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I. Errata 

In reviewing my report during my hearing preparation I detected a number of small errors 

and inconsistencies. Many of these corrections are in chapters eight and nine and arise from 

the supplementary evidence submitted below. To assist all parties I wish the following errata 

to be noted: 

 

Introduction 

 Page 9 – In the seventh line of the second paragraph strike out the phrase ‘(rather than 

settled in another manner)’. 

 Page 10 – In paragraph two the second sentence should read: The only available 

sources for these payments are the receipts and deeds themselves and a few annual 

accounts found in the Legislative Council (Le) files at Archives New Zealand, 

Wellington. 

 

Chapter 1 

 Page 14 – In the last sentence in paragraph one: the phrase ‘private purchasers’ 

should read ‘private parties.’ 

 Page 16 – The footnote reference 18 is incorrect, it should read ‘Aotea Harbour 

Traditional History’ (http://www.aoteaharbour.co.nz/Aotea-history.html) 

 Page 18 – Second sentence of last paragraph should refer to Figure 2 (not Figure 1). 

 Page 27 –Paragraph one, line 9 should read ‘lay siege to the Te Atiawa pa’ (not Te 

Aiwa pa). 

 

Chapter 2 

 Page 47 – Line 7 of paragraph two should refer to Figure 3 (not Figure 1) 

 Page 50 – Figure 5 should be replaced by the updated map from current Crown 

Forestry Rental Trust map book.  
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 Page 51 – Third sentence in the first paragraph should end ‘significant quantity of 

land in transactions before 1840.’ (Not ‘significant quantity of land in transactions of 

the 1830s’.) 

 Page 53 – Line 1, ‘Act’ should be replaced by ‘1833 legislation’ 

 Page 61 – Last sentence in paragraph one should be deleted and replaced by the 

following:  As we shall see in chapter four, FitzRoy referred the Wesleyan’s claim to 

land at Te Kopua on the Waipa River to Fitzgerald for consideration and on the 

strength of his advice invited the church to apply for the Crown’s pre-emptive right of 

purchase to be waived. 

 

Chapter 3 

 Page 71 – Bottom of the page. The sentence beginning ‘He stated’ should read: He 

stated that he was ‘a relative of Te Waru and I am deputed by him to declare to the 

truth of the purchase of the land called Tekoteko by the Mission about three or four 

years ago.’ 

 Page 73 - The last sentence on the page should be deleted and the following sentence 

inserted: These transactions are dealt with in the next chapter. 

 Page 82 – The two sentences beginning ‘There is some evidence ...’ should read: 

There is some evidence that this was the case in this district. J V Cowell, who 

travelled to Auckland to the hearing of his claim to land on the Waipa River, was 

described as having ‘difficulty in getting the Natives to go to Auckland at that time to 

attend the Court … Mr Charleton as a neighbour lent him money for his expenses and 

with the Natives he went to Auckland.’ 

 Page 88 – The last sentence in paragraph one should be deleted and the following 

sentence added:  The Colonial Secretary noted the following day that the 

commissioners had recommended a grant of 232 acres.1 

 Page 89 – Line 5 of paragraph two, ‘243 acres’ should read ‘232 acres’. 

 

 

 

Chapter 5 

                                                 
1 Minute: Colonial Secretary, 19 September 1845 on reverse of John Whitely to the Colonial Secretary, 18 
September 1854, OLC 1, box 55, OLC 1040, ANZ Wgt 
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 Page 113 – First line should begin ‘This chapter considers ...’ (not ‘his section of the 

chapter considers ...’) 

 Page 114 – First line, sentence beginning ‘In cases ..’ should read: In cases where 

there was Maori opposition to the current claimant’s ongoing rights to the land .... 

 Page 114 – In line 3 ‘1862’ should be changed to 1856 

 Page 127 – The quotation in the last three lines on the second paragraph has been 

mis-transcribed. The sentence beginning ‘He observed that Salmon ...’ should read: 

He observed that Salmon was ‘of a different opinion from those Natives and 

requesting that the Crown grant may be issued to Mr Charleton.’ 

 Page 130 – First line of the quote at top of the page should read ‘Be cautious with 

respect to that Pakeha Kamura (Charlton [sic]) as he is going ...’ (not ‘that Pamela 

Kamura’) 

 Page 134 – The second sentence of the first paragraph beginning ‘It is unclear 

whether Fairchild ..’ should read:  It is unclear whether Fairchild intended to go 

through with the mortgagee sale or simply use it as a threat to apply pressure to 

Charleton. 

 

Chapter 7 

 Page 150 – The quote at the top of the page should begin with the following: 

Our best time for catching fish of all kinds was from November to March, when the north 

and north east winds blew and the weather was pleasant and warm. That was when the 

nets were drawn. All the people were engaged in this work, and great numbers of fish 

were sun-dried for winter food ... Then later in the year we turned to the land for our 

food. We went to the forests, we climbed the mountains, we snared and speared birds in 

the bush ... And then too, we had food of the pakeha in great abundance. Kawhia was a 

most fruitful place [quote then continues as shown at top of page 150] 

 

Chapter 8 

 Page 186 – Last paragraph, second sentence should begin ‘Within two months of the 

26 March 1850 hui at Mokau ...’ (not 18 March 1850). 

 Page 186 – Line 4 of paragraph two, Taringa Kuri was a chief of Ngati Tama (not Te 

Atiawa). 
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 Pages 196-197 – The last sentence of this paragraph which flows over to page 197 

beginning ‘This suggests that despite ...’ should be deleted. 

 Page 197 – The first sentence of the first paragraph should be: The amount of land 

offered on the Mokau River and the fact that the offer was confined to land at the 

mouth indicates that there was a greater reluctance to let go of more densely 

populated, resource-rich river compared with the remote, steep and forested Awakino 

land. 

 Page 197 – The first full paragraph on this page beginning ‘Opposition to handing 

over...’ should begin: The amount of land being withheld from the land offered on the 

Mokau River and the fact that the offer was confined to land at the mouth of the river 

indicates that there was a greater reluctance to let go of more densely populated, 

resource-rich river and coastal areas compared with the remote, steep and forested 

Awakino land.   Opposition to handing over the Mokau block to the Crown ... 

 Page 198 – Third line of the second paragraph should begin, ‘Awakino and Mokau 

offers (not just ‘Awakino offer’).  

 Page 198 – First line of the third paragraph should begin, ‘In the Awakino and Mokau 

negotiations’ (not just ‘In the Awakino negotiations’). In line 2 ‘offer’ should be 

changed to ‘offers’ and ‘block’ to ‘blocks’. In line 6 ‘offer’ should be changed to 

‘offers’. 

 Page 199 – After the first two lines a new subheading should be inserted: ‘Cooper and 

Halse’s visit to Mokau, October 1852’ 

 Page 199 – The first full paragraph should be amended as follows: 

- In line 3 ‘offer’ should be changed to ‘offers’.  

- In line 5 ‘local opponents to the offer’ should read ‘local opponents to the 

Awakino offer’.  

- In line 6 ‘offer’ should be changed to ‘offers’.  

- In line 7 ‘Instead he considered that the opponents’ should read ‘Instead he 

considered that those opposing the Mokau offer’.  

- In line 13 the quote should end ‘chief opponents to the sale of land up the 

[Mokau] river.’  

- Line 15 should begin ‘customary interests in either of the pieces of land under 

offer’ (not ‘customary interests in the land under offer’). 
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 Page 199 – Supplementary evidence marked ‘B’ below should be inserted 

between the first full paragraph and the second paragraph on this page. 

 Pages 199-200 The second paragraph on page 199 which flows over to page 200 

should be amended as follows: 

- The first sentence should end ‘Takerei’s 1852 offer of land at Awakino and Te 

Watihi (Peketahi) and Te Weitini’s offer for land at Mokau.’ 

- In line 4 the sentence beginning ‘Schnackenberg noted ...’ should read ‘In any 

case Schnackenberg noted the withdrawal of parts of the Mokau block by 

opponents of the offer.’ 

- In line 11 ‘offer was’ should be changed to ‘offers were’ 

 Pages 200-201 – The second paragraph on page 200 (flowing over to page 201) 

should be amended as follows: 

- Line 1 should begin ‘With the Awakino and Mokau offers rejected ...’ (not just 

‘With the Awakino offer rejected...’). 

- At line 4 the end of sentence should read ‘his objection to Takerei’s Awakino 

offer to the Crown.’ (not just ‘his objection to Takerei’s offer to the Crown’) 

 Page 202 – Line 13 sentence ending ‘Crown rejecting Takerei’s offer in 1852’ should 

read ‘Crown rejecting Takerei and Peketahi’s two offers in 1852.’ 

 Page 208 – Supplementary evidence ‘C’ below should be inserted after the first 

two lines on page 208. 

 Page 224 – The English translation of the quote in the second paragraph should finish 

‘this piece of Land to Queen Victoria’ (not this piece of land to Queen Whaingaroa 

Block’). 

 Pages 227-228 – The quotation that begins in the last line on page 227 should read 

‘surveyed and set out a few small lots, which were inquired after by intending settlers, 

and propose bringing them before the Executive Council ...’ (not ‘purpose bringing 

them ...’ 

 Page 228 – Line 6 of the second paragraph should begin ‘off by Maori’ (not ‘off 

Maori’). 

 

Chapter 9 

 Page 259 - Last paragraph on this page should be deleted and supplementary evidence 

marked as ‘D’ below inserted. 
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 Page 260 - In line 11 of the paragraph beginning ‘Although McLean ...’, the three 

sentences beginning at ‘Hapu and iwi at Mokau ...’ should be deleted and replaced by the 

following text: Those who had originally offered the block refused a payment of £200 for 

the land from McLean.2 The negotiations were left in Rogan’s hands, and when he 

temporarily left the district he left the £200, and an additional £100 with Takerei. In 

doing so the Crown framed the two parties as rivals and hoped that the threat of losing 

the money to others would induce Te Weitini to accept the Crown’s offer. 

 Page 265 – In line 9 of paragraph two the sentence beginning ‘Despite this initial caution 

...’ should read: So the despite this initial caution, when Wetini, who was offering the 

Mokau block, also offered land between Mokau and Mohakatino to the Crown in April 

1854 the offer was rapidly accepted. 

 Page 269 – In line 12 of the first paragraph the sentence beginning ‘He made gifts to ...’ 

should read: He made gifts to Takerei’s sister and to ‘Rawiri Tiki Pote’s relation’ and 

then asked McLean to reimburse him for the money spent. 

 Page 273 – First paragraph should be deleted and supplementary evidence marked 

as ‘E’ below inserted. 

 Page 274 - The second paragraph should be deleted. 

 Page 275 - Figure 15 should be deleted. 

 Page 276 – The first two lines should be deleted. 

 Page 276 – Line 7 in the second paragraph should read ‘... do the survey work and make a 

payment for £500 ...’ (not ‘... do the survey work and make a further payment for £500 

...’).  

 Page 286 – In the first line of paragraph one under the 9.6.2 section heading the first line 

should read: In addition to these three Native reserves, fifty acres (50:0:0) each were to 

be retained for Reihana and Wetere in the Awakino block, both were described as sons of 

Takerei. 

 Page 287 – The quote marks the first sentence of paragraph two are incomplete, these two 

lines should read as follows: The 50 acres granted to Wetere Takerei ‘was not Crown 

granted for about 50 years.’ The ‘matter came before the Maori Land Court in 1900 and 

eventually Takerei and people got 50 acres near Mahoenui.’ 

                                                 
2 Schnackenberg to Rev and Dear Sir n/d [April or May 1854?], Series A, folder 4, p 61 and Schnackenberg to 
Rev Turton, n/d [April or May 1854?], Series A, folder 4, pp 61-62, both in 82–174 Schnackenberg papers, ATL 
Wgt  
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Chapter 10 

 Page 295 – In lines 8-11 of the first paragraph the sentence beginning ‘While he was in 

Kawhia ...’ should read: While he was in Kawhia in May 1854 Rogan attended a series of 

hui where Taonui Hikaka (who had opposed the sale of land at Awakino and Mokau) and 

Te Wetini (one of those who had offered the Mokau block to the Crown) were also 

present. 

 Page 248 – Delete the last sentence of the second paragraph. Insert a new paragraph here, 

which reads: By 1852 when McLean sent the surveyor John Rogan to Mokau there were 

two offers of land on the table, the first by Takerei and his people for land at Awakino, 

and the second by Te Waitini (also known as Peketahi) and his brother Te Wetini was for 

a block of land on the north bank of the Mokau River.  

 

Chapter 11 

 Page 321 – In paragraph one I state that it is likely that the Crown purchased at least 

85,130 acres in the Whaingaroa and Waipa area between 1851 and 1864. On closer 

inspection of land alienation figures this should read ‘at least 94,162 acres.’ In the last 

line of the paragraph I indicated that further mapping using GIS would provide a more 

accurate figure. That work has since been done by Douglas, Innes and Mitchell (Wai 898, 

A21). Using their table on page 21 we obtain a figure for Crown purchases in the 

Whaingaroa district of 62, 218 acres. When the 50,000 acre Waipa-Waitetuna purchase is 

added to this a total figure of 112, 218 acres is arrived at by GIS. 

 Page 327 – Main paragraph, line 13 the date of the letter between Rogan and McLean is 8 

October 1855 (not 1854). 

 Page 327 – In the main paragraph delete the last sentence beginning ‘Yet the deeds ...’ 

The previous sentence should end with a footnote: Table titled ‘Land Surveyed in the 

district of Whaingaroa on which instalments have been paid’ Enclosure in Mr 

Commissioner Rogan to Chief Commissioner, 16 November 1855, AJHR 1861, C-1, No. 

21. This table is reproduced as Table 7 on page 345. 

 Page 329 – Line 4 of paragraph three beginning ‘On 15 June ...’ should read: Accordingly 

a deed was signed by Te Waka, Nikorima and others who were described as ‘the chiefs 
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and people of Ngatimahanga’ for land in Te Mata reserve and received a payment of 

£100.’ 

 Page 330 – The last two sentences of paragraph two beginning ‘At that time ...’ should be 

deleted. 

 Page 373 – The last sentence of the first paragraph should read: So aside from portions of 

the Whaingaroa and Te Mata blocks that were taken up by settlers, none of the blocks of 

land purchased by the Crown before 1860 were considered of sufficient quality to be 

worth surveying and disposing of to settlers. 

 

Chapter 12 

 Page 389 – In line 6 of paragraph two the sentence beginning ‘She argued that ...’ should 

read: She argued that during the decades from the 1820s to the 1850s Ngati Mahanga 

leaders’ experience with Europeans led them to form: [indented quote follows] 
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Supplementary evidence 

In preparing my evidence, I have reviewed Paul Thomas’s accounts of the Mokau-Awakino 

purchases in his report ‘The Crown and Maori in Mokau, 1840 – 1911’ (Wai 898, A28). 

Through negotiations in 1850 and 1852 there were two pieces of land offered to the Crown, 

one, first offered by Takerei Waitara and his people, on the Awakino River (which became 

the Awakino purchase in 1854) and one, first offered by Waitini (Peketahi) and Weitini, at 

the mouth of the Mokau River (which became the only partially completed Mokau purchase 

in 1854). Throughout chapters eight and nine of my report where I deal with these 

negotiations these two offers are sometimes referred to in the sources quoted but I had not 

explicitly and consistently made this clear. While this does not change my overall 

conclusions about how the Crown conducted these purchases it is a potential source of 

confusion.  

 

In Table 3 on page 256 of my report I set out details of the deeds and receipts relating to the 

Crown’s purchase of land in the Mokau/Awakino district. In row 2 of that table I record that a 

there were two deeds signed for land in the Awakino block, the first on 28 March 1854 and 

the second on 1 August 1854. But in the body of my report I wrote about this second deed 

was a first payment for the Taumatamaire block (chapter 9, pp 273-276). In an effort to 

resolve this conflicting information in my report I have re-examined this second deed and the 

evidence surrounding it and have concluded that it indeed was a second payment for a portion 

of the Awakino block, not the first payment for land in the Taumatamaire block. To assist all 

parties to the Rohe Potae inquiry with regard to both these issues I provide the following 

supplementary evidence:  

 

Supplementary evidence ‘A’: Clarifications of text in chapter 8 pages 192- 

199 regarding Rogan’s visit to Mokau, August-October 1852 

In chapter eight, from pages 192 to the top of page 199 I deal with Rogan’s initial surveying 

of land offered in the Mokau-Awakino area between August and October 1852. The evidence 

about what land had been offered and by whom at this point is fragmented and difficult to 

make sense of. Having reviewed Paul Thomas’ report on the Mokau district it seems to me 

that Rogan was probably dealing with two offers for two distinct pieces of land, one at the 

mouth of the Mokau River and the other along the Awakino River. These two offers were 

later reported on by Commissioner Cooper after he arrived at Mokau to continue negotiations 
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for the Crown in October 1854. In light of this I offer the following commentary on my text 

between pages 195 and 198: 

 

In the second paragraph on page 195 Rogan wrote his first report from Mokau to McLean 

on 20 August 1852. He reported that he had agreed to ‘survey from the Mouth of the river to 

the boundary of Takeri’s [sic] block which at present extends about 15 miles coast-wise and 

inland heaven knows how far.’ But he was reluctant to survey ‘the boundary along the Mokau 

inland say 2 miles’ without further negotiations between McLean and the people at Mokau.3  

He is clearly referring to surveying the land offered at the mouth of the Mokau River along 

the boundary that block shared with the land offered by Takerei and his people to the north 

and up the Awakino River for some distance. 

 

Likewise in the second paragraph on page 196 Rogan reports again to McLean on 13 

September 1852. He noted that ‘Ka Kirei [Takerei] and his people willingly consent to extend 

the Northern boundary of the Block within about 2 miles of Waikawau, running inland to the 

source of the Wanganui River; which falls into the Awakino.’4 Here he is clearly talking 

about the land offered along the Awakino River. The last sentence of this paragraph should 

be deleted. 

 

In the first full paragraph on page 197 Rogan documents the opposition by inland chiefs 

such as Te Kaka (one of Taonui Hikaka’s son’s) to the offer of land at the mouth of the 

Mokau River and the withdrawal of pieces of land within the block from sale of Te Kaka and 

others. This is clearly referring to the land offered at Mokau, as Cooper in his 24 October 

1852 report to the Civil Secretary (cited below) sets out in detail a list of the land Te Kaka 

and others had withheld from sale. This is further confirmed by Rogan’s mention of Te Kaka 

and his people’s opposition to Te Waitihi [Waitini] and Tu Kerei [Takerei], who Cooper 

recorded as the two individuals leading the parties offering the Mokau and Awakino lands 

respectively.  

 

                                                 
3 John Rogan, Mokau to McLean, 20 August 1852, MS–Papers–0032–0540, ATL Wgt 
4 John Rogan to McLean, 13 September 1852, MS–Papers–0032–0540, ATL Wgt 
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In the indented quotation from Rogan at the top of page 198 the last line of that quote 

‘You have secured the one [Takerei]; and it is no difficult matter to take the other [the 

Kaka]’, the ‘one’ here refers to the Awakino offer and ‘the other’ to the Mokau offer. 

 

Supplementary evidence ‘B’ [re: Cooper’s 24 October 1852 report] to be 

inserted on page 199 

‘Cooper’s report to the Civil Secretary on 24 October 1852 sets out the two offers of land 

made by hapu and iwi at Mokau, and some of reasons why he considered the land in question 

to be unsuitable. As we have already seen, two offers of land had been made. The first, by 

Takerei for land bisected by the Awakino River and the second by Te Waitini (also known as 

Peketahi) and his brother Te Wetini, for a block of land on the north bank of the Mokau 

River. 

 

Cooper described the piece of land offered to the Crown on the Awakino as ‘offered by 

Takerei alone, to whom the conduct of the negotiation has been entirely given up.’5 In 

Cooper’s mind the prospects for acquiring this block were much greater: he reported that ‘no 

obstacles exist in respect of it’ and only small reserves had been requested. He estimated that 

the block consisted of about 16,000 acres and according to Cooper was ‘a mere strip along 

the sea coast.’ It was even more inaccessible than the Mokau land on offer being described 

as ‘very broken and hilly, thickly covered in wood, and extremely difficult – in many cases 

impossible – of access.’ However, Cooper was dissatisfied by the size of the block had had 

tried to get Takerei to extend it inland but without success. 6   

 

The land offered at the mouth of the Mokau River was, in Cooper’s estimations, described an 

area of around 2,500 acres (about two miles square). It extended along the banks of the river 

to a stream known as Mangauira. Not all of it would be available to the Crown because a 

number of reserves had been requested. These reserves were requested by Te Kaka (one of 

Taonui Hikaka senior’s sons) and Te Waru, two interior chiefs from the hapu of Ngatipehi, 

who had already been among those voicing opposition to Takerei’s intention to sell land at 

Awakino in 1850. Te Kaka wanted about 30 acres of land at Te Kauri reserved for him, 

including ‘a frontage of nearly a quarter of a mile to the river.’ Cooper rather unhappily 

                                                 
5 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
6 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
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acknowledged that this included ‘almost the only available spot for commercial purposes.’7 

As we have seen in previous chapters by the early 1850s hapu and iwi at Mokau were heavily 

involved in trade, and needed ships to visit the river both to send their goods and have access 

to items from elsewhere. A trader and ship-owner named Hopkins was living in Mokau under 

Te Kaka’s protection and the reserve Te Kaka sought at Te Kauri seems to have been at least 

partly to accommodate Hopkins. Cooper believed that Hopkins had induced Te Kaka and 

others ‘to reserve for him about fifteen acres, at Te Kauri, of the best land for commercial 

purpose, including a portion of the river bank where loaded vessels can lie alongside and 

discharge their cargoes at a wharf,’ or he threatened to leave the area.8 Te Waru sought a 

reserve of 300 acres at the corner of the northern and western boundary. Once again Cooper 

noted that this was ‘the best cultivatable land in the block.’ Two other small reserves were 

requested including the land then occupied by Schnackenberg’s Wesleyan mission station. In 

addition, Schnackenberg recorded that the chiefs other inland chiefs Nuitone and Te Aria, 

also of Ngatipehi, had ‘tapued’ some of the best areas of the block.9 A large tongue of land at 

the bend of the river had also been excluded from the offer because it was an important 

urupa.10  

 

This reduced the land offered to about 2,000 acres, but Cooper estimated that only 500 acres 

of this ‘would be of any use to Europeans’, even this was ‘in the least accessible portion of 

the block.’ The remaining land was ‘very much broken and thickly wooded.’11 The amount 

and quality of land which these hapu sought to retain at Mokau strongly suggests that they 

wished to retain a considerable measure of control over the river and its resources and of 

their economic future to ensure that they benefitted from future European settlement. This 

was a cautious but hopeful approach to engagement with the Crown. The reserves made by 

hapu from the interior may also be seen as a compromise between those at the coast at 

Mokau who were more desirous of European settlement and were willing to part with some of 

their land to secure it and those further inland who were more firmly oppose to selling their 

land.  

 

                                                 
7 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
8 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
9 Thomas, A28, p 79 
10 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
11 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
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As we have seen the Crown was partially keen to secure coal and limestone along the Mokau 

River. Thomas has suggested that it was the prospect of coal which ‘helped to jolt the 

Government’s attention back to Mokau. From June 1852, newspapers were reporting that 

high-quality coal had been found on the banks of the Mokau River, 30 miles from the river 

mouth.’12 This is likely to have been one of the reasons why Cooper put considerable 

pressure on those involved in both these offers. He tried to get Te Waitihi and Te Wetini to 

extend the inland boundary of the land they were offering at Mokau back to ‘a creek called 

Mangaharakeke, about twenty five miles inland.’ However they refused to expand their offer, 

saying that ‘the land inland of Mangauira [the boundary of the block offered] belonged to 

Ngataua, and whose determination was not to give up any more land until the piece offered 

was disposed of and settled [by Europeans, presumably].’ Cooper immediately broke off 

negotiations, reminding the people in no uncertain terms that: 

They had made the offer in order to bring Europeans there, and as the Europeans had 
already plenty of infinitely superior land on which to go, that, until they sold a block 
which would offer some inducement for settlers to go amongst them, the Government 
would not listen to their proposals.13 

 

Cooper also tried to get Takerei to expand the block of land at Awakino further inland, and to 

use his influence to get Te Waitini and Te Wetini to do likewise. Cooper made it clear to 

Takerei that it was unlikely that the Governor would accept Takerei’s offer of land at 

Awakino unless the Crown could also secure the expanded block of land they sought at 

Mokau: 

I took care to explain to Takerei that the acceptance of his offer would depend in a 
great measure upon the purchase of the land at Mokau, and that if Peketahi’s party 
persisted in refusing to increase their block, it was most probable that His Excellency 
would refuse his offer, especially as there was a difficulty about extending the 
boundary so as to include the available land on the banks of the Awakino.14 

 

Implicit in Cooper’s comments to Takerei was the threat of losing any opportunity of a town 

being established at Mokau, something that Cooper acknowledged Takerei had sought ‘for 

years’, unless he could persuade all parties to expand the boundaries of the land being 

offered in accordance with the Crown’s wishes.’ 

 

                                                 
12 Thomas, A28, p 71 citing Taranaki Herald, 22 June 1852 
13 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
14 Commissioner Cooper to the Civil Secretary, Wellington, 24 October 1852, Turton’s Epitome 
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Supplementary Evidence ‘C’ [re: further deed for interests in the Awakino 

block] to be inserted on page 208 

‘In the meantime another group, lead by Wiremu Poukawa came forward, asserting interests 

in part of the Awakino block. On 1 August 1854 Wiremu Poukawa, Raihi, Wetini, Te 

Pakaroa, Te Hawawira Te Kauai and Hone Wetere received a payment of £100 being made 

was ‘for all our lands at Awakino at Papaiatai and on to Taumatamaire.’ It is likely that this 

is the £100 put at Rogan’s disposal by McLean for land purchasing on in mid-May 1854, at 

the same time as he was marking out the boundaries of Takerei’s initial land offer at 

Taumatamaire.15 The circumstances around this transaction are not known but an unusual 

condition written was into the deed, that if their ‘right to sell this land be disputed by the 

people residing upon it’, they would repay the purchase money with their ‘own lands at 

Taeaha and on to Piako.’16 This seems to reflect the on-going tensions over land selling in 

the district, particularly between Takerei’s coastal communities and those in the interior who 

were often opposed to selling land to the Crown. 

 

A rudimentary sketch map annotated in te reo Maori is attached to the deed. The English 

translation of the deed state that boundaries of the land involved and the consent of those 

who signed the deed were recorded on this accompanying map. It shows a rectangle of land 

bisected by the Awakino River and bound at the top by the Mangauira Stream (the inland 

boundary of the Awakino block). The rectangle is divided into several sections, with names of 

those who signed the deed scattered around these sections. There are several messages 

written on the map from those who signed the deed, these are addressed to McLean.’  

 

Supplementary evidence passage ‘D’ [re: Crown’s short term goal] to be 

inserted on page 259 

‘The Crown’s short-term goal was to secure access to and ownership of land, limestone and 

coal resources along the Mokau River. In 1852 a block of land at the mouth of the river of 

about 2,500 acres had been offered to the Crown by Te Wetini and his brother. But the most 

desirable portions of the block had been reserved by Maori and they had refused to extent the 

boundaries of the block further inland. As a result the Crown rejected that offer. In March 
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1854 the Crown renewed its pursuit of this block. As Thomas noted this was the logical 

location for a township and wharf to support such a settlement and provide access by sea to 

the newly purchased Awakino block. ‘Its acquisition was seen as a first step towards moving 

upriver with its coal and other resources, the area which the Crown’s purchasing efforts 

were focused on but were meeting most resistance.’17 McLean instructed Rogan to ‘obtain 

from the Natives the block of land comprising 2,500 acres, on the North bank of the Mokau.’ 

The important proviso to these instructions was that the block would only be purchased 

provided Maori ‘will dispose of the whole of it.’ The only reserve agreed to by the Crown 

initially was a reserve at Te Kauri.18 Rogan had approval to pay up to £200 for the block.  

 

Although the block had previously been offered the transaction was far from sealed. McLean 

was mindful of Wetini’s opposition to the proposed sale of the Mokau block. Therefore, he 

told Rogan ‘that should Wetini decline to sell land on the North side of the Mokau river and 

an eligible block be offered to you by Takerei’ on the South bank he was able to consider 

such an offer. In that case he was to inform McLean of the particulars. If McLean agreed 

Rogan could then spend up to £300 to acquire such land from Takerei provided the cost fell 

within the range of 3d to 6d per acre. 19  

 

Supplementary Evidence ‘E’ [re: The Awakino and Taumatamaire 

purchases, 1854] to be inserted on page 273 

‘It is appears that Rogan began negotiations for the Taumatamaire block, inland and 

adjoining the Awakino block, shortly after the Mokau deed was signed in May 1854.  Rogan 

had left the mission station at Mokau on 19 May to travel up the Awakino River, hoping to 

return in a week and then travel back to New Plymouth where he was based.20 He returned to 

Mokau on 26 May having been ‘some 9 or 10 miles’ up the Awakino River.21 In his report to 

McLean from New Plymouth on 30 May 1854 Rogan explained that he ‘been up the Awakino 

                                                 
17 Thomas, Wai 898, A28, p 101 
18 McLean, Land Commissioner, Mokau to Rogan, Surveyor, Mokau, 29 March 1854, AJHR 1861, C–1, 
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to the boundary of the late offer, about 12 miles from the mouth, by the course of the river. 

There are two boundaries yet to traverse, which must be left for the summer.’ The ‘late offer’ 

referred to here by Rogan seems to have been a block of about 100,000 acres offered by 

Takerei. Schnackenberg writing to his brother-in-law just after Rogan was setting off upriver 

stated that ‘Mr Rogan, the surveyor, has been staying with us a few days, and left yesterday 

to look ‘at Takerei’s block of 100,000 acre, also at Awakino.’22 This land cannot be either the 

Awakino block or the Mokau block, deeds for those had already been signed and money paid. 

The use of the phase ‘also at Awakino’ suggests that this land was in addition to the Awakino 

block itself. Therefore, this seems to have been the initial offer of land in what became the 

Taumatamaire block. Rogan had begun the process of the defining the boundaries of the land 

offered, but was unable to complete the task. He reported to McLean that ‘there are two 

boundaries yet to traverse, which must be left for the summer.’23 
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