Wai 898, # 3.3.85(a)

Appendix

Questions of clarification for Ms Boulton in relation to her report
#A70.

1. At page 50, Figure 3, you provide a map depicting the Old Land
Claims in Te Rohe Pdétae Inquiry District. You note that the
Charleton claim is incorrectly labelled and should be located in
Kawhia moana. Approximately, where should the Laurie and
Joseph (OLC 1314) be located on that map? It appears to
counsel that the Old Land Claim presently labelled “4” is the
Charleton Old Land Claim (OLC 1353) and that the Laurie and
Joseph claim was on the southern side of the moana (Nathan’s
point or Ohaua).

2. Was there any overlap between the J V Cowell transaction
(which purportedly covered 20,000 acres and was the basis of
the Charleton claim, OLC 1353) and any of the other Old Land
Claims in Kawhia moana?

3. Can you clarify whether the Land Claims Commissioner Bell
inquired into the JV Cowell claim to the entire 20,000 acres or
simply the “Pouewe” portion claimed by Charleton?

4. Given that Commissioner Bell recommended that the Crown
grant 38 acres in favour of the Charleton claim, is there any
evidence that Commissioner Bell considered that the remaining
land in the JV Cowell transaction (c.19,962 acres) was then
surplus Crown land? Can you clarify your view on this issue.

5. Can you explain why the Crown grant in relation to the
Charleton claim was 44 acres when the recommendation by
Commissioner Bell was for 38 acres?
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