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Ministry of Justice
WELLINGTON

Question of Clarification for Heather Bassett and Richard Kay, Public Works

Issues c. 1870s-2010 (Wai 1750, #A29)

1. At pages 314-315 / paragraph 812 you state:

2. Atpage

3. Atpage

4. Atpage

“The notice was sent to 56 owners of Hiwarau A Block. The notice was displayed for
40 days at the Taneatua Post Office. The notice was also printed in the Whakatane
County Press. The surveyor at Taneatua was also asked to display the notice of
intention in a conspicuous place in the main Maori settlement on the Hiwarau block

and to explain its meaning to ‘the principal natives.”

Were the notices written in te reo Maori or English, or both?

Did you find any evidence to show that all 56 owners received the notice?

Did you find any evidence to show that the notice was in fact displayed in a
conspicuous place?

Did you find any evidence to indicate how many owners at all did receive the notice?
Did you find any evidence as to why the surveyor was asked to display the notice at
Taneatua and not closer to the Hiwarau block?

319 / paragraph 826 you state:

“In September 1935 Mdori landowners adjoining the reserve complained Abbot of

Kutarere was removing trees for posts and firewood from the reserve.”

Did you find any further information as to who the Maori landowners’ were?

320 / paragraph 828 you state:

“In early 1937 the Minister of Lands, while touring the district, commented on the
attractiveness of the bush at Hiwarau. The Commissioner of Crown Lands took the
opportunity to remind the department of his proposal to include the pa sites in the

reserve.”

Which pa sites does this refer to?

320 / paragraph 829 you state:

“The matter was forwarded to the Native Land Court in Rotorua. In September 1937,

the Native Department reported that the Registrar had said ‘the owners are
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agreeable’ to the land being taken under the Scenery Preservation Act. There is no
further information on the Lands Department file about which owners the court had

made contact with to discuss the further acquisition.”

Are there any legislative provisions outlining the extent to which the Registrar is to

consult with owners regarding land taken under the Scenery Preservation Act?





