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CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

AFFECTING TAEMARC LAND
PRE 1840 TO PRESENT

Prior to 1837

Prior to any purported purchase by European settlors the Mangonui area
was occupied by two major tribes, the Rarawa whose Chief was Nopera
Panakareao and the Ngapuhi whose Chief in the area was Pororua
Wharekauri. However the Taemaro area was occupied by the Ngati Kahu
people who are the present claimants. They are described in 1861 by
W B White as being a people "not of sufficient rank to have political
influence" whose people have "settlements on the Coast, Taimaro and
Motukaka; Hapu Ngatiteaukiwa, Chief Paihara. These people are living
on Government Land ..." Report from W B White August 28 1861, page 60
folder 1 of notes (60/1)

24 June 1840

The Crown "purchased" Nopera Panakareao's (or Te Rarawa's) interest in
Mangonui land for L100. According to the terms of the agreement, the
northeastern boundary of this land extended from Taemaro in the
northeast to Whakapaku and Otangarao in the South, and from there
northward to a point near the mouth of the Taipa River. As later
events show, however, this "purchase" did not extinguish all Te Rarawa
interests in the 1840 Mangonui claim area which included much of the
present day Taemaro claim area. (Preliminary Report, Map 6, p.63).

28 May 1841

The Crown, as represented by Protector of Aborigines George Clarke,
"purchased" Pororua Wharekauri's (or Ngapuhi's) "part and that of his
tribe" in the 1840 Mangonui claim area as defined by the boundaries
agreed to by Panakareao. In both the 1840 agreement with Panakareao,
and the 1841 agreement with Pororua, the Crown attempted to purchase
tribal rights within a single area rather than the area itself.
Consequently, the 1840-1 transactions were not simple, straightforward
"purchases". A more accurate description would probably be the Crown's
attempts to extinguish tribal rights. (Ibid., pp.62-3)
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January 1843

Crown Land Commissioner, Edward Godfrey, heard private Pakeha land
claims at Mangonui. Since Pakeha claims opened up the question of the
rights of different tribal groups in the Mangonui claim area, over 400
Te Rarawa and Ngapuhi warriors gathered in the tiny township to ensure
that their rights would be respected. Godfrey recognised the explosive
nature of the situation and withdrew without resolving anything, and
without more than a cursory investigation of the numerous Pakeha claims
brought before him at Mangonui. Later Godfrey recommended that many of
these Pakeha claims be resolved by scrip exchanges (ie claimants would
accept land elsewhere in exchange for their Mangonui claims) in an
effort to remove an element of conflict between different tribal

groups. (Ibid., pp.64-5)

March-April 1843

The focus of competing Te Rarawa and Ngapuhi land claims shifted from
Mangonui to Oruru. Te Rarawa and Ngapuhi warriors engaged in sporadic
fighting over six weeks at Oruru. Though some of the fighting occured
on the ancestral land of Ngati Kahu at Taipa, evidence of any direct
Ngati Kahu involvement in the conflict is sketchy. (Ibid., pp.66-69)

Auqust 1843

Clarke succeeded in winning Panakareao and Pororua's agreement to
respect each other's rights in the 1840 Mangonui claim area. Clarke
agreed to "honourably maintain Noble's rights", and he told Pororua
that his cultivations at Mangonui would be especially secured to him
and his family for ever." (Ibid., pp.70-1). This agreement clearly
reinforced later Maori beliefs that the Crown had not extinguished
their rights (however these were defined) in the Mangonui claim area.

October 1857

Crown Land Commissioner Francis Dillon Bell reinvestigated private
Pakeha land claims in the Mangonui area. Bell confirmed three major
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crown grants, those of Berghan, Thomas and Phillips, and William
Butler's, (derived from Thomas Ryan's original claim) within this area.
On the mistaken assumption that Godfrey had fully examined the validity
of numerous Pakeha claims exchanged for scrip during the 1840's, Bell
‘assumed that title to many of these lands now within the Taemaro claim
area belonged to the Crown as surplus lands. (Ibid., pp.94-5)

28 October 1858

Mangonui Resident Magistrate William B. White admitted in a letter to
Native Secretary and Chief Land Purchase Commissioner Donald McIean
that lands in the Mangonui claim area (as defined in 1840) remained in
dispute. (Ibid., p.130)

28 August 1861

White told McLean that he had created three "Native Reserves" out of
"government lands" in the Mangonui claim area. He said he had moved
the Ngatirehia hapu to a Waiaua reserve and the Ngatitieaukiwi hapu to
Taemaro and Motukahakaha reserves. (Ibid)

19 May 1863

District Land Purchase Commissioner H. T. Kemp signed the "Mangonui
purchase" deed with representatives of the "Matearoha tribe" including
Pororua. In exchange for a further payment of 1100, Pororua and four

co-signers agreed to "a full and final sale conveyance and surrender"

of their "outstanding claims in all the lands in the immediate district
of Mangonui which were not included within the previous purchases."
The deed excluded the Waiaua and Taemaro reserves from purchase, and
referred to boundaries indicated on a plan "annexed thereto ...". A
plan published by Turton in 1878 was almost certainly a later and
imprecise reconstruction of the original plan, a copy of which has not
been found. Consequently the exact boundaries of the 1863 purchase
remain in dispute. (Ibid. p. 130-1; Turton's Maori Deeds Vol. 1, pp.
19-20). One of the signatories to the Deed was Paeara (Chief Paihara).
This Deed has subsequently been challenged in numerous petitions to
Parliament by Hemi Paeara, Chief Paeara's son and other descendants.
The present claimant, Peter Pangari is a descendant of Paeara.
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24 MARCH 1870

Hemi Paeara and others of the Ngatiteaukiwa Hapu having had a survey
done of their land make application to the Maori Land Court to have the
title investigated and issued to them of 3990 acres in the Taemaro
region. This claim is set down as one of a number in the Court House
at Haruru on 24 March 1870 and Judgeé Maning issues title to the land to
Paeara and the other claimants commenting (111/1) that the "Claimants
state that part or the whole of the land is claimed by the Government,
but there was no foundation for any such claim," and that in the
absence of any appearance from the Government the title was granted to
the claimants., (104-111/1). The certificate of title delineates the
land so issued to the claimants. It should be noted that one of the
other claims heard at Haruru that day was a claim by one Tamati Werohu
(106/1) and that W B White was in attendance at the Court and opposed
Tamati Werohu's claim (see letter page 119) yet he did not intervene in
the claim of Paeara.

14 September 1872

The conduct of W B White was called into question by a settlor Mr H H
Fenton who complained to Parliament that Mr White and Mr Kelly engaged
in drinking and playing cards with two traders (one of whom was the
plaintiff in a case in which Kelly was interested) the evening before
the hearing (123/1)

30 June 1873

White writes to McLean then Native Secretary advising that he will
attend the Native Land Court at Haruru on 18th (July?) for the purpose
of trying to upset the certificate granted to the natives at Taemaro

(124/1).

9 July 1873

White has not been successful in cancelling the certificate of title
and has proposed that Government approve the offering of about 500
acres of the block in question and receives Government approval

(126/1).
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14 November 1873

Apparently White has visited "the natives" and obtained a "settlement"
of the dispute and agreement from the natives on the basis of setting
aside reserves (see letter from Native Office 128/1). The subsequent
petitions of Paeara document "the natives" allegations as to how this
was achieved by White. The petitioners claim was that only three areas
in the Taemaro region had been sold - firstly the Whakapaku Block
(outside of this claim) thirdly a portion of the lower portion of the
Kapara Block, but most importantly the piece for which the 100 pounds
was paid was one where "all the boundaries of the said land were
carefully pointed out" (folder 2 page 19/2). They further stated that
the balance of the land was granted to them (by Judge Maning at Haruru)
but after three years Mr White intimidated them and since then called
the land Crown property (20/2). Mr White explained that the small sale
which the petitioners contemplated they were making for 100 pounds had
grown since the 100 pounds was "like a grain of wheat which then sowed
covers the whole of the land" (21/2).

29 May 1891

The earlier petitions had come to nothing so Paeara petitions again to
Parliament. In this petition he elaborates on why Paeara came to be a
signatory on the 1863 deed which White claimed was to cover the Taemaro
area and which the petitioners claimed was in respect of a small
portion only. The petitioners claimed that Poni (also a signatory and
member of Paeara's hapu) claimed that he owed Pororua 100 pounds and
asked for some land to be able to pay Pororua. Poni then went and
brought Mr White to the area to sell a block of land to the Government
to obtain the 100 pounds to repay Pororua. The petitioner Hemi Paeara
describes being with the group including Poni, Pororua and Paeara when
they assembled at Paiaka (a mountain in the block) and pointed out the
area of land (namely from the Kopu to Ruakinui). This was a small
block of land which subsequently the petitions allege grew to the
extreme proportions later claimed by White in all subsequent responses
to Parliament to the numerous petitions of Hemi Paeara (31/38/2).

21 July 1891
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Mr White comments by letter on the petition of Paeara. It is clear
that White believed that the land was Government land as part of
surplus lands from the Old Land Claim of Partridge (referred to in the
petitions as "Pateriki") and that White was aware that the 100 pounds
was paid "in consequence of the claims by Pororua and others of his
tribe to small patches of land in and about the various land claims."
He was apparently under the mistaken impression that the 0ld Land
Claims had been investigated by Land Claims Commissioner Dillon Bell
(which was not the case - see chronology October 1857) pages (57/58/2).

7 September 1892

Hemi Paeara presents a further of "the petitions which we year after
year submitted for the consideration of Parliament" (70/2) - again
Whites presence at the top of the Mount Paiaka and the debt of Poni are

emphasised.

14 June 1893

Further petition (81/2).

25 September 1901

Further petition (98/2).
To 1912
Many further petitions by Hemi Paeara on this and associated matters.

Petition 179/1921 - To Surplus Lands Commission (219/2)

The report on the petition examines W B White's account of what
occurred but omits again any reference to the claimants account.

9 December 1921 )

Petition by Kere Erihe (the next generation) (205/2).
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7 March 1927

Letter from Judge Aceson to Government recommending that the natives
place their claims before the Confiscated Lands Commission (217/2).

1946-1948

Surplus Lands Commission. On Hone Tukariri's petition compensation is
recommended in respect of Taemaro Block which is refused by the

Ngatikahu people (243-245/2).
1948-1985

Further petitions until Peter Pangari commences present claim before
Waitangi Tribunal.
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CHRONQLOGY OF EVENTS

AFFECTING TAEMARO LAND
1840-1863

Prior to 1837

Prior to any purported purchase by European settlors the Mangonui area
was occupied by two major tribes, the Rarawa whose Chief was Nopera
Panakareao and the Ngapuhi whose Chief in the area was Pororua
Wharekauri. However the Taemaro area was occupied by the Ngati Kaha
people who are the present claimants. They are described in 1861 by
W B White as being a people “not of sufficient rank to have political
influence" whose people have “settlements on the Coast, Taimaro and
Motukaka; Hapu Ngatiteaukiwa, Chief Paihara. These people are living
on Government Land ..." Report from W B White August 28 1861, page 60
folder 1 of notes. (60/1)

CHRONGLOGY OF EVENTS
AFFECTING TAEMARO TAND
1863-TO PRESENT DAY

19 May 1863

One of the signatories to the Deed was Paecara (Chief Paihara). This.
Deed has subsequently been challenged in numerous petitions to
Parliament by Hemi Paeara, Chief Paeara's son and other descendants.
The present claimant, Peter Pangari- is a descendant of Paeara.

25 November 1868

Hemi Paeara and others of the Ngatiteaukiwa Hapu having had a survey
done of their land make application to the Maori Land Court to have the
title investigated and issued to them of 3990 acres in the Taemaro
region. This claim is set down as one of a number in the Court House
at Haruru on 24 March 1870 and Judge Manning issues title to the land
to Paeara and the other claimants commenting (111/1) that the
“Claimants state that part or the whole of the land is claimed by the
Government, but there was no foundation for any such claim,“ and that
in the absence of any appearance from the Government the title was
granted to the claimants. (104-111/1). The certificate of title
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delineates the land so issued to the claimants. It should be noted
that one of the other claims heard at Haruru that day was a claim by
one Tamati Werchu (106/1) and that W B White was in attendance at the
Court and opposed Tamati Werchu's claim (see letter page 119) yet he
did not intervene in the claim of Paeara.

14 September 1872

The conduct of W B White was called into question by a settlor Mr H H
Fenton who complained to Parliament that Mr White and Mr Kelly engaged
in drinking and playing cards with two traders (one of whom was the
plaintiff in a case in which Kelly was interested) the evening before
the hearing (123/1).

30 June 1873

White writes to McLean then Native Secretary advising that he will
attend the Native ILand Court at Haruru on 18th (July?) for the purpose
of trying to upset the certificate granted to the natives at Taemaro

(124/1).

9 July 1873

White has not been successful in cancelling the certificate of title.
and has proposed that Government approve the offering of about 500
acres of the block in question and receives Government approval
(126/1).

14 November 1873

Apparently White has visited "the natives® and obtained a “settlement"
of the dispute and agreement from the natives on the basis of setting
aside reserves (see letter from Native Office 128/1). The subsequent
petitions of Paeara document “the natives" allegations as to how this
was achieved by White. The petitioners claim was that only three areas
in the Taemaro region had been sold - firstly the Whakapaku Block
(outside of this claim) thirdly a portion of the lower portion of the
Kapara Block, but most importantly the piece for which the 100 pounds
was paid was one where “all the boundaries of the said land were
carefully pointed cut" (folder 2 page 19/2). They further stated that
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the balance of the land was granted to them (by Judge Maning at Haruru)
but after three years Mr White intimidated them and since then called
the land Crown property (20/2). Mr White explained that the small sale
which the petitioners contemplated they were making for 100 pounds had
grown since the 100 pounds was "like a grain of wheat which when sowed
covers the whole of the land" (21/2).

29 May 1891

The earlier petitions had came to nothing so Paeara petitions again to
Parliament. In this petition he elaborates on why Paeara came to be a
signatory on the 1863 deed which White claimed was to cover the Taemaro
area and which the petitioners clairﬁed was in respect of a small
portion only. The petitioners claimed that Poni (alsc a signatory and
member of Paeara's hapu) claimed that he owed Pororua 100 pounds and
asked for some land to be able to pay Pororua. Poni then went and
brought Mr White to the area to sell a block of land to the Govermment
to obtain the 100 pounds to repay Pororua. The petitioner Hemi Paeara
describes being with the group including Poni, Pororua and Paeara when
they assembled at Paiaka (a mountain in the block) and pointed ocut the
area of land (namely from the Kopu to Ruakinui). This was a small
block of land which subsequently the petitions allege grew to the
extreme proportions later claimed by White in all subsequent responses
to Parliament to the mmerocus petitions of Hemi Paeara (37/38/2).

21 July 1891

Mr White comments by letter on the petition of Paeara. It is clear
that White believed that the land was Government land as part of
surplus lands from the Old Land Claim of Partridge (referred to in the
petitions as “Pateriki") and that White was aware that the 100 pounds
was paid "in consequence of the claims by Parorva and others of his
tribe to small patches of land in and about the varicus land claims*.
He was apparently under the mistaken impression that the 0ld Land
Claims had been investigated by Land Claims Commissioner Dillon Bell
(which was not the case - see chronology October 1857) pages (57/58/2)-

7 September 1892
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Hemi Paeara presents a further of “the petitions which we year after
year submitted for the consideration of Parliament“ (70/2) - again
wWhites presence at the top of the Mount Paiaka and the debt of Poni are
emphasised.
14 June 1893

Further petition (81/2).

25 September 1901

Further petition (98/2).
To 1912
Many further petitions by Hemi Paeara on this and associated matters.

Petition 179/1921 - To Surplus ILands Cammission (219/2)

The report on the petition examines W B White's account of what
occurred but cmits again any reference to the claimants account.

9 December 1921

Petition by Kere Erihe (the next generation) (205/2).

7 March 1927

Ietter from Judge Acheson to Government recommending that the natives
place their claims before the Confiscated Lands Commission (217/2).

1946-1948
Surplus Lands Commission. On Hone Tukariri petition compensation is
recommended in respect of Taemaroc Block which is refused by the

Ngatikahu people (243-245/2).

1948-1985
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Further petitions until Peter Pangari cawmences present claim before
Waitangil Tribunal.




