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I am directed toreport that the Committeehave no recommendationto make onthe subject-matter

of this petition, as it is one of policy under tho consideration of the House.
6th July, 1880.

No. 34.—Petition of Alfeed Teesdale.
The petitioner states that he entered into a contract with the Government to survey a block of
Native land, and that, owing to obstruction offered by the Natives, and the extra work incurred by
triangulating the block, he has a claim for compensation, and prays that an extrasum of 2d. per acre, or
£338 3s. 4d., be paid to him.

I am directed to report that the Committeeare of opinion that thepetitioner has no claim for extra
payment on account of his contract.

6th July, 18S0.

No. S3.'—Petition of Henex Oldham and Henbx de Renzie Tuenek.
TnE petitioners pray for compensation for loss said to have been occasioned by or arising out of the
Native war in 1863.

I am directed to report that the petitioners' claim is one of a large class arising out of indirect loss
occasioned by Native rebellion. While the Committee recognize that great hardship has been occa-
sioned by such losses, they have no recommendation to make in this special case, as the question is one
for the House to deal with.

6th July, 1880. . 'No. 90.—Petition of Wellington Caeeington.
The petitioner enumerates the offices he has held, under the New Zealand Company, the Provincial
Government, and the General Government, in the colony since 1839, and states that his services have
been dispensedwith by the Native Department in consequence of largo reductions being made. He
prays the House to take into consideration the services he has rendered, and grant him compensation
for loss of office.

I am directed to report that it appears from the evidence before the Committee that the petitioner
lost his appointment through reductions made in the Native Department. Tho Committee do not,
therefore, consider that he has any special claim for compensation.

6th July, 1880.

No. 45.—Petition of James W. Teeadwell.
The petitioner states that the procedure of the House in the matter of the Election Petition Com-
mittee re Christchurch election is informal and illegal.

I am directed to report that tho Committee are of opinion that it is not necessary to offer any
opinion to the House on this case.

6th July, 1880.

No. 62.—Petition of Michael Pagan and 37 other Settlers, of Palmerston South.
The petitioners state that they view with alarm the imposition of a property-tax during the present
depression; and suggest tho reimposition of the duty on tea and sugar, the abolition of local sub-
sidies, and tho imposition of school-fees as a substitute.

I am directed to report that, as the subject-matter of this petition involves a question of public
policy now under the consideration of the House, the Committee do not consider it necessary to make
any recommendation.

6th July, 1880.

No. 58.—Petition of Malcolm ¥. Ramsay.

The petitioner states that he is of opinion that Is. a day extra pay is due to him for the period he
served in the Ist Waikato Regiment of Military Settlers in 1863-04, and prays for inquiry.

I am directed to report that there is no evidence before the Committeeexcept the petitioner's own
statement to show that he is entitled to extra pay of Is. per day after he joined the Military Settler
Force in 1863.

Gth July, 1880.

No. 170.—Petition of John Babeett.
The petitioner is the owner and occupier of the Borough Hotel, Christchurch, and states that he was
arrested on a charge of aiding and abetting in a riot which took place in thevicinityof his hotel on the
26th day of December last, but the case was summarily dismissed by the Resident Magistrate; that
on the 15th day of June he applied to the Licensing Court for a renewal of his license, but the
Court decided that the license would only be granted pro forma, on the condition that the petitioner
absolutely leased the hotel within one month from the Ist July. The petitioner prays that steps be
taken to prevent the Licensing Commissioners giving effect to their decision, and also to grant such
further relief as may be deemed just.

I am directedto report that the Committee, having made inquiry into this case, recognize the fact
that the Licensing Court is- the tribunal appointed by law to deal finally with such cases, and have no
doubt the Commissioners acted in the public interest; but, as it appears the petitioner cannot obtain
a suitabletenant for his hotel within the time' allowed without a considerable sacrifice, the Committee
ventureto suggest to the Commissioners the propriety of rehearing the petitioner's application, with
the view of extending the time if, on reconsidering tho matter, they can do so without public dis-
advantage. The Committee recommend the Government to forward this report to the Commissioners
for their consideration.

14th July, 1880.
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