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Appendix: Responses to Judge Ambler’s directions of 18 Dec. 2012 (Wai 898,
2.6.4)

1. I was asked in Judge Ambler’s directions of 18 Dec. 2012 (Wai 898, 2.6.4)
to deal with two issues arising from the examination of my evidence during the
second hearing week, as follows:

213.  Dr Donald Loveridge is to confirm whether Native Minister Bryce sent a
telegtam to Wahanui in relation to the Hursthouse stoppage in 1883, in
addition to the one he sent Rewi. Dr Loveridge is to file the telegram, or
advise if the telegram does not exist.

2.14.  Dr Loveridge is to review and submit his opinion on the minutes of the
Native Affairs Select Committee 1883, with particular focus on whether or
not the March 1883 correspondence between Rohe Potae chiefs and Native
Minister Bryce was mentioned at the hui, and if not, what inferences or
conclusions may be drawn from this,

With respect to 42.13

2. I noted in my “Comments on the Marr Report” #A90, at p. 13 4|14, that on
14 March Native Minister John Bryce sent a telegram to Rewi Maniapoto asking why
Hursthouse had been obstructed’, and I commented in my footnote #39 that “It
seems likely that something similar was sent to Wahanui as well, but if so it is not in
MA 23/5 [in Archives New Zea]and]’”. This observation was largely based on a
comment made by Wilkinson in a telegram which he sent to Bryce on 15 March.
This confirmed that the Native Agent had received from the Minister a “corrected
telegram to Wahanui at 4.45”, and reported that he had personally delivered this to
the chief at Whatiwhatihoe that same day®. The reply to Bryce which Wilkinson
included in this telegrams sounds very like a response to the matters raised in Bryce’s
14 March telegram to Rewi. Neither the telegtam sent to Wahanui on the 14" (if
there was one) not the “corrected telegram” sent to Wahanui on the 15" appear to
have survived.

With respect to §2.14

% The Native Affairs Committee dealt with the Four Tribes” petition (item
No. 45 on their agenda) at a meeting held on 3 August 1883. Present were all four
Maori MHRs, including the Member for Western Maoti, Major Te Wheoro. Five of
the nine Futopean members were present, among them Native Minister Bryce,
Edwin Mitchelson and the Chaitman, Colonel Trimble®, The handwritten written

? Telegram of 14 March from Bryce to Rewi, in Marr Supporting Papers Wai 898 #A78a SP Vol. 2 pp.
516-

518 — this is copied from ANZ MA23/5.

* Tt should be noted that 1 examined the original file at Archives New Zealand myself, in the course of reseacch
for #A90,

1 Telegram of 15 March from Wilkinson to Bryce, in Marr Supporting Papers Wai 898 #A78a SP Vol. 2 p. 520.

5 Wahanui had sent a letter in Maori for Wilkinson to pass on to Bryce. 'I'he Native Agent included the Maori
text of this in his own telegram to Bryee, adding that “In case the maor should ger mixed up in
transmission I supply herewith what 1 take to be the translation of rhe letter to you, viz. ... |his English
translation follows] (p. 522).

® See Marr SP #AT78(a) Vol. 1 p. 188. The Minutes of the 3 Aug. 1883 meeting occupy pp. 187-191 in

#AT8(a) Vol. 1. As Ms, Marr notes in her report #A78 at p. 877, the European members also

included Sir George Grey, William Rolleston and John Sheehan. None of these gentlemen, however,
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Minutes of the meeting (now held at Archives New Zealand in LE1) are brief.
Petition #45 was brought up, and it is recorded that “On the motion of Mr.
Mitchelson” ~ at this time the Minister of Public Works, and later the Native
Minister in the Atkinson Government of 1887-1891 — it was resolved by the
Committee:

That the Committee has not thought it necessary to summon any of the Petitioners
to give evidence on this Pettion; but a considerable amount of evidence has been
given on other Petitions bearing incidentally upon its allegations. After careful
consideration the Committee has arrived at an opinion that the complaints and fears
expressed are too well-founded, and that the apparent desires of the Petitionets are
reasonable.

The Committee therefore recommends the petition to the favourable consideration
of the House when the ‘Nadve Committees Bill’ and the ‘Native Land Sales Bill’ are
before it7. Of course, the Committee cannot pronounce upon the allegations
respecting boundaries or Tribal rights.

It was also resolved that “That the Chairman do report on the foregoing
resolution to the House”.

4. As instructed, Colonel Trimble reported to the House. On the same day he
moved that the Four Ttibes’ petition “be refetred to the Government” along with
the Committee’s report on it®. This report was the one later printed in the collected
reports of the Native Affairs Committee for 1883°. In it, Trimble stated that “I am
directed to report as follows”, and the Mitchelson resolution was copied in full (with
minor variations in spelling and format from the original handwritten Minutes)'.

B As can be seen from this, the original Minutes provide no details whatever
about what took place during the “carcful consideration” which led the Committee
to its “opinion” about the Four Tribes’ petidon. No statements made by the
individual Members ate recorded, nor is there any way of knowing how much time
was actually spent considering this petiion''. 1 am not aware of any other source
which provides such information. It is therefore impossible to say from the records

were present on the 3.

" As 1 noted in my 2006 report #A41 (p. 88 note #218), “No ‘Native Land Sales Bill' had been
introduced to this point, and the teference was no doubt meant to be (o the ‘Native Land Laws
Amendment Bill No.2” which Bryce had introdueed on 26 July. There may have been a Freudian
element to the slip, in that it had been anticipated by some beforehand that Bryce might produce a
tevised version of his ‘Native Land Sales Bill’ of 1880 instead”.

# JHR 3 Aug. 1883 p. 150 No. 6. Two ather petitions were also referred under the same motion,

? AJHR 1883 1.-2 pp. 9-11.

10 The English version of the report on p. 9 reads, “That the Committec has not thought it necessary to
summon any of the pefitioners to give evidence on this petition; but a considerable amount of evidence
has been given on other petitions bearing incidentally upon its allegations. After careful consideration the
Committee has arrived at an opinion that the complaints and fears cxpressed are too well-founded, and
that the apparent desires of the petitioners are reasonable. “I'he Committee therefore recommends the
petition to the favourahle consideration of the House when the Native Committees Bill aod the Native
Land Sales Bill ase before it.  Of course, the Committce cannot pronounce vpon the allegations
respecting bouadarics or tribal rights”. A Maon traaslation is given on p. 11. T copied the linglish
version in my 2006 report #A41 pp. 87-88: I had not at that time seen the original Minutes in
1.131/1883/8.

""The Miautes do aot indicate how long the mecting lasted, or how much time was allocated to each of the six
petitions dealt with.
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available if the March 1883 correspondence between Rohe Potae chiefs and Native
Minister Bryce was mentioned when the Four Tribes’ petition was discussed. In the
absence of any information no inferences or conclusions on the subject can or
should be drawn.

Dr. D.M. Loveridge
Historical Consultant

February 2013
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