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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL 

Introduction 

1. My full name is James Brent Parker.  I am currently employed as the senior 

historical researcher at the Crown Law Office.  My background and qualifications 

are set out in other evidence I have prepared for this inquiry: see, for example, 

Wai 898, #A96, p 2.   

2. A document bank is attached to this evidence as Appendix 1. 

Background 

3. The Presiding Officer has expressed a desire for ‘the individual survey plans for 

the North Island Main Trunk Railway’ to be filed and available to the Tribunal.1 

4. Discussion of these plans arose during questions put to me by the Presiding 

Officer during the fifth hearing week and I recall that discussion concerned the 

survey plans relating to the initial takings of land for the North Island Main Trunk 

Railway (NIMT) between the years 1886-1902.  

5. On that basis, I have collected images of the plans referred to in the notices that 

appeared in the New Zealand Gazette between those years but I have not attempted 

to locate plans relating to later takings for the NIMT. 

Plans 

6. Crown counsel noted in a recent memorandum to the Tribunal that I had found 

there were approximately 115 relevant plans.2  I was mistaken when I provided 

that figure to counsel and there are in fact 79 plans that cover the initial takings 

between the years 1886-1902.  The reason for that error was that there were a 

number of duplicate copies of the plans in the set I located. 

7. The land that was to be taken was originally surveyed by the Department of Lands 

and Survey.  It appears that most of those plans are publicly available but the 

plans I have collected are the Public Works Department (PWD) plans that are 

referred to in the taking notices that appear in the New Zealand Gazette.3  The 

PWD plans are copies of the original Lands and Survey plans but are more 

                                                 
1  Memorandum-Directions of Judge D J Ambler concerning matters arising from the fifth hearing week, 27 May 

2013, Wai 898, #2.6.25, paragraph 2.13. 

2  Crown memorandum regarding several matters arising from hearing week 5 and hearing week 3 transcript, 31 
May 2013, Wai 898, #3.3.242, paragraph 5. 

3  All of the plans have been sourced from ACHL 22541 W5, Archives New Zealand, Wellington. 
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appropriate for this project as they are the actual plans that support the taking of 

the land. 

8. I append as Appendix 1 a set of paper copies of the 79 PWD plans. 

9. The plans are arranged chronologically by New Zealand Gazette notice and they 

generally run in sequence in a north to south direction because as the railway 

progressed southward a new proclamation would be issued taking land for the 

next stage of construction.  The exceptions to that rule are where additional 

takings took place acquiring extra land to adjust pre-existing takings or for 

ancillary purposes to the railway, such as ballast pits or reservoirs for water supply. 

10. I have inserted identifiers on the plans with each new number indicating a new 

taking notice in the New Zealand Gazette.  The arrangement is summarised in the 

table below: 

Reference Gazette Plan Sheets Mileage Covered 

1A-1O 1886/596 PWD 13652 1-15 0-15 miles4 

2A 1888/386 PWD 15097 1 14 miles 30 chains – 14 miles 
50 chains5 

3A-3K 1888/386-
387 

PWD 13652A 1-11 15-25 miles 79 chains 

4A-4I 1888/455 PWD 15579 1-9 26-34 miles 43 chains 

5A 1888/1281 PWD 15967 1 31 miles 35 chains – 31 miles 
47 chains 

6A 1895/1448 PWD 17474 1 6 

7A-7N 1899/1121 PWD 18463 14 34 miles 43 chains - 49 miles 
23 chains 

8A-8Z 1902/2420 PWD 20036 26 49 miles 23.6 chains – 74 
miles 78.1 chains 

9A 1902/2618 PWD 20084 1 7 

 

                                                 
4  Plans 1A-1B cover the NIMT between Te Awamutu Station and the northern boundary of the inquiry district. 

5  There are 80 chains to a mile and 100 links to a chain. 

6  This was a taking for the Mangaokewa Ballast Pit and did not involve the NIMT corridor. 

7  This was a taking for a reservoir near Ongarue Station and did not involve the NIMT corridor. 
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Table A 

11. Located at the end of this evidence is Table A which lists the individual taking 

plans and provides additional information, which I discuss in the following 

paragraphs. 

Miles covered 

12. I have included a column in the table containing information on the miles and 

chains covered by each plan sheet.  I have not attempted to include links as that 

information appeared to have minor relevance.8  I have therefore provided figures 

for distances covered that are less than a mile in length to the nearest full chain. 

13. Plan sheets 8A-8Z contain annotations indicating the original measurements had 

been out by a few links.  Instead of covering a full round mile per sheet, for 

instance 53-54 miles, they actually covered parts of each mile so that, for instance, 

in the case of plan 8F, the distances covered were 53 miles and 7508.1 links to 54 

miles and 7504.3 links.  To accommodate this change in format I converted the 

links to chains so that the distance in the table reads 53 miles and 75 chains to 54 

miles and 75 chains. 

Graphic representation of the length of railway within each of the relevant blocks 

14. The cells in the column headed ‘Block’ contain the appropriate block name and 

the size of the cell is scaled relative to the mileages in the ‘Miles Covered’ column.  

A longer cell shows that a block contained a longer section of the railway.   

15. To do that, I have accurately determined where the NIMT crosses the boundaries 

of each relevant block and by doing that it is possible to determine the number of 

miles of the NIMT within each block.  For instance, the first page of the table 

shows that the NIMT runs in the Ouruwhero block for a distance of between 6 

miles 3 chains and 8 miles 31 chains from Te Awamutu Station.  Therefore, the 

NIMT crosses 2 miles and 28 chains of land within that block. 

Graphic representation of the arrangements for gifting, compensation or exchange 

16. The table also includes columns indicating:  

                                                 
8  A link is equal to one hundredth of a survey chain or 7.92 inches. 
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16.1 Whether the one chain strip of land shown on the sheet was gifted as is 

revealed by the minutes of the compensation hearing in the Native Land 

Court in December 1890.9 

16.2 Whether the “excess” land shown on the sheet was gifted as is revealed by 

the minutes of the compensation hearing in the Native Land Court in 

December 1890.10 

16.3 Whether in December 1890, the Native Land Court ordered compensation 

was to be paid.11  

16.4 Whether an exchange arrangement for the taken land was made between 

the owners and the Crown for the land taken.12 

16.5 Whether the one chain strip of land and the “excess” land in Te Kuiti block 

was gifted as revealed by the statement of the Native Land Court in 1899.13 

16.6 Whether the land covered by the likely gifting of the one chain strip and the 

“excess” land in Rangitoto Tuhua 68 as revealed by Taonui Hikaka’s 

statement in the December 1890 compensation hearing in the Native Land 

Court and the notes of the deputation to Wellington in 1901.14 

17. During the December 1890 compensation hearing the owners of the northern and 

southern sections of the Ouruwhero block elected to gift the one chain of land 

but only the southern owners elected to also gift the excess land.  For the purpose 

of the graphic the block has been split in half and the gifting and compensation 

columns appropriately coloured. 

18. At the same hearing the owners of the Puketarata 2 block elected to gift the one 

chain wide land but declined to gift the excess land.  At the same time the owners 

of Puketarata 11 block declined to gift any of the land.  For the purpose of the 

graphic the block has been split in half and the gifting and compensation columns 

appropriately coloured. 

Area taken 

19. The table lists the area taken in acres, roods and perches as described on each 

sheet of the plans.  That figure also corresponds to the amounts in the New 

Zealand Gazette notices. 

                                                 
9  See Parker, Wai 898, #A96, Appendix B pp 19-20. 

10  Ibid. 

11  Ibid. 

12  See Parker, Wai 898, #A96(c) paragraph 11. 

13  See Parker, Wai 898, #A96(c) paragraph 12. 

14  See Parker, Wai 898, #A96, paragraphs 47-48 and Parker, Wai 898, #A96(c) paragraphs 15-17. 
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20. I note that the sheets do not generally start and end at block boundaries, so it is 

difficult to determine the exact amount of land taken from each block, but it is 

possible to obtain a general indication of how much land was taken from each 

block. 

Plan notes and features 

21. This column has been used to note items of interest on the plans such as the 

presence of railway stations, and the location of block boundaries expressed in 

miles and chains from Te Awamutu Station.  

Issue with the location of the southern boundary of the Rangitoto Tuhua block 

22. Sheet 7M contains the point where the NIMT exits the Rangitoto Tuhua 68 

block.  That point is located within the Poro-o-tarao Tunnel.   

23. The distances shown on the sheet are contradictory in that the sheet states it 

covers 45 miles and 51 chains to 49 miles from Te Awamutu Station (a distance 

of 3 miles and 29 chains) but the actual distance covered by the plan and 

annotations on it equate to a distance of only 45 miles and 51 chains to 46 miles 

and 50 chains, which is the standard length of track (one mile) covered by the 

other sheets.  The original survey plan created by Lands and Survey includes an 

annotation indicating sheet 7M contains ‘broken mileages and do not scale’.15 

24. In this case I elected to approximate the southern boundary of Rangitoto Tuhua 

at 48 miles from Te Awamutu Station because the other plans running south from 

that point do not indicate they contain mileages out by 2 miles and 30 chains. 

Brent Parker 
Senior Historical Researcher 

                                                 
15  See SO plan 8160. 




