th September, 1881.

No. 369.—Petition of Jambs Bybjje and Others.
The petitioners state that they hold a prospecting claim at Mount Arthur, Collingwood. They com-
plain that a leasefor miningpurposes has been granted to another company, Arkell and party, over a
portion of the ground occupied by the petitioners under Certificate No. 10,742.

Your Committeehave taken the evidence of James Byrne (petitioner), Captain Malcolm, Richard
Parker (shareholder in theclaim of Arkell and party), and A. Le Grande Campbell, late Warden of
the Collingwood District, who granted certificate to petitioner and adjudicated on a suit to cancel the
ceriificate for prospecting area granted to Byrne and party

I am directed to report that, in the opinion of your Committee, the petitioners have established
the following facts in connection with their claim: 1. That on the 4th July, 1879,they applied for a
prospecting area, in accordancewith the provisions of the Mines Act and the regulations made there-
under, and subsequently obtained a certificate (No. 3,890) for the same. 2. That on the 18th
August, 1879, Arkell and party applied for a portion of the land comprised in the prospecting area of
the petitioners. 3. This application was informal, in so far as that portion was concerned which came
within the prospecting area, seeing that clause 87 of the Mining Regulationsprovides that all ground
under application is protected until such application has been finally dealt with. 4. That an attempt
was made to cancel this certificate for the prospecting area. The "Warden, however, upheld the
defendants' (the petitioners') title,and refused to cancel their certificate. 5. That the petitioners drew
in their pegs, and obtained a prospecting claim (Certificate No. 10,724). 6. That Arkell and party
obtained a gold-mining lease, which included a portion of the land held by petitioners under Certificate
No. 10,724.

After careful consideration of the matter, the Committee are of opinion that thepetitioners have
established their claim, and that Certificate No. 10,724 should be upheld; and that the Government
take the necessary steps so to do.

17th September, 1881.

By Authority: Gkobue Didsbotjy, Government Printer, Wellington.—lBBl.
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