
Appendix 

 

Questions of Clarification for Messrs Bruce Stirling and Richard Towers (#A9) 

 

 

1. At page 1588 there is a list of names relating to the Ruakaka Claim, one 

of those listed is “Tutahi.”  

 

Questions:   

 

a) Have you come across any evidence to indicate that this is Te 

Taotahi who was of the area? 

 

b) Where did this “transaction” take place? 

 

c) If this transaction took place away from the Ruakaka area, did you 

find any evidence to suggest Busby took proper steps to ensure all 

relevant interests were included in the transaction? If so what were 

they? 

  

2. At page 1590 there is a list of names relating to the Waipu Claim. Two 

of the names are similar to the names of rangatira Patuharakeke claim 

whakapapa to, Te Taotahi and Hona Te Horo. 

 

Questions: 

a) Have you come across any evidence to indicate that this is Te 

Taotahi and Hona Te Horo who were of the area? 

 

3. At page 1590 it states “Kaikou is named in the body of the deed as vendor, 

but did not join the others in making his mark.” 

 

Questions: 

 

a) Have you come across any evidence to indicate that this is a 

reference to Te Pirihi Koukou who was the brother of Te Taotahi? 

 

b) Can you provide any further detail as to why “Kaikou” did not 

sign as a named vendor? 

 

4. At page 1591 you refer to Gilbert Mair as one of the witnesses to the 

Waipu deed.   

 

Question:   

 

a) Have you come across any evidence to indicate that Gilbert Mair 

acquired land interests the Ruakaka or Poupouwhenua blocks? 
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5. At page 1593 you refer to a document prepared by Busby in which it 

states, 

[contemporary translation] I am desirous that the men should dwell 

upon the land of their birth.  I therefore grant to Tutahi [et al]… and 

their children a dwelling and a plantation for them and their children 

that shall be born to them for ever. The extent of it is this 300 acres… 

. 

 

Questions: 

 

a) Can you clarify whether Pohuenui was already a papakainga for 

those 11 men and their families?  If not, how did Busby come to 

decide where “Tutahi” and others would occupy? 

 

b) Can you clarify whether Pohuenui was ever considered by the 

Crown as a reserve for what became the Waipu Block?  

 

c) Can you clarify whether any of the areas that Busby set aside for 

Maori occupation in the Ruakaka, Waipu, Te Mata and 

Poupouwhenua blocks later set aside as reserves, for example 

Waiwarawara, Kopuawaiwaha, Kahuietieke, Pokapu or Te 

Totara? 

 

6. At page 1594 it is stated that, 

 

This land was described as a peninsula, indicating that it was 

probably near the southern shore of Whangarei harbor, in the north 

of Busby’s Ruakaka claim.  In addition, Busby also re-gifted a kainga 

and gardens inland at “Tikiwainanakea,” comprising about 100 

acres. 

 

Question: 

 

a) Can you clarify where Tikiwainanakea is in relation to Ruakaka 

Block? 

  

7. At page 1599, it states that “Interestingly, Busby’s Whangarei properties 

do not appear to have been subjected to the muru imposed by Tirarau and 

other Mangakahia Maori in March 1842.” 

 

Question: 

 

a) Would you agree that Tirarau left that area alone because there 

were rangatira in the Ruakaka, Waipu, Te Mata areas that were 

able to deal with enforcing lore and tikanga and managing affairs 

in that area? 
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8. At page 1617 it states, 

 

Tirarau was seen by Johnson as “the chief over the tribes on the 

southern and western side of Whangarei Harbour.”  Tirarau said the 

only land Johnson could have was that previously transacted with 

Busby, but that Johnson would need to obtain the agreement of “the 

men residing on the land.” Seeking to avoid this, Johnson claimed 

that he found Waipu to be the only part of Busby’s claims that was 

not then occupied by Maori so he purchased this first. 

 

 Question: 

 

a) Would you agree that the perception held by Johnson of Tirarau 

assisted in breaking down the authority of the local rangatira who 

Tirarau recognized as having the mana over that area? 

 

  

9. At page 1617 it states that “Johnson had unilaterally decided the claim was 

good and only a few unacquired interests needed to be ‘mopped up’ to 

complete the Crown’s title.” 

 

Question: 

a) Can you please clarify what the “unacquired interests” are he is 

referring to? 

 

 

10. At page 1618 it states, 

 

The result was that 10,400 acres of land – “the best part of the block” 

– sought as part of Ruakaka had to be excluded from it (the reserved 

blocks being named by him as, “Rangiora, Ruakaka reserve, 

Maungawhate, and Te Witi Takahaewae [Takahiwai]”. 

 

 Questions: 

 

a) Can you clarify how Johnson arrived at these four reserved blocks? 

 

b) Can you confirm whether any of these reserves formed part of the 

reserves set aside to pass through the Native land Court?  

 

c) Have you seen any evidence to indicate local Maori were involved 

in the process of setting out where reserves were to be located? 

 




