Wai 1750, #A38(al)

Appendix A

Questions of Clarification for Economic Development, Social Services, and Cultural Impacts

Overview Report — Volume | by Tony Walzl (Wai 1750, #A38)

Housing and Health Questions of Clarification

1. On page 5 of your methodology, you state that the period from 1840 to 1870 has been
thoroughly covered by a previous report on the war and raupatu which looked at the

economy in operation in some detail.
a. Can you please clarify which report(s) you are referring to in this sentence?

2. At the top of page 6 you state that some subject areas of this report have few research

sources.
a. Can you please clarify which subject areas have few research sources?

b. In those instances, can you please explain on what you have based your information

and conclusions?

3. In your report you refer to ‘housing policy’.!
a. Can you please clarify how you define housing policies for the purposes of volume I?
b. Does your understanding include assistance for settlement? or is it limited to

matters such as sanitation issues and the early 20" century legislation and

programmes from pages 875 to 8827

c. When addressing housing issues as outlined in the project brief,® did you consider
policies not directly related to housing that nonetheless impacted access to

housing?

4. On page 76 you state that:
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Appendix A

“Newman also referred to a view held by many authorities that mental depression was
having a large effect upon Maori although he said little on the reason for this. He
acknowledged that “certainly the loss of their former cropping grounds, of their sacred burial
grounds, of the rivers and lakes wherein they formerly fish; and the evidence decrease of

their race does probably affect a few...” However, Newman himself, did not consider this was

common.”

a. Do you know which authorities Dr Newman was referring to?

b. Did Dr Newman provide an explanation for why he did not consider this was common?
C. Did Dr Newman make this statement specifically about the Inquiry district or was this

a nation-wide observation?

On page 83 you discuss how in some areas between the 1870s and 1880s, some “Madori
were slow or resistant to adopting European style dwellings and continued to live in more

traditional housing until the early 20th century.”

a. Which areas is this sentence in reference to?

b. During your research did you come across an explanation why in some areas Maori

were slower or more resistant to adopting European style dwellings?

On page 234 you state that “For this report there has not been the resource to completely
reconstruct a history of Opétiki township as most histories that are available are

comparatively generic or selective in their coverage.”

a. What do you mean by “generic or selective in their coverage”? Are you saying that
there are no records or just that the secondary sources are relatively superficial and
do not tell a complete story? If there are no records, whose responsibility was it to

maintain records relating to the history of Opatiki township?

On page 234, you state that when “the military settlers arrived in September 1866, they were

temporarily housed in Whakatohea’s abandoned pa at the Pakowhai settlement.”

a. Do you know when the pa was abandoned and why?
b. Were Whakatohea Maori living at the pa site immediately prior to September 18667
2
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10.

11.
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C. Who organised and was responsible for the housing of military settlers at Pakowhai

settlement?

d. Similarly to the military settlers, was temporary housing provided to Maori in the

Inquiry district who were impacted by the invasion and made homeless?

e. If such housing was not provided, given that Whakatohea had been living / housed

on their Pakowhai pa site, where had those inhabitants gone at this point?

On page 848 you note that “insufficient and irregular funding meant that work on
improvements” relating to sanitation at kainga began to peter out after the first decade of

the twentieth century.

a. Who was responsible for that funding? Was there initial funding that was

withdrawn?

On page 849 you state the “cost of modern building compared to a traditional whare was a

barrier to most Mdaori.”

a. Is this sentence specific to Maori in the Inquiry district, or was this a nation-wide
observation for this time period? If this sentence is a nation-wide observation, do

you believe it also applied to the Inquiry district?

b. If it did apply in this district, are you aware of whether the problem was different

here, was it worse or better than the nation-wide problem?

On pages 849 to 850 you discuss the Health Committees as per section 65 of the Public Health
Act.

a. Did a Health Committee operate in this Inquiry district?

b. What was the relationship between the Maori Councils and the Health Committees?
Were there overlapping responsibilities/roles and, if so, how did that overlap impact

Maori in the Inquiry district?

On page 850 you note how section 65 of the Public Health Act 1900 enabled the Minister of
Native Affairs to subsidise money raised by the committee of Maori owners for the purpose

of sanitary works.
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a. Did you come across this happening specifically in the Inquiry district?

On page 859 you discuss how in 1916 the Maori Councils Act was amended so that members

were appointees rather than elected officers.

a. Under the 1916 amendment, who appointed the members?

On page 863 you state that:

“Best reported that he was intending to have a go at using prosecutions to effect a
change as to him, the absence of latrines was the most significant matter holding

back good sanitation.”

a. Under what legislative provision could Elsdon Best have sought prosecutions?

On pages 875 to 876 you discuss the Workers’ Dwellings Act 1905.

a. Can you please confirm if you found any evidence of this being made available to

Maori in the Inquiry district?

On pages 876 to 877 you discuss the Government Advances to Workers Act 1906.

a. Can you please confirm if you found any evidence of this being made available to

Maori in the Inquiry district?

On page 877 you discuss the State Advances Act 1913.

a. Can you please confirm if you found any evidence of this scheme being made

available to Maori in the Inquiry district?

Wai 339 and Wai 1864 Questions of Clarification

17.

On page 219 of #A38, you state that “These include the occupation reserves that were
created for Upokorehe at Hiwarau and on Hokianga Island on the western edge of the

Inquiry District.”

a. What do you mean by occupation reserve? Was the intention for the reserve to be

occupied?
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On page 223 you state that “With the addition of further beneficiaries, land was now limited

to 19 acres per head.”

a. Was there a recommended minimum amount of acreage per person?

b. Have you observed during your time as a researcher a general trend of different
acreage granted by the Crown between Maori and Pakeha and what was deemed an

appropriate minimum for each group?

On page 222 of #A38 you state that:

“In 1871, one of the original lots expected to be reserved was omitted and the
Hiwarau Reserve was confined to Lot 189 Parish of Waiotahi which incorporated only

1,310 acres although this was further reduced by the deduction...”

a. Have you come across any explanation as to why one of the original lots was

omitted from the Hiwarau Reserve?

b. Do you know what happened to the omitted block afterwards?

On page 337 you state that “For Upokorehe, the 1,700 acres returned consisted of land that

was limited for the purposes of cultivation.”

a. Where were the 1,700 acres of returned land located?
b. How and why was the land limited for the purposes of cultivation?
C. If the land could not be cultivated was any of it suitable for housing?

On page 337 of #A38 you state that “In some cases, the land given was part of that which
previously had been held before the war. Hiwarau and Hokianga Island were part of

Upokorehe’s traditional lands;"”

a. Is “given” an appropriate term for the return of land that had been Upokorehe’s for

centuries? It suggests Crown beneficence, doesn’t it?
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Do you think that there was a Crown expectation that the grantees would live their
lives on those “gifted” lands and not occupy or use the lands around them that had

been granted to others, including military settlers?

Would you agree that there is a difference between being confined to a small

reserve and holding land traditionally?

In the context of this report, were Hiwarau and Hokianga suitable for housing,
especially in a Pakeha sense of permanent dwellings, probably with associated

cultivation or pastoral farming?
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