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1. Purpose and Approach 

The purpose of this historical report is to provide the 

Waitangi Tribunal with an interpretation of the key transactions 

and investigations affecting Oruru land during the 19th and 20th 

centuries. This interpretation is based on more detailed research 

than Vias possible in preparing the Rigby!Koning Preliminary 

Report on the Historical Evidence affecting the Muriwhenua Land 

Claim. It is one of a series of area reports designed to provide 

the Tribunal with a more focussed explanation of key transactions 

and investigations than that provided in the Preliminary Report. 

The Preliminary Report provides a broad overview of what its 

authors considered to be the major Crown actions affecting 

Muriwhenua land during the 19th century. More detailed area 

reports, beginning with the Mangonui and Muriwhenua North 

reports, and continuing with this Oruru 

actions towards specific land areas. 

reports, also trace the consequences of 

20th century. 

report, focus on Crown 

This, and other area 

those actions into the 

This report does not pretend to establish a final, 

conclusive interpretation of all the evidence relating to Crown 

actions towards Oruru land. All historical interpretations are 

attempts to make sense of available evidence which is invariably 

incomplete. As more evidence becomes available, and as Claimant 

and Crown researchers present it in their reports, different 

interpretations will almost certainly emerge. Although the 

Waitangi Tribunal commissioned this report, its interpretation 

represents the views of the author alone. In no way does it 

represent the views of the Waitangi Tribunal. 

The approach of this report, as with previous area reports, 

is broadly chronological. An outline of key transactions and 
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investigations, together with the necessary historical context, 

has been provided in the table of contents on page 2. Unlike 

previous area reports, maps have been inserted in the text in an 

attempt to focus the reader's attention on boundary 

Although this report does not include a lengthy 

questions. 

documents 

section, whereever possible documents referred to in footnotes 

are cross-referenced to those reproduced in volume 1 of the 

documents accompanying the Preliminary Report. 

Finally, as with previous area reports, and as with the 

summary of the preliminary Report presented to the Tribunal at 

Kaitaia in December 1990, this report includes a list of 

questions or issues arising from the evidence. The author is 

fully aware that Claimant and Crown researchers may propose 

different questions or issues when they report to the Tribunal. 

Needless to say, the Waitangi Tribunal itself must decide which 

are the most crucial issues arising from the evidence presented 

to it. 

2. Limits of the Investigation 

For the purposes of this investigation, the Oruru area is 

defined as the catchment area of the Oruru/Taipa River (see Map 

1, Oruru Area, page 6), plus those parts of the boundaries of the 

1839 Ford transaction near Taipa, Mangonui and Kohumaru falling 

outside this area (see Map 4, 1839 Ford Transaction Boundaries, 

page 20). Although this report focusses on the Oruru area, this 

area cannot be seen in isolation from the Muriwhenua region as 

a whole. The history of Oruru is intimately bound up with the 

larger Muriwhenua land history. Consequently, this report will 

frequently refer to the Muriwhenua context of key transactions 

and investigations affecting Oruru land. 

'" 
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3. Maori Settlement at Oruru 

During the Mangonui Sewerage hearings in 1986-7, the 

Waitangi Tribunal considered evidence on the archaeological 

significance of Maori settlement at Oruru. Dr Susan Bulmer 
~ 

described Oruru as "an extraordinary valley ... [with] excellent 

garden land." Until 1794, when it was apparently 

devastating epidemic, Oruru supported "one of 

concentrations of population in the country ... ,,1 

visited by a 

the densest 

1 Ylaitangi Tribunal, Mangonui Sewerage Report (1988), p.1S 
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No account of Maori. settlement at Oruru should omit its 

special ancestral associations for the Ngati Kahu people. They 

consider Taipa to be the last landfall of their founding Mamaru 

canoe, and one of the homes of their progenitors, Parata and 

Kahutianui. Peria, at the head of the valley, now marks the site 

of the Kauhanga pa, reputedly the only unconquered pa in the area 

during the musket wars of the early 19th century.2 undoubtedly, 

Oruru became both a Ngati Kahu stronghold and a much fought over 

area because it contained such productive land. 

4. Missionary Contact 1831-3 

When missionaries Henry and William Williams visited the 

area in 1831-2 they immediately noticed the ravages of war. 

Travelling up the Oruru/Taipa river in August 1831, Henry 

Williams recorded no cultivations below the kainga named Oruru 

(probably near the village of Oruru today). He recorded more 

settlement further up the valley. Williams's observations suggest 

that Whangaroa-based Ngapuhi had moved into the area, but later 

history suggests that they intermarried with prior Ngati Kahu 

occupants rather than displacing them. 3 

In visiting the same area 14 months later, Henry's brother 

William identified Ware as "the prinCipal chief" at the Oruru 

kainga, noting that he was related to a Ngapuhi teacher 

accompanying the Pakeha. At the neighbouring community of 

Parapara where the Church Missionary Society party were well fed 

on pork, fish and kumara, William Williams identified his hosts 

as Te Rarawa. Again, later history suggests that they were 

2 See the Ngati Kahu section of Appendix 2 "Identities arid 
Interrelationships of the Claimant Tribes," in Wai tangi Tribunal, 
Muriwhenua Fishing Report (1988), pp. 260-1. 

3 At the head of the valley, probably near Peria, Williams 
met Taeapa, \'lho may have been the father of Pororua Wharekauri, 
a later contender for preeminence at Oruru. Henry Williams 
Journal 5-11 August 1831, typescript at the Far North Museum, 
Kaitaia. 
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probably Ngati Kahu intermarried with Te Rarawa. 4 The major 

significance of the Williams visits to the area in 1831-2 was 

that local Maori, "hether Ngati Kahu, Ngapuhi or Te Rarawa, 

welcomed the missionaries and the trade they brought with them. 

The CMS established their Muriwhenua mission station at 

Kaitaia in 1833 after considering the Williams reports. 

Nonetheless, the CMS considered Oruru as part of its territory, 

as did their chief Maori sponsor at Kaitaia, Panakareao (later 

baptised as Nopera or Noble). Although Pakeha historians usually 

identify Panakareao as Te Rarawa, Claimant evidence before the 

Waitangi Tribunal suggests that he preserved strong kinship links 

with Ngati Kahu, and with Oruru. 5 

5. Tribal Relationships at Oruru 

Pakeha missionaries and historians have normally assumed 

that Oruru during the 19th century was a contested area, with Te 

Rarawa and Ngapuhi, the major contestants. Such Pakeha observers 

seldom recognise prior Ngati Kahu occupancy and the close 

interrelationships between all iwi in the area. Maori evidence 

now before the Waitangi Tribunal challenges the simplified Pakeha 

version of Oruru history. 

Rima Edwards has explained how Panakareao's ancestral links 

extended beyond Te Rarawa to the other four Muriwhenua iwi, and 

even to Ngapuhi. Rev. Maori Marsden confirms this with evidence 

of Panakareao's descent from Ngai Tamatea, a group which joined 

forces with Ngati Kahu before the arrival of the Pakeha. Atihana 

4 William Williams Journal 29-30 November 1932, typescript 
at Far North Museum. 

5 Both Rima Edwards and Rev. Maori Marsden presented 
evidence to this effect at the Kaitaia hearings of the Waitangi 
Tribunal 4-6 December 199~. This oral evidence is also confirmed 
by some documentary evidence, ego in 1841 CMS missionary Joseph 
Matthews refers to Daniel Patuware of Parapara, who was probably 
Ngati Kahu, as "a member of Noble's family ... " Matthews to Jowett 
24 Dec. 1841, CMS/CN 0 61. 
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Johns also told the Tribunal on 8 August 1990 that Pororua 

Wharekauri, Panakareao's main rival at Oruru, had strong Ngati 

Kahu links. While Pakeha identified Panakareao as exclusively Te 

Rarawa, and Pororua as exclusively Ngapuhi, Maori maintain that 

they did not identify themselves in that way. 

Pakeha observers clearly failed to appreciate the complexity 

of l1aori society, and now this complexi ty dominated Oruru 

history. Pakeha missionaries recorded aspects of this complexity, 

apparently without being aware of its implications. For example, 

Joseph Matthews recorded how Panakareao married two women 

baptised as Ereonora, both apparently from the "Doubtless Bay" 

area (which means they were probably Ngati Kahu). He described 

the first Ereonora as "the eldest daughter of the oldest branch 

of the Rarawa chiefs, she was rich in slaves, in landed 

possessions, and had great influence. ,,6 When she died without 

issue in 1838, Panakareao promptly moved to "Doubtless Bay," 

returning a year or so later with another Ereonora, the ,voman who 

was to sign the Treaty of Waitangi at Kaitaia, 7 Panakareao' s 

marriages to both Ereonora' s probably represented efforts to 

strengthen his ancestral links with Ngati Kahu and Oruru, though 

Matthews didn't draw this conclusion. 

6. Missionary Contention 1838-9 

Matthews assumed that Panakareao was exclusively Te Rarawa 

and that Oruru was part of the Te Rarawa domain. The CMS also 

laid claim to Oruru and rejected the right of Wesleyan 

missionaries, based at Whangaroa and then Hokianga, to operate 

there. In December 1838, Nathaniel Turner claimed that ancestral 

links between Hokianga and Oruru people meant that the latter 

6 In fact, Matthews implied that her influence exceeded that 
of her more renowned husband when he wrote that "she had been a 
sure scourge to her meek husband ... " Matthews to Coates 13 April 
1838, CMS/CN 0 61. 

7 17 May 1838 postscript, Matthews to Coates 13 April 1838, 
ibid. 
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should be ministered to by Wesleyans. Matthews, however, 

categorically rejected this. He wrote to his superiors in London 

that "Oruru ... is more the rightful place of the Rarawa than 

even ... " Kaitaia, since they claimed Kaitaia by conquest. On the 

other hand, according to Matthews, Te Rarawa and Panakareao's 

" ... right to Oruru has never ever been called in question. "a 

In the same letter to London, Matthews contradicted himself. 

He revealed that Maori followers of the eMS had moved from 

Ahipara to Taipa to settle "all the front of the valley while at 

the head the Patu are res.iding ... ,,9 These Te Patu people, like 

Ngai Tamatea, appear to have joined forces with Ngati Kahu before 

1830. In March 1839, Matthews reported that Te Patu, a "once 

wicked" people "called 'the bush tribe' ," had begun to accept the 

eMS. 'O Matthews, therefore, should have understood that people 

who did not consider Te Rarawa to be their primary identification 

lived at the head of the Oruru valley. 

The recruitment of the influential Ngati Kahu chief, 

Morenui, probably assisted the extension of eMS influence into 

the Oruru area. According to Matthews, as a young boy, Morenui 

follmved him from Oruru to Kaitaia in 1833. He adopted the name 

Reihana Kiriwi (after the Vicar of Deddington, Matthews's home 

parish in Oxfordshire) and lived with the Matthews family for 

many years. He was apparently able to build a firm alliance 

between the eMS (later the Anglican church) and Ngati Kahu which 

has endured ever since the 1830s. 11 The Wesleyan attempt to 

challenge eMS influence in the Oruru was consequently short­

lived. 

a Turner to Matthews and Puc key 8 Dec. 1838; Puc key to 
Turner nd., eMS/eN/MIl; Matthews to Jowett nd., eMS/eN 0 61. 

9 Ibid. Matthews concluded his letter by claiming that 
Panakareao's practice of selling Oruru timber to the Pakeha 
demonstrated his exclusive jurisdiction there. 

10 Matthews to Jowett 4 March 1839, ibid. 

11 Matthews to Venn 27 Aug. 1866; Matthews Annual Letter 
1876, ibid. 
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7. Private Pakeha Land Transactions 1836-39 

After Matthews and William Puc key I his CMS colleague at 

Kaitaia, negotiated the first private Pakeha land transactions 

in the Muriwhenua area in 1833-4, a number of sawyers and 

erstwhile settlers from the Mangonui area began to negotiate for 

access to Oruru land. These transactions between 1836 and 1839 

culminated in the so-c'alled Waioioi, Oruru and Parawai agreement 

between 51 Maori chiefs and the C1!S Surgeon, Samuel Ford, on 12 

November 1839. 

These transactions will now be examined with the following 
• , • .:.0.... ~::=;.";,,-.~.:"';i-·,.. 

questions, or standards, in mind: 

(a) Were the Maori. participants in these transactions 

representive of all those with rights to the land? 

(b) Were the boundaries of the land clearly defined and 

commonly understood? 

(c) Was the payment adequate" and was it delivered to the 

appropriate parties? ~ ... , 

(d) Did Maori understand the full 
/1 I' 
implications of the 

transactions? 

The Mangonui sawyers, who began engaging in recoded Oruru 

transactions in 1836, had arrived in the area to cut kauri spars 

for the British Admiralty in 1831. They included Stephen 

wrathall, .William Murphy, James Berghan and Thomas Ryan. 12 

During the 1830s they married Maori women and negotiated with 

Maori for the long-term use of land. 

In Wrathall' s case he negotiated with Pororua Wharekauri and 

Kiwa for rights to a sizable area at the head of the Oruru valley 

in 1836. Pororua and Kiwa's rights to this area may have stemmed 

from a number of considerations, but the fact that only they 

signed the deed leaves open the question of whether all those 

with rights to the land were consulted. Even though the deed 

12 Neva Clarke McKenna I I1angonui: Gateway to the Far North 
(Kerikeri 1990) pp. 6, 103[ 106. 
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refers to the land being along the Waikainga Stream at the 

headwaters of the Oruru River, its boundaries are so unclear that 

20th century Lands and Survey officers stated: "From the 

description of the boundaries it is not possible to definitely 

locate .•• " the land. 13 Without clear boundaries we cannot 

estimate acreage, and without acreage we cannot determine the 

adequacy of the payment. Since Wrathall failed to preserve a 

Maori translation of the deed, it is highly unlikely that Maori 

understood its full implications. 14 

Although Wrathall's English deed presents the transaction 

as a pe:r::manent transfer of "all. rights titles and interests" to 
, ,-'-'-- --5"'.f."}.::"/, .• 

,the land and its timber, 'absolute alienation of this sort was 

alien to typical Maori understandings of the transfer of land 

rights. Normally Maori transfer rights covered specific use of 

resources. Since the area in question was probably densely 

forested in 1836, Maori 'may have believed that Wrathall was 

interested only, in cutting kauri. The paucity of written 

evidence, 

determine 

even in English, m~s it almost impossible to t.., .. 
the nature of the transaction. Unfortunately, this 

paucity of evidence was typical of similar transactions in the 

bruru area. 

Panakareao's first transaction i~ the Oruru area, together 

with three Raramata chiefs, was negotiated with William Murphy 

in~late 183q (see Map 3, Private Pakeha Transactions 1836-9, p. 

14). The boundary description of the land at Operara is no more 

preCise than that at Waikainga. Like the Waikainga description, 

Murphy's deed refers to unidentified "Land marks" which were all 

too common in other transactions. Like several other 

transactions, there was a second negotiation at Operara resulting 

in another deed dated November 1839. The second negotiation 

appears to have added to the size of the area transacted, 

13 Surplus Land Commission [SLC] File P, Wrathall, p.l 

14 Deeds-No.23, Whikinga Block, 26 Oct. 1836, Turton's 
Private Land Purchases p. 27, included in Supporting Documents 
Accompanying a preliminary Report [hereafter: Docs] B33 p. 226. 
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although this isn't clear from the boundary description. 15 

Map 3 

PRIVATE PAKEHA TRANSACTIONS 1836-9 

a 
f~~".<:3::"~i··· 

Murp~ _ . t::\ 

Operara. 

'";·.:.1 Fbss{ble BOul)~af'ies 

I 

The Maori understanding of the Operara transaction must have 
• benefitted from the existence of Maori translations of the deeds. 

Unlike the Waikainga deed, the 

investigated by Crown Commissioner 

Operara ones were also 

Godfrey in 1843. On that 

occasion Henry Kemp, then Sub-Protector of Aborigines, translated 

Panakareao's statement as "I and my tribe sold the land called 

Operara to William Murphy and we received the payment stated in 

the deeds." A Pakeha witness also testified that "The deeds were 

explained to them before they [Maori] signed, and they understood 

" 
.5 Deeds-No.31 Operara Block 21 Dec. 1837, 22 Nov. 1839 in 

Turton"s pp. 31-2, incl. in Docs B33, pp. 230-1. 
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them and were satisfied.n16 This cannot be considered conclusive 

evidence that Panakareao understood the full implications of the 

transaction, but it was the only transaction in the Oruru area 

investigated in this way. 

Amore typical transaction, which was neither recorded in 

written Maori nor investigated in the same way, was the James 

Berghan/Thomas Ryan Taipa agreement signed on 5 November 1839. 

They negotiated this agreement with "Ewari" who was probably 

ware, the man identified by· william Williams in 1832 as the 

"principal chief" of Oruru. The fact that Ware was the only Maori 

signer 9.£"tol2!9 deed castes considerable doubt on whether all Maori 
. ',"- -~.'.--, 

with rights to the land were consulted. Geographic features 

included in the boundary description make it relatively clear on 

two sides, but the third side was recorded as being defined "by 

land marks laid down by both parties." These marks, of course, 

were unidentified (for the possible location of the area, see Map 

3, Private Pakeha Transactions 1836-9 p. 14) Again, neither the 

area involved, nor the adequacY~.Q,f the purchase price, can be 

identified with any precision. 17 
'-.of" 

Although the Waikianga, Operara and Taipa transactions 

represent only about half the r~corded transactions in the Oruru 

area, they have certain features in common with those other 

recorded transactions. To summarise, most of the private Pakeha 

transactioIlS in the Oruru area between 1836 and 1839 appear to 

have been very informal and poorly documented. The small number 

of Maori signing the deeds suggests that not all those with 

rights to the land were consulted. The boundary descriptions were 

invariably unclear, and, consequently, the adequacy of the 

purchase price is impossible to determine. Although the degree 

of Maori understanding of the full implications of each 

transaction probably varied, only in the Operara transaction can 

16 Panakareao's statement 2 Feb. 1843, Frederick Hanckel 
statement 2 Feb. 1843, OLe 848-9, pp. 7-8 . 

17 Deeds-No.47, Taipa Block 5 Nov. 1839, Turton's, p. 42, 
incl, in Docs B33, p.237. 



'J .. ~ 
'''();'''1' 

'~'" ,', 
:k 

q 
-I 

I 
'j .;;: 

,-' 

n lliI, ) 

~ 
'1,' 
~J 

~ 
J 
'1 iJ 

I ) 

I 
I ~i: 

~ .' 

J 
" 

) 
[I 

I 

'. " 
,~. 

- . 

16 

a case be made for Maori understanding. Since the other two 

transactions were not documented in Maori, there is no direct 

evidence that the Maori version of the transaction ~Tas even close 

to the recorded Pakeha version of what was agreed to. 

8. Samuel Ford's Transactions 1839-40 

The three foregoing transactions preceded and probably 

overlapped with the largest and most significant private Pakeha 

transaction negotiated in the Oruru area. Samuel Ford, the CMS 

Surgeon, who spent only a few months in the Muriwhenua region 

duri,~g ,~JlJ?f;9, negotiated rights to an area which he estimated 

as 20,000 acres "more or less" by an agreement signed in Kait:aia 

on 12 November 1839 (see Map 4, 1839 Ford Transaction Boundaries 

p. 20). The 51 Maori signatures or marks on this deed suggest 

that it was the result of a very public negotiation. 'Since it 

contributed to the 1843 Oruru War, and since the Crown's 

reconstruction of the boundaries described in this deed formed 

the basis of the 1854-6 Crow~, Oruru purchases, the whole ,..,,, 
transaction should be examined very carefully. 

First of all, who was Ford, and w~y did Maori negotiate 

rights to Oruru with him? In his capacity as CMS Surgeon based 

in the Bay of Islands, Ford visited the Muriwhenua region when 

disease was rife and his services were much in demand. 18 Maori 

responded well to Ford's treatments, as crude as these must have 

been. This may well have led Panakareao and other Te Rarawa and 

Ngati Kahu to seek to establish a permanent bond with him. As 

explained in the Preliminary Report on the Historical Evidence 

affecting the Muriwhenua land claim, Maori often sought to 

incorporate valued Pakeha into their communities by engaging in 

such transactions .-19 

18 Ford, Medical Report 25 June -25 Dec. 1838, CMS/CN 0 41. 
Ford visited Muriwhenua in late 1838 and in late 1839. 

19 On the missionary impact on Maori health care, see 
Prelim. Report, pp. 25, 36-7. 
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The historical context of Ford's Oruru transaction is also 

importam: in explaining why it took place in November 1839. 

During late 1839 Northern New Zealand was caught up in a land 

rush prompted by Pakeha anticipation of British annexation. In 

the Oruru/Mangonui area alone 17 transactions affecting thousands 

of acres of land were recorded during November 1839. According 

to Puc key , missionaries sought to protect Maori from the 

consequences of this land rush. He later wrote: 

At the period our purchases were made, the natives were 
selling land in all directions; insomuch that both Mr 
Matthews and myself entertained serious apprehensions that 
the natives would part with more than they could spare from 
their families and in the end occasion material injury to 

. ,~theJ1l:'"NWhis led us. to buy more land than we otherwise would, 
'and with this proviso stated in the deed that the natives 
should occupy it with their own children, thereby doing 
them a kindness by providing them with homes which they 
could never alienate from their families. 2o 

Since Puc key and Matthews formally witnessed the signing of 

Ford's November 1839 deed, and since it included explicit 

provision for continued Maori occupancy of parts of the area 

described, such protective intent~'may have motivated Ford. 

The fact that at least 51 Maori participated in the 

transaction suggests that most Maori with rights to the land were 

consulted. Maori participants' included people from several 

different areas. In addition to Panakareao, Rawiri Tiro and Kepa 

Waha apparently lived in the Kaitaia area, Reihana Horenui [later • 
Kiriwi], Ware and Wiremu Pikahu lived in the Oruru/Parapara area, 

while Tukariri and Hohepa Kiwa were apparently from Kohumaru. 21 

The only problem was that neither Pororua nor Kiwa, who in 

several deeds claimed to be Oruru chiefs, were present in Kai taia 

on 12 November. 

Although some Haori may have been well represented at the 

20 Puckey to CHS 22 Jan. 1846, Puckey papers, Univ. of 
Auckland, quoted in Prelim, Report, pp. 37-8. 

21 See Appendix A, Deeds-No.52, Waioioi, Oruru and Parawai 
Block 12 Nov. 1839. 
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designed to align the 1839 boundaries both with those described 

in earlier private transactions (such as Murphy's at Operara), 

and >lith the later Oruru and Kohumaru Crown purchases. SLC staff 

were also at a disadvantage in that they did not have access to 

information about the boundaries of the 1840-1 Mangonui purchase 

boundaries which almost certainly included part of the 1839 Ford 

area (see Map 5, p.?).The written evidence suggests that most of 

these boundaries were unclear, many of them probably overlapped, 

and misunderstandings about this exacerbated conflicting Maori 

claims to the land. 

The Maori understanding of the full implications of the 1839 
. '.'-'-'- <~;.:1C:l:~,·t·-

and 1840 Ford transactionswas'undoubtedly assisted by the fact 

that both deeds were presented in written Maori. The joint 

occupancy feature of the 1839 deed also must have made it more 

comprehensible to Maori, since this was consistent with their 

view of proper exchanges of land rights. 23 The English version 

of the joint occupancy clause allowed Kohumaru and Oruru people 

to "sit upon their places on the..,A\iid land within the boundary." 
"of" 

Apparently, Panakareao was to point out these places which Maori 

would continue to occupy so long as they "follow the directions 

of the scripture of Jesus Christ (see Appendix AI Deeds-No. 52 , 

Waioioi, Oruru and Parawai Block, 12 Nov. 1839, 5 Oct. 1840). 

The key term in establishing the likely Maori understanding 

ofO'this and many other transactions is "tuku." The original 

missionary translator (probably Puckey) rendered this key term 

as "let go" in English. The return of a substantial portion of 

the land in the subsequent October 1840 transaction was rendered 

"wakahoki" (or whakahoki) in Maori, and "go back" in English. 

Whoever translated Murphy's Operara deed rendered "kua hoatu kua 

tukua kua hokoa" as to "sell, let and make over." Claimant 

researchers and an independent scholar will address the question 

of what Maori may have understood by these terms in 1839 and 

23 See the discussion of joint occupancy as a feature of a 
number of Muriwhenua land transactions in Prelim. Report, pp. 35-
46. 
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1840. 'rhis report will state only the possibility that Haori and 

Pakeha may have understood these terms in completely different 

ways. 

Map 4 

1839 FORD TRANSACTION BOUNDARIES 
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9. Missionary Land Claims 

The Fo~d transactions in 1839-40 were two of many which led 

to, a large number of controversial missionary land claims 

presented to the Crown after 1840. Since Ford had been based in 

the Bay of Islands during most of his tenure as CMS Surgeon he 

was undoubtedly familiar with the rationale for establishing 

these land claims. The Bay of Island missionaries were among the 

most vigorous advocates of protecting Maori from the ravages of 

Pakeha land sharks. At the same time , they also insisted upon 

their right to provide for the financial needs of their children 

by acquiring land. 24 
. _~ ':::;:r.:l:-"~l/ 

Most CMS missionaries saw their service as a life-long 

commitment. They therefore felt they had a duty to provide for 

both their Maori followers, and for their children. In the case 

of Ford, however, devotion to his Christian calling did not 

prevent him from leaving the CMS in mid 1840. In reporting ~ord's 

resignation, Rev. Richard Davil3 .... wrote on behalf of his CMS 
'-fit 

colleagues that Ford had "abused his privileges." Davis 

apparently believed that ~ord had used the CMS to establish a 

lucrative private medical practice. He argued that people like 

Ford brought "dishonour on the mission and general discredit on 

the Christian character ••. ,,25 

It's possible, then, that Ford may have exploited his 

association with the CMS for commerc'ial purposes. If this was the 

case, he may have seen his Oruru transactions as purely 

commercial transactions without any protective intent. Later 

critics of CMS land claims, such as John Dunmore Lang and 

Governor Grey, may have had a better case against Samuel Ford 

than they had against Henry Williams when they alleged that such 

24 See Muriwhenua North Report, pp. 5-7, which examines this 
rationale as it applied to the land claim of Rev. Richard Taylor. 

25 Davis to Lay Sec. 11 Nov. 1840, CMS/CN/Mll. 
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claims exploited Maori trust in the missionaries. 26 

10. The Treaty of Waitangi at Kaitaia·1840 

Significantly, Muriwhenua Maori who signed the Treaty of 

Waitangi at Kaitaia on 28 April 1840 did so at the CMS mission, 

which was probably where they signed the original Ford 

transaction 6 months earlier. Those present at the hui preceding 

the treaty signing expressed concern about the extent of private 

Pakeha land transactions. At Kaitaia, unlike at Hokianga where 

Maori cri ticised missionary land claims, Muriwhenua people 

contrasJ;:~,(;L .. missionaries with evil disposed "Pakeha Maori" 
• c~ ;-'."._. 

landsharks. Although they didn't identify these landsharks, it's 

possible that they were referring to the sawyers and settlers who 

had married into Maori communities at Hokianga and Mangonui. The 

Kaitaia speakers also implied that Ngapuhi, not Muriwhenua 

people, had engaged in nefarious transactions with such 

landsharks. When a chief stated "The.Pakeha bought all our land, 

and we have no more," according t,Q,Richard Taylor's translation, 
!.f .. 

he was probably communicating a general impression that Ngapuhi 

and their "Pakeha Maori" had initiated the pre-treaty land rush 

'whiCh had swept through northern New Zealand. 27 

. Panakareao' s famous speech in which he said, again according 

t(). Rev. Taylor, "the shadow of the land goes to the Queen [or the 

Governor] but the substance remains with us," suggests that he 
, , 

believed that his Muriwhenua people had retained control of their 

land, even if Ngapuhi had squandered theirs. Panakareao and other 

speakers saw the spirit of the Treaty as the benevolent 

protection of Maori interests which the CMS had begun and the 

Crown would continue. Panakareao was also firm in his conviction 

26 In addition to his Oruru claim, Ford claimed a 
substantial area near Kaitaia called Okiore where the Crown later 
granted him 2,627 acres. Deed-No.39, Okiore Block 11 Sept. 1839, 
Turton's pp. 37-8, incl. in Docs. B33, pp. 234-5. 

27 Speeches of Kaitaia chiefs [April 1840], British 
parliamentary Papers [BPP] 1845 (108) p.9. 
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that in signing the Treaty, Maori retained that right to transfer 
land rights as they thought fit. The fact that they would have 

to negotiate such transfers henceforth with the Crown did not 
deter him. He stated confidently: "we will go to the Governor, 
and get payment for our land as before. ,,28 

Willoughby Shortland, Hobson's second in command 
representing the .Crown at Kaitaia, reinforced the Crown's image 

of loyal CMS influenced Muriwhenua people, as opposed to 

troublesome lands harks and Ngapuhi. In reporting the Kai taia 

Treaty signing, he praised Panakareao as "quite a superior 
person, full of intelligence, of a most independent and liberal 

. '_ .• -=-. r::::;,,:,.:!::-'·~i·_" 

'spirit, 'and 'possessing 'unbounded influence in his district." 
Shortland saw the Treaty as an excellent way of establishing "a 
good understanding" with such an influential ~laori leader. 29 The 
Kaitaia Treaty signing inaugurated a kind of alliance between the 

Crown and panakareao, with the CMS playing an essential mediating 

role between the two. 

~ .... 
'1" 

11. Crown Mangonui Purchases 1840-1 

In order to seal this political alliance, Hobson hastenened 

to travel to Kaitaia as soon as his health allowed him to do so. 

In June lB40 hE;! ne<;Jotiated with Panakareao the Crown's, first 

major land transaction in New Zealand. Hobson did this "in hopes 

or"being able to restrain, in some degree, the [Mangonui] 

settlers from making encroachments on the ,land, which has been 
and still is a cause of much annoyance to the natives." 

Characteristically, he could not estimate the acreage within the 

purchase boundaries, even though he predicted that the area was 

"a valuable acquisition •.. " for the Crown. 30 

28 Ibid. 

29 Shortland to Hobson 6 May lB40, encl. in Hobson to Gipps 
5 May 1B40, BPP lB4l (311) p. 5B. 

30 Hobson to Gipps lB July lB40, BPP lB4l (311) pp. 57-B. 
Matthews reported that Hobson and his attendants were "highly 
delighted with what they saw of Noble and the whole place" at 
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Hobson leftProtector of the Aborigines, George Clarke, to 

define the boundaries in discussion with Panakareao. These 

boundaries as described'in two deeds dated 24 June 1840 included 

a substantial part of the area covered by Ford's 1839 

transaction,' and an even greater area transacted bypororua and 

Pakeha settlers in the Kohumaru, Oruaitiand Taemaro areas (see 

Map 5, Crown Mangonui Purchases 1840-1, p. 25). The deeds in 

English (a Maori version has apparently not survived) stated that 

panakareao, "the chief at Kaitaia" transferred "his possessions 

and interests at Mangonui"·tothe Crown in exchange for a li100 

payment. The Crown then notified the Pakeha residents of the area 

that ii: had purchased "the Lands of Mangonui. •• " without 
c -.~ ~::;"',,",,::=:!;:' •• ~~.-~ 

identifying the boundaries. Local settlers were allowed to 

continue to occupy the area, however, "until the Commission to 

be hereafter appointed shall decide upon the rights of the 

respective parties. ,,31 

The Crown probably considered the respective parties to be 

Panakareao and the Pakeha settJc;z:s, who Hobson believed were 
.. " .. 

occupying land without Panakareao's permission. In late June, 

Matthews wrote: 

Our chiefs have formed quite an alliance with the Governor 
and on any emergency have promised four hundred men. The 
Government have more to fear from' wicked Europeans than 
from any Natives. 32 

The· Crown. ignored the fact that other Maori had important 

interests in the Mangonui area, interests which they would soon 

assert. 

Pororua evidently took his case to Henry Williams who 

prevailed upon Hobson to send Clarke back to Mangonui in May 

1841. There Clarke negotiated an agreement with Pororua almost 

Kaitaia. Mat.thews to CMS 29 June 1840, CMS/CN/M1l. 

31 Deeds of Sale 24 June 1840, IA 15/4 Internal Affairs 
records, National Archives, Wellington; Public Notice [posted at 
Mangonui] 24 June 1840, SLC File G, p. 22a. 

32 Matthews to CMS 29 June 1840, CMS/CN/M1l. 
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negotiated 

the Crown 

,qith Panakareao. 

described both 

11 

of 

months 

these 

transactions as purchases', Clarke later denied that they were 

simplepurchasE~s of land. He maintained that, in an attempt to 

avert tribal conflict, Hobson "determined upon purchasing (not 

the land, but) all the remaining interests of each chief in the 

disputed territory ... ,,34 This. suggests chat, by 1845, Clarke 

understood the Maori concept which allowed different people to 

have different interests or land rights in the same area. 

~?;":(:~.:::' -d,·-

Map 5 

CROWN MANGONUI PURCHASES 1840-1 
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Nonetheless,the Crown blundered in attempting to extinguish 

the rights of Panakareao and Pororua in this way in 1840-1. 

Instead of bringing all claimants together to define their 

respective interests prior to mediating between them, the Crown 

33 Deeds-No.1, Interests of Pororua and Tribe in land Sold 
by Nopera at Hangonui 28 May 1841, Turton's Crown Purchases, p. 
1, incl. in Docs B32, p. 159. In this deed, Pororua is referred 
to as chief of both Mangonui and Oruru, "hereas Panakareao had 
been styled only "chief at Kaitaia" in his 1840 deeds. 

3. Clarke to Col. Sec. 1 Sept. 1845, BPP 1846 (337) pp. 123-
5. 
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chose to deal ~rith two claimants separately. Not only did the 

Crown fail to define their respective interests, it created a 

great deal of suspicion all round. 

12. Godfrey's Land Claims Commission 1843-4 

This all round suspicion made the task of the Crown 

Commissioner charged with the responsibility of hearing Pakeha 

land claims exceedingly difficult. He also compounded the Crown's 

earlier mistake of dealing separately with Panakareao and Pororua 

by seeking to separate Pakeha claims from the rights of Maori 

claimants. 
--:'":;;_";'.:1::"",,·-

Approximately 400 Ngapuhi, Ngati Kahu and Te Rarawa warriors 

greeted Commissioner Edward Godfrey when he arrived at the tiny 

village of Mangonui in early January 1843. This imposing Maori 

presence testified to their'determination to force the Crown to 

acknowledge their rights, and to prevent it from dealing 

separately with any party. Both ~pakareao and Pororua formally 
: .... , 

asserted their rights before Godfrey on 11 January. 

Panakareao made abundantly clear his opposition to 

"purchases •.. not made from himself," and his "priority of right 

over all the land in the neighbourhood of Doubtless Bay •.. " which 

included Oruru as well as Mangonui. He rejected the Crown's 

contention~hat it had extinguished his rights in the June 1840 

Mangonui Purchase, because, in his view, the £100 exchanged was 

merely a down payment. He was willing to allow Pakeha to continue 

to occupy the area, but he would "not now relinquish his rights 

over these lands either to the Settlers, or to the Government ..... 

On the contrary, he vowed to "maintain his rights to lands 'Vi 
et Armis. I .. 35 

Without trying to match Panakareao's ringing declaration, 

Pororua issued a joint statement with Kiwa. They declared that 

35 Panakareao's Statement before Godfrey 11 Jan. 1843, SLC 
File L, p.1l. 
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Having failed with this fruitless mediation effort, Godfrey 
left the area without availing himself of the opportunity to 

. investigate Pakeha land claims thoroughly. As he later explained, 

he. fel~ that in such a highly charged atmosphere Maori would: 

not come forward to give testimony respecting the amount of 
money or goods they may have received from the Claimants -
nor the quantity of land which they disposed of. Therefore 
the only evidence which can now be exhibited in proof of 
these claims, is the examination of the Claimant on oath by 
the Commissioners _.40 

In 1843 Godfrey was unwilling to recommend. dismissing Pakeha 

claims in the Oruru/Mangonui area. With the recent Wairau affray 
in mind, he wrote that "abimdoning the settlement under existing 

",-"- -':'~<;':::l::;'<'l'" 

circumstances •• '." was inadvisable because it would "probably 

occasion the Natives at other places to attack the Settlers in 
the hope of similarly resuming their lands. ,,41 

By early 1844, ,however, Godfrey had changed his mind. In 

effect, he recommended "abandoning the. settlement ••• " in the, 

Oruru/Mangonui area. He decided tl¥l;t without a full investigation 
'-ih 

of the Pakeha claims, he could recommend only scrip exchanges for 

land elsewhere on the basis of what Pakeha claimed to have paid 

Maori. Instead of recommending the awarding of Crown Grants (in 

all cases except that of William Murphy at Operara), Godfrey 
offered claimants the opportunity to take land the Crown could 

offer them further south. 42 He sent notices to all the Pakeha 

Oriiru/Mangonui claimants stating this offer. In his letter to 
Ford he added: 

Notwithstanding the strong opposition presented to me 
against your Claim No. 300d [Waioioi, Oruru, and Parawai] 
I shall not object to you taking advantage also ... [of this 
offer]43 

40 Godfrey, "Answer to Minute ... relating to claims of C 
Partridge," 13 June 1843, OLC 8/1, p. 69. 

41 Ibid. 

42 Godfrey to Dacre 20 Jan. 1844, ibid. pp. 77-8. 

43 Godfrey to Ford 20 Jan. 1844, ibid. p. 78. 
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In reporting this arrangement to Hobson's successor, 

Governor Fitzroy (through the Colonial Secretary), Godfrey 

explained how he calculated the amount of scrip each 

Oruru/Mangonui claimant qualified for. In claims where he had 

investigated both claimant and "vendor" evidence, such as 

Murphy's Operara claim, Godfrey would normally triple the 

declared value of the original payment in calculating either the 

scrip exchange or the size of the Crown Grant recommended. In the 

uninvestigated Oruru/Mangonui claims, he recommended that the 

scrip exchanges should be equal to, not triple, the declared 

value of the original payment. This was because in all cases 

(except J;h~t,of Murphy, whose claim was investigated, and William 
. ,.- ~-, .•. - - . 

Butler, whose Mangonui claims weren't disputed) , the 

Oruru/Mangonui claims were "so seriously disputed by a very large 

Tribe •.. " they could not'receive the same treatment as claims 

found to be valid. 44 

In calling for Pakeha claimants to either vacate the area, 

or remain only as tenants of MaorJ.".,Godfrey also sought to teach 
'-i" 

Maori a lesson. In his words, the scrip exchanges were necessary 

"to prevent discord between the Tribes... to induce them to 
, . 

settle similar disputes more amicably and with less annoyance to 

the Settlers." Godfrey beiieved that after a "considerable period 

of time" of living without Pakeha, Maori would learn the error 

of .. their ways, and begin to resolve disputes amicably. He 

preciicted that only then could Pakeha take "quiet possession .•. of 

the lands alleged to have been purchased [my emphasis]. ,,45 

Godfrey clearly distinguished between valid and alleged 

purchases. The former had to be fully investigated, whereas the 

latter hadn't. In cases of disputed claims, such as most of those 

in the Oruru/Mangonui area, which Godfrey chose not to 

investigate fully, they remained alleged, not valid, purchases. 

44 Godfrey to Col. Sec. 3 Feb., 12 May 1844, ibid. pp. 80-1, 
86-7. 

45 Godfrey to Col. Sec. 12 May 1844 ibid. p. 86-7. 
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Subsequent Crown actions, however, failed to acknowledge this 

basic distinction even though Governor Fitzroy upheld Godfrey's 

recommendations in 1844. 

13. The Oruru War 1843 

Before Godfrey made his final recommendations, the 

Oruru!Mangonui conflict came to a head. Unhappy with the way 

Godfrey had failed to insist upon Panakareao and Pororua abiding 

by the terms of the 1840-1 Mangonui purchases, the Crown 

instructed Clarke do what Godfrey had failed to do. 46 When 

. Clarke a,.ff:,~y.f?d at Oruru in April 1843, . hostilities had already 

broken out there between the contending Maori claimants. 

Apparently, most Ngati Kahu aligned themselves with panakareao, 

although Clarke reported that Ware sided with Pororua, who also 

won the support of Hone Heke. 47 Although Clarke, Henry Williams 

and Bishop Selwyn all tried to negotiate an end to the fighting 

(in. which a dozen or so Maori died),Maori apparently arranged 

their own kind of truce. Both s~~es agreed not to avenge the 
'1" 

dead, and to withdraw indefinitely from the contested ground at 

Oruru. 48 

The Crown, however, wiShed to ensure a more formal 

settlement. In August 1843, Clarke drafted a document. which 

re~?gnised Panakareao and Pororua's common claims to the 

orUru/Mangonui area. Panakareao evidently signed this document 

at a public ceremony in Kaitaia on 24 August. Clarke believed it 

"honourably maintain [ed] Noble's rights" without prejudicing 

those of Pororua "or any other chiefs who may have claims." 

Clarke assured Pororua that "his own cultivations., .would be 

46 Shortland minute 20 March 1843, BPP 1845 (369) pp. 75-6. 

47 Clarke to Col. Sec. 1 June 1843, Governor's series, G30/7 
pp. 1055-ll00. 

48 Matthews to Coates 31 July 1843, CMS/CN 0 61; Partridge 
to Col. Sec. 15 March 1844, SLC File L, p. 14. 
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specially secured for him and his family forever ... 49 Even though 

this appeared to·be a sensible agreement, a belated recognition 

by the Crown of the futility of insisting upon upholding the 

1840-1 Mangonui purchases, there's no evidence that the Crown 

ever acted upon Clarke's August 1843 recommendations. 

In 1844 the Crown's actions at Oruru came under attack in 

the British House of Commons when Walter Brodie, a local land 

claimant, alleged that the inept 1840 Mangonui purchase caused 

the Oruru war. Brodie claimed that the Crown had sided with 

Panakareao at the expense of Pororua and Pakeha claimants, and 

that Go~frey' s subsequent failed mediation attempt had only 

wors;ned""'~h~ situation.·50 In rising to his own defence, Clarke 

justified the 1840 Mangonui purchase without mentioning how the 

August 1843 settlement would have superceded it, had the Crown 

implemented it. This suggests that Clarke's sensible settlement 

had either been shelved or overruled. 51 

Crown policy took a sha:q!., turn in 1845 when the new 
'ill 

Governor, George Grey, began to dis empower Clarke's Protectorate 

Department. After 1845 th~ Crown adopted a strategy of extending 

direct control over Maori by both administrative and military 

means. Grey rejected Clarke's strategy of attempting to pacify 

Maori by negotiation. He was therefore unlikely to honour the 

August 1843 Oruru/Mangonui settlement. 52 

14. Panakareao's Return to Oruru 1846-56 

Because he lacked the resources necessary to impose the 

49 Protector's Report [Aug.1843j, BPP 1846 (337) pp. 125-7. 

50 Testimony of Walter Brodie, 4-6 June 1844, BPP 1844 (556) 
pp 25-60. 

51 Clarke to Col. Sec. 1 Sept. 1845, BPP 1846 (337) pp. 123-
5. 

52 On the conflict between Grey and Clarke, see Graham 
Butterworth, Maori Affairs (Wellington 1990) pp. 21-5. 
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Crown's will everywhere, Grey sought to win the cooperation of 

selected chiefs in extending his authority. He apparently won 

Panakareao's cooperation in the war against Hone Heke with a 

promise that he would support his Oruru claims. Panakareao with 

14 fellow warriors fought at Ruapekapeka. When he returned from 

Ruapekapeka he moved to Oruru with his followers. According to 

Matthews, he did so with Grey's blessing. Grey evidently hoped 

to found a major Pakeha township at Mangonui based on local coal 

deposits. Panakareao's gardens at Oruru were to supply the 

necessary provisions for the new township.53 

faithfully. cultivated at Oruru AI!h<?llgh Panakareao 
. _:,.,.... --·.:-~l:,.··l· 

for 

almost a "decadeafter returning from 

town at Nangonui never materialised. 

Ruapekapeka, ~rey's mining 

Evidently, Panakareao felt 

betrayed by the Crown's failure to deliver a market for his 

produce. He felt further aggrieved when the Crown limited his 

right to cut kauri at Oruru. Matthews sympathised with Panakareao 

who had, he wrote, n just cause to be offended with. such' a 

measure." Matthews went even furt.Mr, stating: "Who can deny that 
.ri" 

their land is virtually stolen from them [ ? j ••• " Matthews 

apparently believed that Maori had engaged in land transaction 

to attract Pakeha to the area. Without a Pakeha market for Maori 

produce, and without Pakeha goods and services coming in to the 

area, however, this had ail been in vain. Matthews thought the 

Crown had much to answer for in all of this, but he was unwilling 

t6~take Maori grievances to Grey. All he would say was that he 

was glad he "was not at home when the Treaty was signed at 

Kai taia ..• ,,54 

Panakareao took his grievances up with Grey, but without 

much effect. In 1849 Grey told him "to be more circumspect in his 

conduct and to return to his former state [apparently, as a loyal 

53 Joseph Matthews Journal 26-29 May 1846, CMS/CN 0 61. 
Matthews thought he might even have to relocate the Kaitaia 
mission station at Oruru. 

54 Ibid. 30 Nov 1847. 
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chief] .•• ,,55 The only action Grey was prepared to take in 

recognition of his obligations to Panakareao was to appoint 

William Bertram White as Resident Magistrate at Mangonui in 1848. 

Panakareao developed a complex relationship ~Iith White. He 

cooperated with him in clarifying the land rights of the dozen 

or so Pakeha who had not vacated the area in 1844. 56 He also 

negotiated with White the first uncontested Crown purchase at 

Mangonui in 1850. For £5 he sold the Crown a 32 acre beachfront 

section and gave up his "interest" in other township land. 57 In 

both cases, White recognised Panakareao' s authority in the 

Mangonuj, area, while he continued to live at Oruru or Taipa. 
_ ,"-,- --::;",-~::'··;V 

Panakareao, in fact, considered his authority to be equal 

to that of White in the Mangonui area, and paramount at Oruru. 

In 1852, when White accused him of threatening behaviour, 

Lieutenant Governor Wynyard called upon Panakareao to explain -his 

actions. Panakareao assured wynyard that he remained loyal to the 

Crown. The "marriage ring" consUIWlated at Ruapekapeka, he said; 

"has not dropped from my finger .•. ,,58 
-'i II 

Panakareao's authority at Oruru did not go unchallenged in 

the decade after Ruapekapeka. During 1852 Ngati Kahu led by 

Tipene te Taha actually fought Panakareao's followers at Oruru, 

or Taipa, and one person died. 59 Thus it appears that Oruru 

remained a disputed area, even though Ngapuhi were not involved, 

and even though Panakarea~ lived there for almost a decade in an 

55 Ibid. 19 Oct. 1849. 

56 Nopera to Grey 20 June 1847, Berghan to White 25 Sept. 
1847, White to [Col. Sec.] 4 Oct. 1848, SLC File I, p. 22: 

57 Deed No.2, Waikiekie Block, 3 May 1850, Turton's pp. 2-3, 
incl. in Docs B22, pp. 160-2. 

58 White to Col. Sec. 2 Jan., Noble Ngakuku [Panakareao] to 
Wynyard 14 Jan., Wynyard to Noble 15 Jan., Wynyard to Grey 15 
Jan. 1852, G 8/5/8. 

59 Matthews Journal 4 July 1852, eMS/CN 0 61; White to 
Sinclair 12 July 1852, G 8/8/6. 
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attempt to establish his paramountcy. 

15. Pakeha Settlement at Oruru 1853-6 

A decade after the 1843 Oruru War, White began to 

encourage Pakeha to establish homesteads at 

he reported that he'd "ascertained that 

Oruru. In May 1853 

there will be no 

obstruction on the part of the Natives, all acknowledging that 

the land belong[s] to the Government." White had allmved Stephen 

Wrathall to select 350 acres there, on the assumption that land 

exchanged for scrip was Crown land. White was so anxious to get 

Wratl1al.).c:?§!'I,j:;tled at Oruru that he persuaded the Surveyor-General 

to allow him to survey the 350 acres. w 

Within a year White had encouraged had persuaded Wiiliam 

Butler, and two surveyors, Clarke and Campbell, to select land 

at Orum. Lastly, White established his own residence there, so 

he had a personal interest in clearing the title to land which 

he conveniently referred to as "(~yernment land. ,,61 In fact, he 
l-(" 

had established residence in a disputed area in which Maori 

rights had not been effectively extin'guished. 

16. Crown Oruru Purchase 1854 

In 1854, White was so anxious to extinguish Maori rights at 

Oruru that ~e wrote to the Surveyor-General in an effort to get 

him to persuade Chief Land Purchase Commissioner Donald McLean 

to negotiate a major Crown purchase there. White wrote that 

McLean had "such power over" Maori, that it was easier for him 

"to get a thousand acres than for ·me to get a hundred ... " He 

pointed out that the settlers who were establishing homesteads 

there wanted to know what the Crown would do to make their land 

W White to Col. Sec. 27 May 1853, IA 53/1289; White to Col. 
Sec. 1 July 1853, CWW Ligar memo 8 July 1853, IA 53/1047 . 

61 White to Col. 
Ligar 15 June 1854, 
Library. 

Sec. 1 July 1853, tA 53/1647; White to 
McLean papers, 633, Alexander Turnbull 
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secure. White concluded candidly: "I really should be delighted 

to get a few neighbours ~nd I shall do all in my power to get 

them what they require. ,,62 

On 3 July 1854, White reported that he had purchased 

Panakareao's rights at Orurufor €100. He allowed Panakareao to 

retain a 100 acre reserve ~'in9Iuding the present site" of his pa. 

White took this action, he said: 

without previously obtaining the authority of Government in 
consequence of several gentlemen who have made choices in 
the valley ... and are of course desirous of knowing that 
there will be no obstacle to their accepting their claims. 

. He 'everi"'p-;;;id Panakareaothe, full. purchase price, out of his ,own 

pocket. He hoped the Crown would promptly reimburse him and 

approve the purchase which he had undertaken on his own 

initiative because "it was of necessity and for the good of the 

public." In conclusion, he stated that "the land ceded covers a 

large extent of country. ,,63 

....... Wf.1 

In the deed, which was apparently not translated into Maori, 

Panakareao's Oruru claim was incorrectly described as "the only 

native claim existing ..• " there. The area included the land 

extending from the mouth of the Oruru/Taipa River "to its source 

extending to and containing the old boundaries of Dr Ford's ol~ 

purchase ... " Significantly, the deed refers to Ford's land being 

';returned to me [ie. Panakareao] in consideration of other 

purchases by Dr Ford [my emphasis]." This contradicted White's 

earlier assertion that scrip exchange land reverted to the Crown 

rather than Maori. Finally, the very fact that White paid 

Panakareao for the land recognised Maori ownership prior to the 

purchase. 64 

62 Hhi te to Ligar 15 June 1854, ibid 

63 White to Ligar 3 July 1854, SLC File N, pp. 15-16, incl. 
in App C. 

64 Deed Receipts-No.1, Turton's p. 715, incl. in Docs B32, 
p. 215. 
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Surveyor-General Ligar praised White for seizing the 

opportunity to purchase Oruru, because " ..• the extinguishment of 

the Native Claim ••• opens a very valuable tract of land to 

settlers." Initially, McLean stated that he couldn't declare the 

land as available for settlement without a clear boundary 

description. After referring to Ford's original deed, however, 

he expressed satisfaction with the boundary description. He 

approved White's action, stating that it "finally extinguishes 

the Native Title" and meant all Oruru land, "excepting of course, 

one hundred acres of a reserve for Nopera, may be open for 

selection. ,,65 

. _'-'- .-:::;".~_"?:::.- ~l·~ 

'McLean's rapid approval of White's 1854 purchase was 

consistent with the fact that during the 1850s McLean presided 

over the most ambitious land purchase programme in New Zealand 

history. After having accomplished 'large-scale purchases in the 

South Island and south of Taupo during the early 50s, by 1854 he 

was concentrating on more difficult purchases in Auckland 

province. In 1855 he reported th~t his agents were negotiating 
f1" 

purchase agreements for 6 0 0 , 0 0 0 acres there. In particular, 

McLean envisaged a great commercial future for Northland. He 
, 
believed that an increase in kauri gum and timber exports, 

proximity to "the Panama line" of steamers, and Maori willingness 

to negotiate with the Crown, all increased Pakeha demand for 

northern land. 66 

White's provision for Panakareao's 100 acre reserve in his 

1854 deed was also consistent with McLean's overall reserve 

policy. The Crown induced Maori to make land available for 

settlement by assuring them that their pa sites and kainga would 

be reserved for current and future generations. This reserve 

policy sought to ensure that Maori would have Pakeha neighbours 

65 Ligar minute 17 July, McLean minute nd., 28 July, encl . 
in White to Ligar 3 July 1854, SLC File N, p. 16, incl. in App 
C. Ligar then minuted: "The land will be, therefore, open to 
selection at once." Ligar minute 28 July 1854, ibid. 

66 See Prelim. Report, pp. 114-5. 
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to work for and supply with produce. 67 

If these reserves wer.e designed to support current and 

future generations of Maori, however, there arises a question of 

how adequate they were. Panakareao's 100 acre reserve at Oruru 

may have been adequate to support the needs of his immediate 

whanau. But was it adequate to support the needs of all Oruru 

Maori, and was it adequate to support the needs of future 

generations of Maori? 

17. Other Maori Claims at Oruru 

<-:::_~.:l:"""~·-

Clearly, allOruruMaoriwere not represented in White's 

1854 purchase negotiations. Other claimants lost no time in 

rejecting White's unfounded assumption that Panakareao' s was "the 

only native claim existing ... " at Oruru. In December 1854, Kemp 

reported that Pororua had come to Auckland to object to "Mr 

White's purchase at Oruru." This caused Ligar to stop White's 

survey of the area. 68 McLean antiJ;.;i.pated this objection. On 28 
l-f .. 

November, he instructed his Northland agent, John Johnson, to 

investigate the Oruru situation. 

Johnson soon discovered that Panakareao and Pororua were not 

the only claimants. He reported that: 

another party have now appeared, headed by a young man 
. "'c. named Tipene, of the Ngatikahu Tribe, the original 

posses~ors of the land in question ... 

Johnson was the first Crown agent to recognise the independent 

status of Ngati Kahu claimants. He believed that they had 

supported Panakareao in the 1843 Oruru War, but had fallen out 

with him subsequently. They were now asserting their Oruru claim 

with the support of'the highly influential Ngapuhi chief, Tamati 

67 McLean to Kemp 17 Nov. 1855, Appendices to the Journals 
of the House of Representatives [AJHR] 1861, C-1, p. 4, incl. in 
Doc B20. 

68 Kemp to McLean 9 Dec. 1854, McLean papers 368. 
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Waka Nene. 69 

Johnson admitted that the Crown had probably sanctioned 

Panakareao's return to Oruru as a reward for his services at 

Ruapekapeka in 1846. In addition to the Ngati Kahu claim, he 

acknowledged the validity of a Hokianga Ngapuhi claim, and a Te 

Rarawa claim presented by Puhipi te Ripi of Pukepoto. White 

advised him to satisfy these claims by paying Porurua, and the 

Hokianga claimants f150, Tipene f100, and Puhipi f50. He 

concluded with a recommendation that the matter be closed quickly 

because some of the claimants were "very insolent in their 

demands ... " and threatened to take their case to "Auckland. 70 
'"?,:;-'?'=:!:"-""'--

When the Crown did not act promptly on Johnson's 

recommendation, both Pororua and Tipene pressed their claims. 

Pororua sent a series of letters to Auckland, and Tamati Waka 

Nene appeared there on Tipene's behalf.71 Meanwhile, Panakareao 

exerted pressure on the Crown by delaying the negotiation of 

other purchases while the Oruru,gJspute remained unsettled. 72 
(~" 

White, of course, wanted to settle the dispute so that he 

and his Pakeha neighbours at Oruru could enjoy secure title to 

their land. 73 Pororua brought matters to a head in January 1856 

when he "announced his intention of cultivating at Oruru on Mr 

Campbell's land." In reporting this, White described Pororua as 

"a-'violent'insolent native ... " who was prepared to risk another 

Ornru war in promoting his own claim. 74 

$ Johnson to McLean 23 Feb. 1855, No.1, AJHR 1861 C-1, p. 
1, incl. in Docs B20. 

ro Ibid. 

71 Kemp to Johnson 12 April 1855, OLC 6/1; Kemp memo 4 May 
1855, AJHR 1861, C-1, p. 2, incl. in Docs B20. 

72 White to Col. Sec. 30 May 1855, IA 55/1860. 

73 White to Col. Sec. 29 Sept. 1855, IA 55/3280. 

" White to Col. Sec. 31 Jan. 1856, IA 56/336, incl. in Docs 
A4, p. 13. 
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McLean responded by sending Kemp northward to investigate 

the Oruru dispute, and to negotiate other Muriwhenua purchases. 

In March, Kemp reported that the delay in settling the Oruru 

dispute was holding up other purchase negotiations. He admitted: 

... the outstanding native claims have never been set at 
rest and the land has been sold and occupied by Settlers. 
This should be attended before anything serious happens. 
The Natives are very loud in their complaints. I think £350 
,wuld set this at rest if handled at once (his emphasisl. 75 

On 12 April 1856, coincidentally the day before Panakareao' s 

death, Kemp completed his report on the history of the dispute. 

He reported that the original Ford "purchase seems to have been 

defective ... " because Pororua hadn't received part of the 

payment. On the same grounds he implicitly criticised White's 

actions in negotiating the 1854 purchase, after he had persuaded 

several settlers to pay the Crown £3,000- £4,000 for Oruru land, 

without consulting Pororua or Tipene. To highlight the potential 

embarrassment the Crown could suffer if it didn't settle the 

matter promptly, Kemp enclosed a letter from Taipa Maori who 

threatened to "take Oruru back ... " if they didn't receive the 

£150 they said the Crown had promised to pay them. 76 

Whi te reiterated Kemp's concerns with an added note of 

urgency in June, when he informed McLean of "the very serious 

difficulties the settlers and resident Natives at Oruru are 

subject to •.. " while the dispute continued. He maintained that 

both Pororua and Tipene were "making vigorous efforts to return 

to settle there ... ," that Maori had occupied Pakeha land, "but 

I cannot interfere in consequence of the unsettled question of 

payment. ,,77 McLean agreed with the need for a prompt settlement, 

but he wasn't prepared to spend the £350 recommended by Kemp, and 

75 Kemp to McLean 10 March 1856, McLean papers 368. 

76 Maori letter to Governor 6 Feb. 1856 (translation in SLC 
File N, p. 22, incl. in App Cl, encl. in Kemp to McLean 12 April 
1856, No. 11, AJHR 1861 C~l, pp. 7-8. 

77 White to McLean 25 June 1856, No. 13, in ibid., p. 9, 
incl. in Docs B20. 
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he did not want to grant Pororua the 100 acre reserve comparable 

to Panakareao's that Kemp has also recommended. 78 

I1cLean opposed the idea of granting Pororua of reserve 

because, in his words: 

his retention of any land at Oruru will, I apprehend, give 
rise to disputes with the Rarm-la, which, in the final 
settlement now to be effected, should be carefully 
avoided ... 

He was willing to concede that, however undesirable, it might be 

necessary to grant Pororua a reserve, least he was unwilling to 

settle on any other terms. In that event, Kemp was to obtain "a 

conveyance from all the Natives concerned, giving up their entire 

interest and claims to the one hundred (100) acres in question 

in favour of Pororua. ,,79 Kemp replied that, in view of 

Panakareao's death, he would be able to discourage Pororua from 

demanding a reserve, but that this would mean that he would 

expect an additional i:50 payment. Kemp added that the fact "that 

the planting season has already begun ... " highlighted the urgency 

of the situation. Although Tipene's people had previously 

refrained from planting at Oruru "at Noble's request," there was 

no guarantee that they would continue to do so after Panakareao' s 

death. 8o 

18. Crmm Oruru Purchase 1856 

McLean, in fact, did not authorise the additional payment 

to Pororua in advance, but Kemp went ahead and paid it anyway. 

In his private report of the "final settlement," Kemp revealed 

that he and White had produced the payment of i:350 out of their 

own funds to ensure that they "finished the thing off while we 

78 McLean to Kemp 31 July, 29 August 1856, Nos. 14, 16, 
ibid., pp. 9-10, incl in Docs B20. 

79 McLean to Kemp 29 Aug. 1856, No. 16, ibid., p. 10, inc!. 
in Docs B20. 

80 Kemp to McLean 7 Sept. 1856, No. 17, ibid., inc!. in Docs 
B20. 
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had a chance." This promptness, he said, removed the "expected 

opposition. ,,81 In his official report of the settlement, Kemp 

described how Pororua had held out for a 100 acre reserve "for 

several days." His people had already begun to cultivate at 

Oruru, but upon receipt of the additional payment, Pororua 

withdrew his opposition and agreed to have his people vacate 

their gardens after harvesting the crops.82 

During the negotiations, Puhipi te Ripi, representing Te 

Rarawa, had even suggested that the Crown purchase Panakareao's 

reserve, appar0~tly to remove any vestige of favouritism. 

According to Kemp, Puhipi believed that Oruru should be' "left 

entirely to the Europeans who may be thereby induced to settle 

in large numbers. ,,83 

The deed dated 17 September 1856 was characterised as 

recording "the final and complete settlement of the Valley of 

Oruru ... " Like all other transactions, it should be examined to 

see whether all Maori with rights to the land participated, to 

see whether it clearly described the boundaries of the land, to 

see whether the payment was adequate and distributed to the 

appropriate parties, and to see whether Maori understood the full 

implications of the purchase. 84 

Of the 37 signers of the purchase deed, only seven can be 

positively identified as signers of the 1839 Ford transaction, 

supposedly covering the same area. Ngati Kahu, Te Rarawa and 

Ngapuhi were apparently well represented in the negotiations, 

although few Kohumaru residents appear to have participated, even 

though their area was within Ford's boundary. Although the deed 

81 Kemp to McLean 29 Sept. 1856, McLean papers 368. 

82 Kemp to McLean 29 Sept. 1856, No. 20, AJHR 1861 C-1, p. 
12, incl. in Docs B20. 

~ Ibid. 

84 Deeds-No.3, Oruru Valley 17 Sept. 1856, Turton's, pp. 3-
4, incl. in Docs B32, pp. 162-3. 
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referred to Ford's boundary as the purchase boundary, subsequent 

difficulties in reconstructing this boundary mean that it was 

probably unclear to many participants, especially since they did 

not have the benefit of seeing a surveyed plan when they signed 

(see Boundaries and Surveys section below). The total payment of 

€350 may have been seen by some Maori as adequate, but the way 

it v/as distributed ,/as bound to cause further conflict shortly 

after the signing. 

The most critical aspect of the overall meaning of the deed 

in English was that of absolute alienation. The entire Oruru 

Valley, from the source of the river to its mouth was to be "a 

perpetual possession for the White people for ever and ever." 

Nonetheless, the deed failed to refer to the status of 

Panakareao's Oruru reserve. Unless the Crown intended to resume 

that reserve, it could not say that all Oruru would be "a 

perpetual possession for White people" only. 85 

19. Boundaries and Surveys 

Evidence that a surveyed plan of the 1856 Oruru purchase was 

not available to the signers of the deed can be found in White's 

private correspondence with McLean. In a 29 June letter, over 20 

months after the signing, White informed McLean that he had just 

completed the Oruru survey.~ The Crown apparently neglected to 

attach a copy of this plan to the original 1856 deed, because 

Turton failed to locate it in preparing his published volume of 

Crown purchase plans during the 1870s. 87 In the absence of a 

plan, Maori may have been unsure as to the boundaries of the 

purchase. This alone castes considerable doubt on whether they 

85 Ibid. 

86 White to McLean 29 June 1856, McLean papers 633. 

87 In a thorough search of the original Crown purchase deeds 
and plans at the Department of Survey and Land Information in 
Wellington, I haven't been able to locate White's surveyed plan 
of Oruru. DOSLI staff, particularly Chris Buckler, have assisted 
me in this search. Their assistance has been much appreciated. 
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understood the full i,nplications of the transaction. 

Kemp had expressed concern earlier about purchases signed 

without the benefit of a plan clearly identifying boundaries. He 

wrote to NcLean stating: 

Of the importance of surveys, whether as regards the 
Government, the settlers, or the aboriginal owners, the 
past present or future dealings with the Natives for land, 
it \'1Ould I think be impossible to speak too 
strongly ... hence it is that the greatest care and caution 
is requisite in fixing the boundaries of such blocks as are 
now being offered for sale ... 88 

McLean fully agreed with Kemp on the necessity of have a surveyed 

plan completed prior ~o the completion of purchase negotiations. 

On 8 September 1856, just prior to the completion of Oruru 

purchase negotiations, he instructed Kemp: 

The boundaries of each block must be carefully 
perambulated, as well as the reserves for the Natives, and 
a plan made of the same to be attached to the Deed of Sale 
before any payment is made to the Natives. 89 

Coincidentally, Kemp expressed complete satisfaction with 

this instruction in the same private letter he \vrote to McLean 

reporting the Oruru purchase. Without stating \vhy he had not 

insisted upon White completing his survey prior to the signing 

of the deed, he wrote: 

I am extremely glad to find that the Government contemplate 
Surveys before payments, nothing can be more satisfactory -

hope you will continue to urge it [his emphasisj.90 

McLean soon had ample information that this instruction had not 

been followed at Oruru. On 12 November 1856, almost two months 

after the signing of the deed, White reported that he was about 

to begin the Oruru survey.91 On 3 June 1857, over 8 months after 

88 Kemp to McLean 6 April 1856, No. 9 AJHR 1861 C-1, pp. 5-
6, incl. in Docs B20. 

B20. 
89 McLean to Kemp 8 Sept. 1856, No. 18, ibid., incl. in Docs 

90 Kemp to McLean 29 Sept. 1856, McLean papers 368. 

91 White to McLean 15 Nov. 1856, ibid. 633. 
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the signing, White told McLean "I have all but completed [the] 

Oruru [survey] ... ,,92 Finally, on 29 June 1858, over 20 months 

after the signing, White began his private letter to McLean: "I 

cannot tell you how glad I am to get rid of the Oruru plan ... ," 

indicating that he had finally completed the long overdue 

survey.93 

During the 20 months that transpired between the signing of 

the Oruru deed and the completion of White's survey, Crown 

officials continued to advocate pre-purchase surveys. Kemp, in 

early 1857, told McLean that this would deter ~laori from having 

second thoughts about the purchase prior to signing the deed. 

Kemp also lamented how the absence of surveyed plans complicated 

the Crown's claim to scrip exchange lands (such as Ford's Oruru 

claim) which, he said, "form a very large part of the part of the 

Public Domain. ,,94 On the day before White announced the 

completion of his Oruru survey, McLean instructed Kemp 

that every transaction with the Natives for the purchase of 
land should be so clear, distinct and well understood that 
no possibility of a question arising in consequence of 
insufficient surveys should ever exist. The subsequent 
evils resulting from undefined boundaries are often much 
greater than the first expense of an accurate survey.95 

When the Lands and Survey officers working for the Surplus 

Land Commission attempted to reconstruct the boundaries of the 

1856 Crown purchase, they apparently relied on the surveyed plans 

available for the adjacent Hikurangi, Maungataniwha and Kohumaru 

blocks. These plans were prepared after White completed the Oruru 

plan, but there is no guarantee that all the boundary lines were 

consistent. In fact, White admitted that the Kohumaru and 

92 White to McLean 3 June 1857, ibid. 

93 White to McLean 29 June 1858, ibid. 

94 Kemp to McLean 8 Feb. 1857, ibid. 368; Kemp to McLean 11 
Feb. 1857, No. 30, AJHR 1861 C-1, pp. 16-18, incl. in Docs B20. 

95 11cLean to Kemp 28 June 1858, No. 56, ibid. incl in Docs 
B20. 
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Maungataniwha boundaries "overlap the Oruru block surveyed by 

me ... H when he reported prbgress in purchase negotiations during 

September 

1858. 96 This all suggests that the boundary lines were not 

consistent, and that the SLC reconstruction of them (see Map 

6, SLC Oruru boundaries, p. 47) was more like a tidying up 

exercise than a positive identification of exact boundaries. 

20. Continued Dispute 1856-9 

The lack of a clear and common understanding of what was 

involved in the 1856 Oruru purchase contributed to dragging out 

the dispute. Soon after the signing of the deed, White alleged 

that local traders, Samuel and Edward Yates, were attempting to 

sow discord among Maori by telling them that the purchase hadn't 

been authorised by the Crown. White asked McLean to reassure 

local chiefs that he and Kemp had acted with the full authority 

of the Crown. 97 Although the cause of this side of the dispute 

is obscure, it appears to have arisen from White's determination 

to remove all Maori from Oruru, and the desire of the Yates 

brothers to continue to trade with them. 98 

Specifically, White wanted to remove Panakareao's daughter 

and her whanau from the Oruru reserve he had granted Panakareao 

in his 1854 purchase deed. During the 1856 negotiations, Puhipi 

had agreed to allow the Crown to purchase the reserve, but he 

evidently hadn't been able to get other chiefs to agree. In 

December 1856, when White reported that the continued Maori 

presence at Oruru impeded Pakeha settlement, McLean instructed 

% White to Kemp 7 Sept. 1858, encl. in Kemp to McLean 22 
Sept. 1858, No. 59, ibid. incl. in B20. 

97 White to McLean 15 Nov. 1856, McLean papers, 633. McLean 
probably complied with White's request, but he was unwilling to 
send the chiefs additional payments, as White had recommended. 
McLean to White 17 Nov. 1856, Maori Affairs records, MA 4/2, p. 
120. 

98 white to McLean 15 Dec. 1856, McLean papers 633. 
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to notify the parties concerned ... that they should move 
off the land in question in February next [after harvesting 
their crops], when it can be done without inconvenience or 
loss.n 

White, however, failed to persuade the guardian of Panakareao's 

daughter, Nopera te Puru, to comply with l1cLean' s order to 

vacate. White advised l1cLean to write directly to Puru urging him 

to leave. He feared that if Puru remained at Oruru much longer, 

he would be joined by Tipene, "a very ambitious young 

man ... likely to embroil himself with the other chiefs ... ,,100 

Meanwhile, Hokianga chiefs with Oruru claims wrote to McLean 

complaining that they had not been consulted in the 1856 purchase 

negotiations. White actually supported their claims to an area 

of 500-600 acres, mostly near Mangonui. He recommended a further 

1:100 payment, and the inclusion of this area in his then 

uncompleted survey (even though it presumably changed the 

boundaries described in the deed). He added that although Pororua 

objected to the Hokianga claims, "the Natives in this district 

treat his opposition with some contempt. ,,101 To further 

complicate matters, Tipene complained about not receiving the 

payment due to him from the Oruru purchase. McLean obviously took 

this complaint seriously, because he told Kemp that "if any 

injustice has been done towards him, it must be rectified." 102 

The paucity of surviving documentary evidence make it virtually 

impossib~e to confirm whether or not the Hokianga claimants and 

Tipene were paid in full. Nonetheless, it's clear that subsequent 

99 l1cLean to White 26 Dec. 1856, MA 4/2, p. 156. 

100 White to McLean 2, 7 March 1857, McLean papers 633. In 
a post-script to his 9 March letter, White reported that Maori 
had laid claim to an Oruru settler's pigs, as indicative of the 
likely trouble to come if they were not removed. 

101 White memo nd., encl. in Kemp to McLean 19 March 1857, 
No. 32, AJHR 1861 C-1, pp. 18-19, incl. in Docs B20. 

102 McLean to Kemp 25 March 1857, ibid. p. 19, incl. in Docs 
B20. 
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events revealed great disatisfaction with, and confusion over, 

the 1856 Oruru purchase. 

Map 6 
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Throughout 1857-8 White continued to put pressure on Puru 

to vacate Panakareao's Oruru reserve. Apparently Samuel Yates 

escorted Puru to Auckland to uphold his right to remain there, 

while White accused Oruru Maori of "depredations on 

Europeans ... ," and Yates of carrying out "a regular Je,.,[']s 

trick ... ,,103 When Puru applied to the Crown for the right to 

inherit Panakareao's annuities in late 1857, McLean, after 

obtaining white's advice, informed him that the Governor would 

have "to be well assured of a chief's fidelity and good conduct 

before ... " granting Puru his request. 104 White undoubtedly let 

Puru kno>'l that if he did not comply with the Crmm' s request, he 

could not expect the Crown to grant his request .. 

During 1857-8 both Kemp and McLean supported White's 

attempts to remove Puru and his whanau from Oruru, ,qithout 

effect. Kemp recommended that the Crown purchase Panakareao's 

reserve, and establish a trust fund (from the proceeds of the 

resale of the land) to support the welfare of his daughter. 105 

In December 1857 McLean informed White that 

His Excellency [the Governor] concurs in your suggestion of 
removing the Natives from the said reserve, if it can be 
done without hostility, or violence being used towards 
them. 106 

By the end of 1858, however, White had still not succeeded in his 

persistent efforts to remove Maori from Oruru. Yet again, he 

complained about the "annoyances the European settlers in the 

Oruru valley are subjected to by Natives ..• " Again, McLean 

authorised him to convey to the Maori involved: 

188. 

the >'lish of the Government that they should move off the 
land in question in February next, when it can be done 

103 White to McLean 3 June 1857, McLean papers 633. 

104 McLean to White 7 Oct., 4 Dec. 1857, MA 4/2, pp. 183, 

105 Kemp to McLean 12 June 1857, No. 37, AJHR 1861 C-l, p. 
21, incl. in Docs B20. 

106 McLean to White 16 Dec. 1857, MA 4/2, p. 191. 
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wi thout inconvenience or loss. 107 

After having supported White in his efforts to remove Maori 

from Oruru throughout 1857-8, MCLean reversed his position in 

1859. In August his assistant, Thomas Smith, informed Kemp that 

the Crown would purchase Panakareao's Oruru reserve only if he 

could provide it lJith compelling reasons for doing so. Otherwise, 

Smith stated, the Crown would take no further action. 108 As a 

result of this remarkable about-face (which escaped my attention 

in the preparation of the preliminary Report), Maori continued 

to occupy Panakareao' s reserve for at least another decade. Oruru 

Maori may have won a battle, in successfully resisting White's 

attempts to remove them, but they certainly hadn't won the war 

to maintain a strong Maori presence there. 

21. Adjacent Crown Purchases 1858-9 

Since part of the area included in the 1858-9 Otengi and 

Kohumaru Crown purchases probably fell within Ford's original 

boundaries, those transactions require brief attention. The 

February 1858 Otengi purchase (see Map 6, SLC Oruru Boundaries 

p. 47) apparently shared many of the questionable features of 

1856 Oruru purchase. Although White surveyed the area prior to 

purchase, he included prominently in his survey the boundaries 

of William Clarke's homestead. White had obviously allowed Clarke 

to select land there, just as he had encouraged settlers to 

select land at Oruru, prior to the Crown purchase. Perhaps 

because of this embarrassing anomaly glaringly evident in the 

surveyed plan, Turton did not publish it with his official record 

of Crown purchases. 109 

107 McLean to White 26 Dec. 1858, ibid., p.126 

108 Smith to Kemp 1 Aug. 1859, No. 77, AJHR 1861 C-1, p. 37, 
incl. in Docs B20. 

109 Deeds-No.36, otengi Block 3 Feb. 1858, Turton's pp. 51-2, 
incl. in Docs B32, pp. 210-1. White's surveyed plan of the 
Otengi/Taipa area is designated SO [Survey office] 797. 
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Included in the 2,722 acres purchased at Otengi ,yaS a 79 

acre reserve for Tipene near Taipa called Waimutu. Within a fe>< 

><eeks after the signing of the deed, hmmver, White called upon 

the Crown to purc:hase Waimutu. 110 Since White had previously had 

trouble with Tipene in relation to the Oruru purchase and 

Panakareao's reserve, he undoubtedly wanted to move him out of 

the area in the same ,-my that he had attempted to move Puru and 

his whanau in 1856-9. Eventually, in 1864 White succeeded in 

getting Tipene to 

remaining land 

significance. 111 

sell, 

at 

thus removing Ngati Kahu from 

Taipa, a site of great 

their only 

ancestral 

The Kohumaru purchase along the eastern side of Oruru, 

concluded in August 1859, appears to have been a straightforward 

enough transaction. Unlike the 1856 Oruru transaction, a surveyed 

plan of the purchase appears to have been made available to Maori 

participants, including po'rorua, before they signed the deed. The 

only irregularity evident was that the written deed referred to 

a reserve, the boundaries of which "the map of the Survey 

hereunto annexed will point out clearly ... " Unfortunately, 

neither the original plan, 

define the boundaries of 

nor that copied by Turton from it, 

this reserve. 112 Pororua, to whom 

Clarke in 1843 had promised a reserve, and who had been denied 

an Oruru reserve in 1856, may not have been reserved any land, 

even at Kohumaru where his authority was unquestioned. 

22. Bell's Land Claims Commission 1857-62 

Throughout Kemp and White's campaign to extinguish all Maori 

claims in the Oruru area during the 1850s, they were aware of the 

complications posed by the dormant Pakeha land claims dating back 

110 Rogan to Kemp 21 April 1858, No. 50, AJHR 1861 C-1, p. 
26, incl. in Docs B20. 

111 Deeds-No. 19, Waimutu Block 21 Oct. 1864, Turton's, pp. 
22-3, incl. in Docs B32, pp.194-6. 

112 Deeds-No.4, Upper Kohumaru Block 29 August 1859, 
Turton's, pp. 4-5, incl. in Docs B32, pp. 163-5. 
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to the l830s and 40s. Both Kemp and White assumed that when 

claimants in the Oruru/Mangonui area exchanged land for scrip, 

the land became part of the public domain. Kemp relied very much 

on White's local knowledge of the so-called Old Land Claims. As 

Kemp put it in an 1856 letter to McLean, White ,vas "intimately 

acquainted with the Claims both European and Native." 113 When 

Kemp heard of Francis Dillon Bell's appointment to investigate 

the Old Land Claims, he advised McLean that Bell would have to 

be careful in dealing with possible Maori objections. This was 

something " ... to be guarded against," wrote Kemp, in case it 

necessi tated a further investigation. 114 

Despite the fact that, according to the Crown, the 

boundaries of Ford's claim were identical to those of the 1856 

Crown purchase, Kemp 

McLean in 1857. 115 

included it in lists of scrip 

White also reported that 

land he sent 

within the 

Oruru/Mangonui scrip exchange area, Maori "claim a great deal of 

land they have no right to ... ,,116 He obviously shared Kemp's 

concern that Bell might be stumped by Maori objections to 

legitimate Pakeha claims. 'Kemp privately confided in McLean that 

settler confidence in Northland depended upon Bell upholding the 

Old Land Claims. Until this happened,. he believed, the area would 

attract no capital and "everything and everybody is at a 

standstill ... ,,117 

Kemp and White's fears that Maori would take advantage of 

Bell's Commission to object to Pakeha claims (in the same way 

that they had objected in 1843 before Commissioner Godfrey) 

proved groundless. When Bell held hearings at Mangonui in October 

113 Kemp to McLean 10 March 1856, McLean papers 368. 

114 Kemp to McLean 22 Nov. 1856, ibid. 

115 Kemp to McLean 11 Feb. 1857, Smith to Kemp 12 June 1857, 
Nos. 30, 36, AJHR 1861 C-1, pp. 16-18, 20-1. 

116 White to McLean 9 March 1857, McLean papers 633. 

117 Kemp to McLean 20 Feb. 1859, ibid. 368. 
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1857, very few Maori appeared before him, and he paid little 

attention to the dormant Oruru claims .118 Neither Stephen 

Wrathall or William Murphy pursued their Waikainga and Oparera 

claims. Since Fitzroy had issued Murphy with a Crmm Grant in 

1844, Bell called it in and cancelled, as he was empowered to 

do. 119 Bell upheld Berghan's Taipa claim which, White assured 

him, local 11aori supported. Consequently Berghan received a 40 

acre Crown Grant on the eastern side of the river near its 

mouth. 120 

Bell's major recommendations on surplus land affected the 

Oruru area only in the Ryder's Creek area where the Crown claimed 

167 acres. He did not pursue the matter of the legal status of 

scrip exchange lands at Oruru which Kemp claimed were part of the 

public domain. Finally, he did little to familiarise himself with 

Godfrey's grounds for recommending scrip exchanges in the 

Oruru/Mangonui area. He thus failed to understand why Godfrey 

hadn't followed the standard tripling formula in estimating the 

amount of scrip offered to claimants. Godfrey refused to triple 

the value of the declared original payment for the land, because 

these ,.,ere almost all uninvestigated and contested claims. Bell 

simply assumed that Godfrey had mistakenly failed to apply the 

tripling formula, and' he increased his Crown Grant 

recommendations accordingly. 121 These were matters so technical, 

however, that Maori were in no position to object. 

118 Notes of Various Sittings of the Land Claims Court, 
Mangonui, 3-6 Oct. 1857, OLC 5/34. 

119 Bell's cancellation order 19 Oct. 1857, OLC 848-9, p. 28. 

120 Notes of Various Sittings ... Mangonui, 3-6 Oct. 1857, OlC 
5/34; Berghan statement 3 Oct. 1857, SLC File I. p. 24. The only 
other Crown Grant recommended by Bell in the Oruru area was 120 
acres for John Ryder on the ,.,estern side of the Taipa River. 

121 Bell's report on Berghan' s claims 11 Feb. 1858, ibid., 
pp. 25-8. 
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The Oruru Aftermath 1866-1900 

By 1866 Joseph Matthews could report: 

Oruru is now nicely settled by Europeans and is the 
residence of Resident Magistrate W.B. White Esq. \"I'ho farms 
his own estate and attends public duties twice a week in 
Mangonui 5 miles distant. 122 

The Crown erected a Runanga house on Panakareao's Oruru reserve 

during the 1860s, perhaps because of its proximity to White's 

country estate. After selling his Waimutu reserve in 1864, Tipene 

apparently moved to Panakareao's reserve. He attended the 1869 

Native Land Court hearing to reapportion shares in this reserve. 

At this hearing Panakareao' s daughter, Wharo Ngakuku, gave up her 

share to her stepfather, Tehu Ngawaka of Whangape. Her uncle, 

Puru, and Tipene retained only a small interest and may have sold 

it off soon afterwards. 123 

After 1866, Maori apparently went to church and school at 

Peria and Parapara, while Pakeha went to church and school in the 

village of Oruru. Ngati Kahu' s identification with Oruru remained 

strong, however. In 1946 Hoone Tukariri and others petitioned 

Parliament on behalf of "the Ngatikahu tribe of the Oruru 

district ... " They claimed "t·hat the New Zealand Government 

confiscated in the Oruru district ... 15,000 acres in the year 1856 

and this confiscation was never inquired into." The Ngati Kahu 

petitioners therefore called upon the Crown to investigate how 

it carne to acquire Oruru. 124 

24. Surplus Land Commission investigation 1946-8 

The 1946 Ngati Kahu petitioners probably referred to the 

1856 Crown purchase as confiscation because, after the 1928 Sim 

122 Matthews to Venn 27 Aug. 1866, CMS/eN 0 61. 

123 Native Land Court minute 3 Sept. 1869, SLC File N, p. 33, 
incl. in App C; Halse to White 14 Sept. 1869, MA 4/64, pp. 656-7. 

1~ Petition No. 69/1946, SLC File N, p. 1, incl. in App C. 
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Commission on Confiscated Land and other grievances, J.laori may 

have thought that the Crown considered nothing less than 

confiscation as worthy of investigation. Although the 

petitioners succeeded in 

investigation of 1946-8, 

getting Oruru included in 

the confiscation label 

the 

did 

SLC 

not 

strengthen their case. In preparing a summary of the Oruru 

documents presented to the Commission, Lands and Survey officers 

summarily rejected the petitioner's reference to confiscation, 

stating: 

There was no confiscation at any time. The l1aori owners 
sold considerable areas in the vicinity [of Oruruj to early 
settlers (Land Claimants). The Government acquired the area 
alleged to have been confiscated by purchase from all 
tribes claiming ownership, and a considerable area within 
the purchase was also acquired through Land Claims 
legislation (see Appendix C: SLC File 0, Oruru Petition, 
Summary, p . 4). 

The officers stating this obviously relied upon the successive 

1854 and 1856 Oruru purchases to establish the Crown's title. 

They failed to identify the "considerable area ... also acquired 

through Land Claims legislation." Furthermore, they failed to 

state whether this area included any surplus land, the focus of 

the Commission's investigation. 

The fact that Lands and Survey Officers working for the 

Commission prepared documentary files on the Oruru area indicates 

that the Crown conducted an investigation into the historical 

background to petitioner grievances, but this investigation 

appears to have been hampered in three main respects. Firstly, 

the Commission apparently bhose not to encourage J.laori to present 

oral testimony. Secondly, the Commission's choice as Counsel for 

J.laori did not assist petitioners in preparing their own case, and 

he did not represent their specific interests in particular 

areas. Thirdly, the Commission did not appoint a qualified 

historian to analyse the bulky and often complex documentary 

evidence. As a result, perhaps, the Commission chose neither to 

report its findings on the grievances expressed in the Oruru 

petition, nor to explain why it chose not to report on the 

substantial Oruru evidence placed before it. 
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On the question of Naori oral testimony, previous Royal 
• 

Commissions such as the 1928 Sim Commission gave the SLC plenty 

of precedents for allowing Maori petitioners to speak for 

themselves. So intense '1as the interest of Tai Tokerau Maori in 

the SLC public hearings i,hich began in 1947, that the Commission 

agreed to move these hearings from Auckland to Kaikohe after Lou 

Parore and Anaru Ngawaka requested such a move. 125 When the 

Commission arrived in Kaikohe in October 1947, its Chairman Sir 

Michael Myers stated that "the people whose interests are 

affected may appear," but the Commission took no steps to 

encourage petitioners or other Maori to testify. The Commission 

apparently assumed that HO Cooney, Counsel for Maori, would speak 

for them. 126 

At Kaikohe, Cooney presented a letter from Maori petitioners 

requesting that the Commission hear evidence in Mangonui, Kaitaia 

and Russell, which were nearer the disputed areas. Cooney, 

however, failed to support this request, saying: 

At this stage viva voce evidence in regard to the petitions 
100 years after the transaction is practically impossible. 

Apart from the petitoner's convenience, and "small questions of 

dealing with boundaries or description," Cooney saw no reason to 

obtain on-site testimony. 127 

This suggests that Cooney neither assisted the petitioners 

in preparing their case, nor saw his role as one of directly 

representing petitioner groups with specific local grievances. 

Although he met with petitioner groups in Auckland and Kaikohe, 

he apparently preferred to present the Maori case in general 

125 Lou Parore assisted Counsel for Maori during the 
proceeding, and Anaru Ngawaka represented Te Rarawa in welcoming 
the Commission to Kaikohe. They wished to have all hearings moved 
North, but the Commission conducted approximately half its public 
hearings in Auckland , and half in Kaikohe. SLC Procedings 25 
Feb. 1947, MA 91/2, pp. 10-13. 

126 Ibid., p. A1 . 

127 Ibid., pp. A3-A4. 
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') terms of equity, rather than in specific local and historical 

terms. On one occasion he revealed his lack of confidence in 

petitioner statements that the Oruru area had been wrongly 

included in the survey of an adjacent area. He stated that it was 

impossible to determine "what land the l1aoris then knew as Oruru" 

after almost a hundred year lapse. 128 On another occasion, he 

admitted that he did not even know the tribal background of the 

two main groups of petitioners in the Oruru/Mangonui area, when 

asked about this by the Commission. 129 All Maori persons from 

the area present at the hearing could have answered the 

Commission's question, but their Counsel did not calIon them to 

) 

) 

) 

testify, so they had no opportunity to do so. 

Since the Commission failed to retain the services of a 

qualified historian, Counsel for both Maori and the Crown had a 

great deal of difficulty with the bulky and complex historical 

evidence assembled for the Commission. Without any training in 

the analysis of such evidence, Cooney was forced to do what he 

could. He identified a few obvious gaps in the evidence, such as 

the then missing 1840 Magonui purchase deed (which had been 

misfiled in Internal Affairs records). On the other hand, he 

failed to identify inconsistencies in the available evidence, 

such as the Crown basing its 1856 Oruru boundaries on those of 

Ford's 1839 transaction, despite the fact that these had been 

substantially reduced in his 1840 transaction (see Map 6, SLC 

Oruru boundaries, p. 47). Cooney confessed the "grave difficulty" 

he encountered in making any sense at all out of the 

"inextricable maze of papers and documents before the 

Commission ... ,,130 The Commission, however, did nothing to 

overcome this difficulty, and its published report suffered as 

a result. 

In addition to poor historical analysis, the Commission's 

1a Ibid., pp. Dl -D2. 

1~ Ibid., p. X5. 

1~ Ibid., p. T2. 
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final report suffered from lack of comprehensiveness. Although 

the. Commission staff investigated the background to the Oruru 

petition, not a single reference to this appeared in the 

published report. 131 Admittedly, the Commission's 1946 Warrant 

did not include the Oruru petition in its Schedule of Petitions, 

but since the Commission wanted to make its investigation and 

report as comprehensive as possible, the omission of Oruru is 

puzzling. At the very least, the Commission should have stated 

why it chose not to report on Oruru. 

Oruru petitioners also had grounds for dissatisfaction over 

the manner in which the Commission recommended compensation to 

Maori. The Commission concluded its report by stating there were 

some transactions involving surplus land in which Maori were 

entitled to compensation. Unfortunately, it did not identify 

these transactions, and, instead, with Cooney's support, called 

for in globo compensation. 132 This meant that funds were 

distributed to a Tai Tokerau Trust Board without distinguishing 

those groups most prejudicially affected. The Oruru petitioners 

may well have concluded that over a century of their accumulated 

grievances remained unremedied. 

25. Issues Arising from the Evidence 

In concluding this historical report, there are number of 

basic questions or issues arising from the evidence presented. 

(i) How adequate were the pre-1840 Pakeha land transactions 

in the Oruru area in terms of the following standards: 

sufficiency of Maori representation; clarity of boundary 

description; adequacy of payment, and; the extent of the 

Maori understanding of the transaction? 

(ii) What was the significance of the Ford transaction of 

1840 which modified the terms of his 1839 transaction? 

131 See the petitions report in Report of Surplus Land 
Commission 18 Oct. 1948, AJHR 1948 G-8, pp. 3-5. 

132 Ibid., pp. 17-18. 
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(iii) Hm'l adequate "ere the 1840-1 Cro"n Mangonui purchases 

"hen measured by the same standards applied to pre-1840 

land transactions? 

(iv) Ho" adequate "as Godfrey's investigation into the pre-

1840 land transactions in the Oruru area, and ho" effective 

"ere his recommendations in clarifying Maori and Pakeha 

land rights? 

(v) What "as the significance of Clarke's attempted 

settlement of the Oruru dispute in August 18437 

(vi) What "as the nature of Panakareao's relationship "ith 

the Cro"n after his return to Oruru in 18467 

(vii) Had the Cro"n established clear title to land in the 

Oruru area "hen White encouraged Pakeha to select 

homesteads there in 1853? 

(viii) Ho" adequate "as the 1854 Crown Oruru purchase "hen 

measured by the standards applied to other transactions? 

(ix) How adequate was the 1856 Crown Oruru purchase when 

measured by these same standards? 

(x) Does evidence that White completed the Oruru survey 

after the signing of the 1854 and 1856 deeds impair the 

legal validity of those transactions? 

(xi) Were the Crown's attempts to purchase Panakareao' s . 
Oruru reserve, and Tipene' s Waimutu reserve, consistent 

"ith its stated policy of ensuring that Maori retained 

reserves adequate for the needs of current and future 

generations? 

(xii) How adequate was Bell's investigation of the pre-1840 

transactions, and the procees by which Godfrey arrived at 

his 1844 recommendations? 

(xiii) Was the Crown's participation in the removal of most 

Maori from the Oruru area after 1856 consistent with its 

protective obligations under the terms of the Treaty of 

Waitangi? 

(xiv) How adequate "as the Surplus Land Commission's 

investigation of the background to the 1946 Oruru petition, 

and how effective were its proposed remedies to Maori 

grievances? 
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APPENDIX A 

Deeds- No.52, Waioioi, Oruru and Parawai Block 

12 November 1839, 5 October 1840 
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TANE PURAPLIRA. 
S. \Y r"thaJI. 
[1, 100 n("r("~.] 

Ih·ccipt.. 

1S-1O. 
2 April. 

Elldonclllcnt. 

No. 35!D: 

O.L.O. 

lS3P. 
S XOHllll:er •. 

~r.i.."iGo::-;n 
D151:J::.lcr. -

OTANENUI. 
Thomn~ and Phillips. 

Boundari~. 
[100 acres.] . . : ~--; 

Receipt. 

No.2i5E. 

O.L.O. 

18S9. 
12 No~elllb~r. 

lL-I.:-iGO;:CI 
D1Hi!IC-r. 

V!AI::>IQI, ETC. 
H. For~l. ' 

Pi~LVXI'I'; I,,\\'I) I'l.'llCILl.SES. i 1 ~:):J 

Dccdf; --. ~{o. 50. 
T.\:\'-: Pl"IUl'L"I:.\ HJ.on;-, !)!:C;:l', :.r.\:-;(;O~C( J)IS·~t:'l~T. 

K~ow fill mc!) hy lh('~c 'H'Q~(,llla Ih:lt \\"(~ the ::\atiyc Chiefs of ChIodo J~i\~I·. ~('\y Z(':\_ 
bud on Uli~ Jlh day of XC)\'('llJucr lS;~U wo :,(:;1 anrl mal.c {l\"er unto Stt'i1!:Cll \\~r:lihall 
:llld \rm. \\"l'ight:111 th:1t piece :}nd p;lI>~~{'J of LI!lJ known by the Xatiyc \lame of T;Il111C 
PUI'r:\ PUIT:1 :1l'e:1nlin or to bud m:trk:J bid c1o\nl. Be it; further tllllit-r:-;\oou :lull In 
prl.!n:nl <Illy lllj::UlHlCI~I;\lHlilig or dispute::; IJcn::l.fter that we for oUI'';l'h'c:J heir:3 :uhl 
~Ilcct'e~ors have I(~r> ~(l!tl, :llltl :n:Hlc onT Ullto Stq)hCll \\'l'<lthall nnd \\Tm, \\rrj~hl tht.:ir 
llc!rs fInd Sl!ccc~sor.-i rOt· cn~r all right::; :tllll titles for (>\'t'r (If the aUU\'c bu,!. 

\\C the undcr;:,ig:n<~d do :H_'know!::Jg0 10 h:l.\'c I'ecei\':,d from Stnplw)\ ,rr;tthnll ;1\\(1 
'\\"m, ,\1right Two) Pounds in mOllc)" 3 Hbllkets a Sl-tiris, GO Ius, l\)\\'(lcr, ~;~ IL~, 
T0b:l.cco, 14: Y:l.rd~ Print, I:! yards Calico and 1 Pl'. Trom,el's :lS a ju~t. a1ld flill payment 
for the o.uo\'e land, \\T .A In:. 

,Yifncss- A \fIAufi:..i x his marl;:. 
. Charles Partridge. TE T.\::->E x, 

Thomas l)jlillips x his lll:l.rk. 

I certify that I gi\'e all claims 10 the land of Tyk.1r unto Stephen "W·r.'lthall. GiYcn 
under our bauds this 2nd day of AprillSJO, 

,Yitlless- WILLUM WnlG!IT. 
George Thomas. 
George Bregman. 

A Trne Copy of Original Deed and Endorsement. 
H. HiNSO!f TCRTO:S-•. 

.,? ellington, 9th AU'gqst, i~79. 
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Deeds-No. 51. ~~ 
_ Ol'AX£~UI BLOCK, DOTInrr:ESS BAY, )fA.X~OXUI D1ST.RICr. n 

hlOW nn.men by these pre~ents that I a. Knti'fc Chief of Doubtless Bny and nlongar- g 
nui knmyn by the name of \\'ittirua on the eighth day of Nm'ember iu the year of our I"" 
Lord 1839 hase bequeathed bargained and sold and by thege presents do bequeath. -
bargain and sell unto George Thomas and Thomas, Phillips of l\fongarnui, Doubtless -
Eay, :New Zealand their heil:s and executors and assigns for e,er all our right title and _. 
interest in and unto a piece or p?Xcel of Land with all timber, miriJs &c. &c. belonging .' 
thereto known by the name of O. Tarninui joining a. piece Qf land to the South EMt I 
pur~hased by James Burgain and to the ,festward by 3.- pur~hase 'made by George : 
Thomas and Thomas. Phillips-. The abO\'e Riece of land forms a part'~f a small bay in g" 
Doubtless Bny, and extends back according to Sath'e marks one mile more or less. "'-.~ 
r the ~aid ,Vittirua in ccinsidel'ation of the fium of Three Pounds (£3) "alae of goods 'J'­

as follows, viz. 1 pair Blankets, six Shi1'tfl, six 'pair Trow-sers do hereby resign all my (It­
.right title and interest; in and unto a piece or parcel o.f bnd fiS above des~ribed for f~ 
myself my heirs and assigns for c,er, and yield peaceable pos:se~sion of the' same to the ~ 
faid Georgo Thomas an.d Thomas Phillips their heirs' executors and as:signsJor ever. 'i' ... 

_-\.nd I do hereby ad{'no~ylec1ge the receipt. of\ 1 pair Blankets, si:x: Shi~ts, fd~· pair 
'l'ro\.rsers of the said George Thomds, and Thomas Phillips as a full :md jus~ 'p~j~ent 
fo.r.~ tho above dcscri~ed pi.ece or parcel o(Iand. _ In. \Vitness' whereof I have :set my 
I!a~d and seal in prescnc_c of the under~igned \fitncsses. __ . ~:-" :_.:-.:\-:;~ ... ::-~:";,;'. 

" Witness-::;-. . . , .. '__ " i . . _'. ~:"> . .w-ITIRU.1.. 
Clement Parlridge. . ," " " ,; .. , ' • 'c:O 
Stepben \\'r.thall. , 

:--

A True_ Copy of Original Deed. 'to' 

H. H.ANS01f TcntoN. 
1Ycllington,.1<llh ~r:lrch) 1879. I. 

Deeds-No. ,52,. ~ , 
W.AIOIOI, OHunu, .. \.ND P.\.1U.WAI BLOCK, )IANOO:!,{l!I DrsTR.ICT. t~: 

. ' .l.[airaia Non. 12, 1839. r~ 
\V .. \'K.\.P.:O~oo· E nga t:lngata kaio:l. ki tcm·i pukapuka kua tt.hituhia e ruat~.lU E l\opera. ;~, 
P:lI1akarc:l.O ma. ki ict3hi lalla., ko 10 Poari ki tetahi tnh:l, Kua oti tenci pukapuka t~.t? 

.tn!lituhi i to tt:!mu Ill:\ rua 0 Xo\\,cma i to tau 0 to btOli A.riki -0 Ihu l\::lraiti KoLtili ~§ 
mllno 0 ",.\1';1 rau c to;u ickau m3. iw.a (N~H'lllU(:l' l~th, IS3~)'- K.ua. tuhit~hia. t(,lll'~ K\. 
pukapuka h lI111~OU C ~()p('r.'\ P,lll:lk~ra!::lo kl_ tebln taha, ko te Po an k1 tctalll t:lha. hc} t:tf 
tino l(lhu Iii a lal0n I,;atoa, I;:i ll~:l bn'!:lta k:ttoa ano 1Ioki c kua uti to tukll e matou E i'f­
:\ol)cra Pan,!l;:,tre:1O 1Il:l I,;i a to 'P,mri tet:dli wahi WCllua, otj to7ili'~fi)~ Ill!) Ill':\, r:\k:!u ~~ 

. D ~ 
katoa, mc ng3. aha. iWfl., 1)\0 nga. :Ilia il!l;t katoa e tllpU :til:\. I t:tll3. WCnll:l., mo nga JIlc:l ~~~. 

" k . {'C 
),;:atu:l 0 ~':lro ~ hll~a,w(,llua .• ho ~tc UIlIJ~g:\ 0 lau.:\. WCHua c run te :au 1ll;\I~o.ck:lI·~, 1l~1l ~;'i 
aJw r:lTWl nohlllo!n lho ranCl. 1\.0 lIg-\ lIlgoa nIH 0 tau:\. wenu:l. ko to \\- alOrlUrl, h_o ::;~ 
) I' 1) . ""1: l rUl'U, \.0 to arawnl. rT' 
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1'::·"\ tt' k;'\~:;l 0 tan: ... Wi.:nu:\ ki te {\\J!~. It:\. k:l tilll:l.l:\ ki PIl!a.:'-:l i tc mO:l:1~. k,\ klke a 
T;tn~;;:-:!, k:1 n:r~ :! :\b:lgatar:\\;l.. (Ko tu tl: :-;ota tellt:i). Kt' te k.dla ki to \\-eta Hei 

WAIDIOI, ETC., 
colllim't'<l. 

Puk~' Otl. a. k;1 f:1:1.rcre ki te T:\t:1..tu, k:l. ",-iti [\ PvP()t.::t, Ll marere ki r;".lhillekJ.r"r:tn~a., Hunlldurie~. 
ki \\i:: ki O~;lhuhll k:\ rerc ki te Han 0 to Kawiu. Ko tD klha 1i te JIaut:1. ~ko [5,QOOa{'r~'~'] 
Pul{e:~;ltlcr(', a tt! l\~r,):.\·ai (tc ng:thcrc kauri lIoki), kao rCl"C ki to Up,)kow.ltitiri n 
T;lrn:l:~;\hu. k:l pub ki tc \\~:\iwak:\:"d:t. 1':0 to J;:alu i te lb, ka rCrc n te w:li \rera, ka 
put.-I ki te wai llui 0 P:lkuoga, ka witi i te U runga, b. kake i T;lOgab .. kot.:thi, k .. rerc ntu 
kei p;u.:k;Hlri, k;). hckc a OkOl'obekc, k:\ h:lcrc i to wni nui 0 }humnpu, I(a pub i 
"\V ;1b~ao, ka rere a tc Tnp~ri, ka kakc a lbpcp:lrclao, k:l.. matere i to HIm 0 te T:nyaka, 
k:l. Tc::e Ot::l.Ogaroa, a "\raipumahu, n hohutllal'lI, k:\ ahu ki te K.ota, a Hikurua, a 
P;.\cb1bre, no te Ru:'l, k:1. hacre a 'r;\I1gitcpnrupurll, 1m ,,-iti n. te "Kauuga. I\:,'\ baere lonu 

). to bb.tahn 0 1c aw~ 0 Taipa, a k:1. kopiko n. tc Ko!!tu, n. to T,tUpar:l, kn. haere 1\ ~Japunn., 
a -Cpo"kotopea n Parau;t n. Anam:1.inku, a kn lutitki ki Putnka ki to timatnngn. 0 te "kaha .. 

:0;1, ko ug:l. utu cnei lIlO nga kl.ing;\ kntoa :"ei: Kotnhi r.t\) c Warn tekau parn.ikete, R~ccipt. 
E witu kaho l'upck:t., c rnn. te! .. au 111:). K:t kar;\Onc, C 000 .A riLi, kotahi tekau rna war'u 
Kohth~, c toru tekau }btc: c toru teb.u t:lrautctc, c torn tckan hell) kotahi te"knu mn. 
on~ kntikuti, e rna tek:m W:1. \"-;1 hern, Am; ko tom\ utu, ko to nua. mea,"c toru ratl e 
toru tcbm Paaui moni. A m:l te Pvrtri te wenu,\ knit oti to wakarite i tenei pukapuka • 
moo."\ lllO ona tam:uiki ake ake nke. . . 

2\;1, me Doho ng:). tangab 0 AohuIDaru ratou kato;1, ano k() 0 ratou bmariki i laun. Resident.x"utives still 
wenua i tetahi wakatupuranga a tnea noati:.\ lera atu wakatupur:mga. Ana ia llgn. to occnpy. 
tancrnta <> hea. non atu: heoi ano .ko 0 reira tungata o.ke. 1Vaihoki ko nga tangata 0 • 

Or;ru pu ano te Doho i 0 ruton wahi i rUllgn. i taur\. weuna) i roto aDO i nga kahn .. 'Ko 
te mea maku e tohutohu te wabi e noho n.i t~ tangata maori: a heoi anD 1e hUDga e noho 
i reira ko tc hnllgn e Doho ana i te ritcnga 0 te Ki\raipetnre 0 Ihu K:uaiti. 

. Nopera Pann.kareo. Reih:l.oa :i\L1.renui :1:. 

Rawiri tiro. "\Viremu Rapa :1:. 

· Kepn. Waha. : Ware :1:. 

nIorebou. l'tIohi Witirua. 
jUarari. B:ipi. 
Pana Waliangi. "l\Iahanga. 
Poho. Watene Wern. 

· Uringnrarn. 'Kingi Kohuru.· 
~iki. RaDiera Patuware. 
Watakia. . lhaka Runapuku. 

, . Ruh,hi lCapahu. Rim lCuri. 
· Puia Xapahu. . " \Virellin Pikabu. 
.:Rehi paraon. ·Turan. 

.< '..,.' .~f,..C' 

" 

. i 

.. , 
~\ 

! . 

i'" 
!<f 

, 
'1 
j 

Pita. . Omerengi. 
Xauika:-- Aperah:l.ma l'tIore. 
Tukariri. _ Puru :I: • 

. Ko Pihangru. lHorenga x. 

. j;~~.yf~~} '! 

TIl 
iii , , 

,Viremn Makiri. Ahuahu x. 
·1\latiu Puwai. Huhu x. 
Ihn-in Hau. '\¥ nitahn :t. 
lIemi Pa.ri. " ' Para-tt'ne H nmu. 

). Kiripoka.. J(aruwero. 
I Hamuem Toromai. Tl1.kamo::lOn.. 
I '. _'. " . Hohcpa. Kiwa. Tnmati Pawau_ 

,~+. . . Tano.. Pokaia. Tuha. 

I;C;~;~~f{~i;:';:~i ~~~!~~~~:~iu P::- 'S 
:0 "-t' -----

ill:; ,:~.~:~-;:<: -:'-"-. , ... R:mORSE)IE: .. ~T. . 

J(.:~t:·~r~.:~: ~'. . SURREXDEIt OF CERT . .HN LA...""'IDS 'TO ORIGI~..\r. OWXERS, ETC. ' 18"0. 
5 October. ~ -:~',~:;;,::.::.:'K~J!. wnkaae matou knloa. ko 0 malou ingo3- kci tpa i tenei pukapuka me te Ponti, knn.. 

, {/~~.r_ ~:~~;:. oh tc wakaholti rno nga tangatn m'l.On Dga wn..hi katoa. 0 roto i te pulmpuka. Dei, me kapi Land~ given up to 

~
1 . ~':-: ~!no te Poart (make raton ko ona tama.riki Ur.rn wahi i rota i to tuhitul1in~n i raro tab\. nei; S. ll. Ford. 
, ,,' • • to> .0 

:: t. _: :. rr. ~.' K~»n. nnOl ko np:n kn.h?-. Ko ~e ~ilO:\til.ngn- tenei 0 te kah;'l} ko 'l'angi.te_purupuru-ka. Dvulltlnrie3. 
z • :.'.' rere ton~ ntu 1 rota 1 to \ValUul 0 Oruru-a. to AtU3 Komuhumtthu-a to Punga., ka. 

•

f' -.. l"Cre atn 1 te tnhat::c.h:l. 0 to \Vaiuui. kn. haero atu lInrunckc) ka rere Pukawakawa, te 
! Rp.re e wnihn :U\:l. i roto.i to \\.·tliuui uno ka rero atu to tau 0 "\\Titi 0 \V,\il.u·au· ko to' 
: • _ _ .- _ taha ki to :Vctn.-tcuci, kn wakapikia i konci. k,t an~a ntu ki to Ita, k:~ r~rc a ~[,:t.ti, ka 
t: ~ - ~:,:' - T;r? ahl l~ltoma to 'l\kapooga, ka. rerc atu 'l'okotoko a ko to H:ulta tenei ka rore ntu 

h .~~::.~ ... ~K.,\l 'Vetu Paelwtare, ka rere I>ekehohor:l) to Run,l,;"I, rem ntu bJ lkatiwitiwlt. 0 h,\oro 

~
~ i;:: ~'l~~: to~u I}Of\. i le 10 nUl 0 runga alu, taka nOll ki 'l'angi to Pnrupuru. ka tut.\lti ki te k.~ha: 

. ~,:?-,~::,: ,~Cl te N?tn. tc~ci. Ktl;). hoatn tenci kaillga 0 Nopcra ]l.tn.tk.\teao ki:l te P .. ntri mo ngi\. 
:;:-' ~ ::. - C.'l katO:l? taun. "\\"ontl:\) ngu rak,\Il ng,\ otaot.\ mo ng:;\. me.\. k.tto:l. 0 r:lro 0 t,nl:\. WeHU,\ 

-:_.~ . :-!,: ·~o t.o Poan, me ana tam:.triki uke alto ake. No tc rima () 1Ig:.~ r."\. 0 Okctopa UHO i lullia 

_
-:. , .. t:. C~H~I pultapuka. Kai tul~d-

i: -:.: :.:.. Xai 1'it~ro_ . 1'\Ol'!-;U.\ r,\X.H':-.\ltE.\O. 
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WAIOIOI, ETC. 
S. 11, FL:d_ 

TIounsa6rs. 
L:5,(lCO r.:::rr!;.] 

Rec~ipt. 

L;::'T£X ;::i rc-\-'plc 10 this J30(,J~ \\":Lil'll we S'Jl.:c P:,n:I~;tr('at) hal"\! \Hi:k;l. ' .. :1 iht! l·nc 
:-i(:<? .'In,l ).[", Fc.rd Oil the olh{'r ~ide. This B(I(,k \\":13 written on Ihe 12111 ~)f :\llH!ltlbc:r 

in ,he :\(·~tr of Lord .Je'f'IlS Chri:-:t One Ihous::tn.i Eigllt huntlrc·d a1hl (:~i.·i.y-liillC. 
Th:s B(IL,k is written by ns Sohle. Panakaf(·ao on the OIlC p!lrt, on the other p:1rl by )Ir. 
Fc,rei ::!": a true si,!.;n to us all, as also io all pC(lplt: tktt we ~oblc P;Ln:1"karc:lO !layC let go 
to ':'f •. rurd a poriioll (,f.l:uHi to be his for en'l'. All the ~V.oous :md .a,~l things whn.tt'o-
(·n-r !;rl'\\'i:,~ ('Ill tIle f'aHI bnd and all things b(>ne~lth the ~.:tld land. II:c ('xtent of tho 
~:lid !:t!JfJ, TWf'llt.V tholl!<:md acres more or l{>~R. The gn·at names of the raid pbce (or 
bud) nrc \\":!ioioi, Orurn, and l\uawai. 

TLe bCiundarit·s of the said Land to the ~I)rth E,l~t b(>gin at P;lbb. on the sea, 
ascE-ndir.g to Tnllgurn, nild then gtling to ?Iangatnrata (this is the ::\t\rth). The 
.boundary, t.) tha. West is ~t. Pllk~"~'au, nlHl dc:~~.('nding, at 1'1tat~ cro.:::.:::in$ o\'eT to 
,Popot('a {lC'scendlllg to :i\galll11ekal'ara.nga, Cl'ossmg 0\'('1' 10 o.T:i~uhu and gomg to the 
JIn.u of the Ka\\,j~. The boundal'Y io. tHe- South is Pukekancre :13 far :1S Par:nYrli. 
(The Ea~lri'I,Yoods:'abo), and going to the cpokowatidri as :S.J: as T:imabhn and 
:1rri,jng at the/,W ai\\·:lld\at~. The bo'u,?dary to" the E:1!>t., and going to the' "Waiwcro, 
arr:v:n;; ::t the great ,~a(er' of P;l.k~nga) {'ro:;s-ing eyer to the rrunga; ascending at· 
Tar,!;nta Kc,tahi, :md going l-:P to Pae.kallri, d(-~c(:nding at Okoro!l..e~e. folJ,:Hvi!lg the 
great riH'r to Hnumapu and coming out· at \Yatakao, g\)ing to Top;rt; .u;cc'nding at lfape-

. varei::l.o and descending at the HOll arriving at Ta~\'aka, and going to Ob.ugaroa as far -
<18 \\r aipuriiabu up to J(ohllmnru:·. It then bears· to' th(r Sorthward' as, hi- ns Ijikurua 
and Paf;kot;u:g imd 011 to the Ru~:. it then goes to Tan~rre&UrU%UrU -cro~sing 'o\:er to t.ho 
Kaunga;fullowing the banks of t1!e- River. to Taipa"and.t en ending to the Koutu as 
far :1S the Taupara, it then-' goes to l\Iapuna; U po.koto.pe3., Paraua ana.: Anamatuku, 
meeting at Putnka at tlle beginning of the boundary line.;" .:< " . '.: ,.-:_.~. :'.. ... ~ .. _ ~ 
. These nre the payments for all th~se pbces-: One hu,qdr~.d and ~ighty'BI:lnkets, 
Se\(~n Casks Tobacco, TWEmty-four Hoes, Six Adzes, Eighteen Iron Pois, Thirty qhirts, 
Thirty 1'1'o,"'.:;ers, Thirty RazOl:s S!xteen Scissors, Twenty-four Combs.·~ That is, its Ear· 
ment ill YO-Ine 'was £3.20 .. 'Ihree hundred and t-scuty Pounds of monei;.~:: .And .. tbO~ l~~d 
mace out by this book is for :DIr. Ford, £.or his chiI~ren for eYer rind ele~:~._:·~~\::.;..::::{"~ .. ::· "-:"~ .. 

Re~idcnt "Sati,es still The people· of KohulOal'li' with their .cbild!en may sit; upon thi~- -pl~c~Xr:<?n~ 
to occupy. generation to another: but not th~ people o( other.' parts': those of tn_e' p~~ce-':­

A.lso the people' of Oruru'" may sit upou their places' on. tho said lind wi 

_._r __ .~--' 

--­lS40~ I ./ 

5 October .. ' 

-Surrender' of block -
to Nnti,e, iHmel·s. 
Ce~sjou of other 
lllnd:>./ 
Rmn:furio.'5. .. , 

boundary. But for me to point o'ut the sittit:Eg places for Hie Natiies; an~.t~·Q~ 
shall be there ,,*ho fonow the directions of the Scriptui>~ of Jesu8_Cbrjs_t,~~.:.':::~!E~~·~ 

[Witne,ses,] .... ;,:' .. > ·c. 

. -·;S···· 
.~/ -, 

/ 
.. -.•.. 

the 

tbe 

!{~-~~il~~:':}\f~~ .i:i:;::;:~~~\:.. ,~~.;,~bN oble 
. This w:i's n-ritten 

.... ".,' ,,~;:~:;~'~~':1~B'~i!JY~,~~:)~~1l'1't.· 
....• :_: EXTRACT FnO:li COlfliISSIOXEn.'S _ REPonT;._; .• ,r- :-.:!',--:i-''::~: '.~--::~"r:·>;+.!.;~::i .. r{;'f-::; ISU. 

10 :\fnreh. THE right of X~p~;; P~~';k;;c~'~ 'to alic;;~(~' tili~ 
Commi~sioncr's Pororun, his tribe }i\'ing tll('rcon. Iil cons'equenco 'of' _ '" _ . ~' 

. Tt'pO,rt. t'xnminatif))l of this Clahn \\'~3 not rirocceded 'with.:::·.l'lio, Glaim;:wt: h_3.Y!og 
", de':;i!'e io {,I'de :my title he may po:,:s('~s to this pttrclwsc_ to- tilo. Gov~n~r~c~lt 

\. I)cnsation in lalJd, at the 1':110 of seven l:;hiIlings and' cight.penc·c l)ct: Ml;!3;:UP.9!t. tho~. 
\, amount of his cX!H'ndituro of £220'.7.0;._ tHo'. Commis::;iol1er:' t1lCrefQro:/i~8p~<:ttul1t 

-\ rccoullncutls that:l. Gr:1.llt for 5';5 fll'rcs ~hou)d 00 iflsucd to Samll'ol )r.~ ~'2.r.~.:.I!J.s. ~cirs 
\ :lnd n:o:,:igns fur c\'cr, cx:cf'pling 100 ft,et from. high-water- mark; upon hja.s~u'r{~na('rjng: 

\ thc original deeds of purc},n:;c for tIle abo,"c·t!cscribeJ land to lho Goyer.ninen!;.. ..;.:... .. ;, 
\ . . Euw.\Jtn J.J. G'oIn:jtt;v/ >-,_., 

.~ 
....... - Jby (.f I:<lantl~) 10th :March, 1811-. COllllllif>aioner. 
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1839 Oruru deed 
List 
Points 

North 

of 

1. Putaka 
2. Tanguru 

Boundary 

3. Mangatarata 

West 

4. Pukewau 
5. Tatatu 
6. Popotea 
7. Ngahinekararanga 
8. Otahuhu 
9. Hau of the Kawiu 

South 

10. Pukekauere 
11. Parawai 
12. Upokowatitiu 
13. Tamakahu 
14. Waiwakaata 

East 

15. Waiwero 
16. Pakonga 
17. Urunga 
18. Tangata Kotahi 
19. Paekauri 
20. Okoroheke 
21. Haumapu 
22. Watakao 
23. Topari 
24. Hapeparetao 
25. Hou at Tawaka 
26. Otangaroa [Matai] 
27. Waipumahu 
28. Kohumaru 
29. Hikurua 
30. Paekotare 
31. Rua 
32. Tangitepurapura 
33. the Kaunga 
34. Koutu 
35. Taupara 
36. Mapuna 
37. Upokotopea 
38. Paraua 
39. Anamatuku 

1840 Oruru deed 
List of Boundary 
Points 

West 

(a) Tangitepurapura 
(b) Atua Komuhumuhu 
(e) Punga 
(d) Huruneke 
(e) Pukawakm; 
(f) Rere 
(g) Tou 0 Witi 
(h) Waitarau 

South 

(i) Omatai 
(j) Ritomo 
(k) Tiki Ponga 
(1) Tokotoko 

North 

(m) Kai Wetu 
(n) Paekotare 
(0) Pekehohora 
(p) Rua 
(q) Ikatiritiri 
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OHURU P3TITIOll. 

SOC Date Subject Par .... 

1 191~6 

2-4 

:; 

6-7 12.11.1839 

7 5.10.1840 

7 10. 3.1f\!jl!. 

e 21>. 5.1841 

9-10 211. 6.1B40 

11-12 15. 1.1m~3 

13-' LI 10. 2.1843 

15-16 3. 7·1854 

17 3. 7.1854 

13-19 23. 2.1855 

20 4. 5· HI55 

21-22 '12. 4.1856 

23 6. 2.1G56 

24 25. 6.1856 

25 29. 8.1556 

26 7· 9·1856 

27 29. 9.1856 

28-29 17. 9.1856 

30 11 . 12. 1 856 

51 12. 6.l£l57 

32 1. 8.1857 

33 3. 9· 1 1>69 

Petition 

surnma:r:y 

IJlGJl 

:YJCcl: Yluioioi, (irt!I'U £tnu I'Draw£.t.i 

3nc1ol"'semell t on Deed 

Extract from Conuill'. Godf're;:r's. I'eI,oI't 

Deed; intel'ests of: I)orO!'UD in land sold b~1 Iiopera 
ucqUil'od by crown 

Fr'oclarrlation 1"e p1lrchaue b~t Cl'O\Vn. 

Comrnr. Godx""'l">ey reporting (It'!.Url-'el hctwecll I;o-pura 
and l'lol'o:cuu 

Corll!JJr'. Godfrey; OP1)osi tion by l!oper'n Stnd ?01'CrUa 

Y:.J3.. Y:"hite; fOl">\'/U1"'aing ]JeB(l H.cccipt 

Doed Receipt (Nopern' S claiI!;s) 

.. T. G. Johnnon; rE::cOlmnending paYhiGutn to POl'oruu, 
'.ril1ene and Pohil?i 

Kemp; rel'or·ting: on claims of' rpil)8ne 

Kemp; upging settle£Jlent of i::nol'i cluilliG 

Letter from };-lnori claimants enclosed witll I::emp's lette!.'· 

\'{. B. VJhi te ul"'"ging se t tlement 1.(uo1'i claims 

Chief" commr. McLean 1'8 payments to !.iaol"! clCiimants 

Kemp; requesting further- j'lonies :for Uaol"i paym~nts. 

Kemp; reporting 1'inal settlement 01' all clrdms to 
oruru 

j)ee(1; Ol'Ul'U 1'innlly and 1'ully conveyed t.o Cl'own 

Chier Cormm.-'.l~cLeu.n to Kemp, reporting certain chiefs 
reqnestinG fUl'thel" l)f..IynlGnt 

Kemp recOIrllnandina pur"cl)use of Hopera t 8 l't3servo 

T.ll. Smith re IJurchane of' HOpel"UIS poner-'lt: 

In'le D 1~igu tlon of ti tIe; r;opel'u t ~ l"ur.;el'Vu 
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COPIED FROM FILE 20/210. 

PETITION NO. 69/1946 

T.P. PAlKEA. 

TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND HONOURABLE MEMBERS OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED. 

GREETINGS. 

Your humble petitioners are aboriginal Maoris of New 

Zealand of the Ngatikahu tribe of the Oruru District 

residing in the North Island of New Zealand. 

Showeth as follows: 

(1) That the New Zealand Government confiscated in the 

Oruru district of llaunganui, Auckland Land District 

15,000 acres in the year 1856 and that this 

confiscation was never inquired into. 

(2) In the year 1928 a Royal Commission was set up, the 

8im-Read Commission of 1928 to enquire into the matter 

of the confiscation of Native land in Taranaki and 

elsewhere. The finding of that Commission was that 

six hundred thousand acres were returned. 

(3) Now the time has fully come for the Government to 

enquire into the North Island confiscated land, 

therefore your humble petitioners pray that a Royal 

Commission be set up. 

Hoone P.ll. Tukariri. 

~ 

\J,.. 
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ORURU PETITION 69/1946 

LODGED BY ROONE P.R. TUKARIRI 

12/11/39 
Turton's Private Purchases 
No. 52, p.44. 

Enclosure to above Deed 
5/10/40 

Turton's Maori Deeds, 
Vol.1, Deed 1, p.1. 

28/5/41 

Turton's Epitome 
Sec. B. p.6 No.14. 
Sec. B. p.6 No. 15 

15/1/43 
10/2/43 

Ford's Claim investigated 
by Commr. Godfrey 

10/3/44 

Governor Fitzroy's 
award. 

20/5/44 

Letter from W.B. White 
Resident Magistrate 
rorwarding Deed Receipts .• 
See Turton' s ~!aori Deeds. 

Deed Receipt No.1, p.715. 
3/7/54. 

Turton's Epitome. 
Sec. c. No~1, p.1. 
Commr. Johnson I'eporting 

on Native Claims to Oruru. 
23/2/55 

Sec. O. No.2, p.2. 
4/5/55 

Purchase by S.H. Ford of Waioioi, 
Oruru, and Parawai Blocks - Estimated 
area 20,000 acres. Area taken out 
by planimeter ~ 13,250 acres approx. 

Surrender to the vendors of the area 
purchased except that portion set out 
in Deed of Endorsement. 

Purchase by Crown of Pororua's in­
terests in land sold to the Crown by 
Nopera in August 1840. 

Commissioner Godfrey reports a quarrel 
between Nopera Panakareao of the 
Rarawa tribe and Pororua of the 
Ngapuhi tribe as to the ownership of 
the lands in the Oruru Valley and near 
Mangonui which have already been sold 
to Dr. Ford and other Europeans. 
Adjudication of claims left in abeyance 
~6 a consequence of the dispute. 

Supposed contents 5000 acres: Princ;paid 
upon investigation £220.7.0 in Goods -
Sydney Prices. Ssle disputed by 
Pororua who claimed Nopera had no right 
to sell this land. In consequence of y 
the violence of this dispute the ex­
amination of this claim was not proceedeo 
with. The claimant stated his desire 
to cede his right and title to the 
Government for compensation in land 
elsewhere. The Commissioner swarded 
575 acres elseWhere on the amount of 
claimant's expenditure. 

Governor Fitzroy on the above-mentioned 
terms awarded Ford 1725 acrea or £1725 
Land Credit. 

VI.B.Y/hite reports having taken upon 
himself the responsibility of settling 

the Native claims to the land at 
Oruru by payment to Nopera of £100 and 
a promise of 100 acres or land. Re­
ceipt by NopeI'o for £100 on the under­
standing that he r ecei vo the 100 acrea :k 
of' land as Boon ns con be surveyed. :-

Commissioner Johnson gives outline of 
the position and reports that the re­
tUl'n of' Nopera to Oruru complicates 
Netive difficulties - recon~endB that, 
BS was done in the cose of' !'lopera, the 
interests of Pororun und of the Chief 
Tipene who has nov; hended a third party 
be nettled. Also the liquidat.ion of 
the elail11B of the Chier Pohipi who has 
advanced claims. 

K>i! 1-.-. P 
OommlaDion~r Johfluon reports on the 
clolmo of' Tipene who represents his 
cle.lm to be nesl'ly the equal of' 
Pororns .. 

') 
(.' 

I. 

J" 
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Turtonta Epitome. 

Sec. C. Fe_5, p.3. 
12/4/56 

Sec. O. No.6, .p.4 
26/6/56 

Sec. C. No.8, p.5. 
Chief Commr.D.McLean 

to Cornmr. Kemp_ 
29/8/56 

Sec. C. No.i0, p.6. 
Coromr. Kemp to the 

Chief' Commr. 
29/9/56 

Turton's Maori Deeda 
Vol. 1 Deed 3, p.3. 

17/9/56. 

Turton's Epitome. 
Sec. C. No.13, p. 7 

12/6/57 

Sec. C. No. 209 p.11 
1/8/57 

Northern Minute Book No.1. 
'Investigation o:f Title, 
Noblets Reserve. 

3/9/69 

Turton's Private Purchases. 
De eo 50. p.44. 
"Tane Purapura" 

Claim B55. 

Turtont 8 Pl'ivote PurcMses. 
Deed 46. p. t~2 
Claim 621 

-2-

Commissioner Kemp urges the settling 
or the claims of Pararus for £200 and 
of Tlpene for £150 - 8 total of £350. 
States it ~ould be advisable not to 
give Porarus land here as it would 
bring t~o opposing chief's into 
collision. 

W.B.White, Resident Magistrate, also 
urges Bettlement of the claims of 
Pararus and Tipene. 

Inrorming Commissioner Kemp that the 
Governor has Buthorised payment in 
settlement of the Qut&tandlng Native 
claims at Oruru, and making re­
commendations. 

Commissioner Kemp reports the final 
settlement of all the claims to Oruru 
and to the satisfaction o~ the ~hole 
of the Natives concerned, ~ho agreed 
to accept the sum o~ £350 in full com­
pensation for tbeir claims to the 
Oruru Valley. 

Deed under which tbe final and complete 
settlement of the Valley of Oruru is 
made, and conveyed to tbe Government~ 
the boundaviee being more particularly , 
described in the Deed of Sale originally: 
made to Dr. Ford g and including the I 

area for which the Crown 8l1'arded Ford 
, Lend Credl t for £1725. 

Commissioner Kemp recommends the 
purct£se of Noble's Reserve to avoid 
any annoyance bet~een the settlers 
and the lftltivee. 

Assistant Native Secretary to Commis­
sioner Kemp- informing him that the 
Governor is not at present prepared to 
authorise the proposed purchase. 

Plan ~aB prepared (1528 N.L.C.)Bhowing 
two aress of 180 acrea and 22 acres and 
placed on two certiN cates o:f ti tIe -
date 27/11/69. 

On the castal portion o-f the Oruru Blook~ I 
purchases were made by other Europeans 
S.Wrothall - supposod contents 11ooacs.' 
Wrathsll had six claims - the sup­
posed contents amounting to 9800 aoa. -' 
:for v;hich he received £040 Lsnd Oredi t ' 
upon 8~render o-f all his title and 
deeds to the Government but only the 

"Tane purapura ll claim comes '".-i thin the 
Oruru Block. 

Thomas and Phillips. 
IIRangotakatako lr 

- supposed contents, 
600 acres. 

." ~: \' ~ 
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Turtonts Private Purcbases 
Deed 51 .. p. 44. 
Claim 622 

Turton's Private Purchases 
Part 111. 

Claims to be InvestigsOted 
P.594. Claim 619 (279 B) 

-3-

Thomas and Phillips. 
"Otanenui 't ... Buppooed contents 100 acre6 c 

Thomas and Phillips. 
"Fronting salt water in Doubtless BaYu 
supposed contents 600 acres .. 
Thomas and Phillips had in all seven 
claims totalling 3750 acres supposedly 
and f'or which land credit for £757 was 
awarded. The three above-mentioned 
'claims come ~ithin the Crown's Oruru 
purchase. 

The petitioner Claim a hia right a8 a 
member of' the Ngatlkahu tribe, who 
were represented by Tipene - Tlpene 
signed the Deed of' purchase to the 
Crown. The petitioner states the 
Government confiscated 15,000 8crea in 
1856. There ";08 no conf'iscation 
at any time. The Maori o~nerB sold 
considerable sress in the vicinity to 
early settlers (Lend Claimants). The 
Government acquired the area alleged 
to have beeD confiscated, by purchase 
from all tribes claindng o~DerBhip~ 
and a considerable area wi thin the 
purchase waB alao acquired through 
Land Claims Legislation. 

Approximate eree of Oruru Crolin Purchese 
(by planimeter) 1;3.250. O. 00 

202. 0. 00 
13.048. o. 00 

Area Bet aaide for Nopera 

Te Kuiti Block 
Ikatiritirl Block 
YiaipWle Block 

34.0aOO! Reverted 
19.2.16 to 
36.0.00 Ilaoria 

Area acqu~red by the Orown: 

Approximate area retained by Ford and 
for wbich £1725 Lend Credit ~ae 
ay,'srded: 

89. 2. 16 

12.958. 1. 34 

4,955_ o. 00 

,(1 
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Copied from Turton's Pl~ivate purchases .. 

DEED liO. 52, P.41f . 

TRAHSBATICll 

WAIOIOI, ORUl/U, MID PARAWAI BLOCK, J;lAIlGOHUI DISTHIC';'. 

Kaitaia. HOVl'.12th 1839. 

LISTEN all people to this Book which Vie Hable Panaiwreao 
have \'Jritten, on the one side, and IJr. h'ord on the other 
side. 'fhis BoDle \'lUS written on the -12 tl1 of' l:Iov8mbel' in the 
year of Lord Jesus Christ one thousand !light hundred and 
thirty-nine. This Book is Viri tten by us Hable Ptmakareao 
on the one part, on the other part by l.h'. 1!'ord as a true 
sign to us all, as also to all people that we l!oble Pana!rareao 
have let go to ];11'. Ford a pOl'tion of lund to be his fOl' ever. 
All the Woods and all things whatsoever llrowing on the said 
land and all things beneath the said land. Th'3 extent of the 
said land, Twenty thousand acres mOl"e 1.)1- less.. 'Ehe great 
names of' the said place (or land) are \\uioioi, Oruru, and 
Parawai. 

'file boundaries ot' the said land ·to the Horth East begin 
at pataka on the sea, ascending to Tangul'u, and then going 
to hlangatarata (this is the North). The boundary to the 
Viest is at Pukewau, and descending at Tatatu crosoing over 
to Popotea descending to J'{gahinekarapangu, crossing over to 
Otahuhu and going to the lI'!u of the lCawiu. The boundary to 
the south is Pukel,aue1'e as far as Paruwai, (the Kauri Hoods 
also), and going to the Upokowati til'i as fal' as Tamakahu and 
arriving at the 'ilaiwakaata. The boundary to the East, and 
going to the Vfaiwel"o, Cll"r"iving at the upeat water oX Pakonga, 
crossing oveI'" to the Upunga, ascending ut Tangatu. i~otabi7 &Ild 
tioing up to Paal:aul'i, Jesc~nding ut Okol"'oheke following the 
great river to Haul!lapn and coming out at ':Vatakao, :::;oing to 
rropD.l~i, ascending at Hapepapettlo and descending at t,he Hou 
\11'1'i Vil~e at l.'awaka, and lioing to otane;uroa uu i\11." as V:aijfu\.1uhu 
ul? to hohwnaru. It then beaps to the Uorth\'H!l'U as i'ru." as 
Hikurua and Paekoture anu on to the l{uuj it thE:n goes to 
Tangi tepurupuru Cl"o8uing over to the j{aunga, i'ollowing the 
banks 01' the Hi vcr to Taipa. <.in.1 then bending to the Kou tu as 
1'al' as the TaU1Jru.-"u, it then goes to Mapuna, .Upokotopea, Partlua 
and Anamatuku, meeting at Putaka at the beginning of: the 
boundary line. 

'rheae are the payments for all these places: One hundred 
and eighty Blankets, Seven Casks Tobacco, Twenty-four Hoes, 
Six Adzes, Eighteen Iron Pots, Thirty Shirts, 'J'hil'ty T1'owsers, 
Thirty Razol's Sixteen 8cis801'S, Twenty-four Combs. That i8, 
its payment in value was £320. Three hundred and twenty 
Pounds of money. And the land made out by this book is 1'01' 
1.11'. FOl'd, for his children for ever and ever. 

The people of Kohumm'u with their children roay sit upon 
this place fl'om this genel'ation to anothe1'; but not the people 
of other parts; those of the :place only. Als0 the people or 
Ol'uru muy 131 t upon their places 011 the saill land wi thin the 
boundary. But for me to point out tho sitting places for the 
Hatives; awl those only shall be there who f'ollow the uil"'ections 
of the Scripture of Jesus Chl'ist. 

Hoperu Panakareo 
Ruvliri tiL"o 
](epa 'llaha 
1<,iorehou 
llul"uri 
puna Waknngi 
patIo 
Uringarara 
ltilci 

Reihuna J!.arenui x. 
lNil'8H1U l([.llw. x. 
·,·lare x . 
lriohi 'Iatirua 
ilil'i 
}.iullunga 
~'/a tt!ne Wcra 
l\.ing l\.ohul'U 
l{c.tIlicpD. f)a tUVIare 
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Yletekia 
lIahakai Ka-pahu 
PUia Kapahu 
Hehi paraDa 
Pita 
Kauilea 
Tukariri 
Ko Pihangu 
Wiremu Makiri 
Matiu PUVIai 

Iha1a Hau 
Hemi Pari 
Kiripoka 
Hamuera Toromai 
I-Iohe-pa Kiwa 
'fana Pakaia 
Uatiu PUke 

Witnesses: '11m. G. Puckey 
Joseph !Jatthews 
Rd. Matthews 

, ENDORSEMEl'IT • 

Ihaka lltmal'ulm 
l-iira Kuri 
'Hi remu Piknhu 
'[lurau 
Omerengi 
AgepahnUk'l Fore 
Puru X 
l.iorenga x 
Ahuahu x 
Huhu x 
Waitaha x 
Paratene Hamu 
KarU\lel~O 

Takamoana 
Tamat1 Fawau 
Tahu 

We Noble Panakareao and others whose names are af'fixed to this 
Deed of Land on the back of' this, in conj)mction with Mr. Ford 
have all Oi' us agreed that all the land therein mentioned shall 
go bacle to the Natives ex.cepting that expressed in the present 
writing \'/hich shall belong exclusively to IJr. Ford and his heirs. 
Lo, these are the Boundaries. Conunencing at the Tangi te PUI'upuru, 
rurming along the 0ruru River to the Atua Komuhurnuhu right to the 
Pungn; continuing along the side of' the river right to Huruneke, 
to PukaVlakaVla, to the Rere, still continuing alone the stpeam 
straight to the Tou 0 Vliti, to l'Iai tal'au; this is the 11estern 
botmdal','. RiSing the ridge here ana running to Ornatai in an 
Easterly direction and going to Ritolno to 'rilei Ponga, running to 
Tokotoko; this is the Southern boundary. Continui~to Kai Wetu 
to Paekotare, running to Pekehohora to the Rua; running to the 
Ikatiritiri, continuing along the large ridge above until it 
al'l'ives at the Tangi te Purupuru tile first boundary; this is the 
l'Tortl1ern bOW1dal'Y. 

Noble Panakareao has sold this land to Mr. Ford and his 
heirs for ever and ever. This was written on the 5th day of' 
October in the year of Our Lora, 1840. 
Wi tness: REIHAHA MORENUI. (signature) NOPERA PAl:1AKAREAO. 
True Translation. 

H. TACY KEMP. 

EXTRACT FROM COMMISSIOlIER' S REPORT. 
The right of Hopera Panakareao to alienate this land has been 

contested by the Chief Pororua, his tribe living thereon. In conse­
quence of the violence of this dispute, the examination of' this Claim 
vIas not proceeded vii th. The Claimant hiVing stated his deSire to cede 
any title he may possess to this purchase to the Goverrunent for a com­
pensation in land, at the rate of seven shillings and eightpence -per 
acre, upon the amount of his expenditure of £220.7.0, ths Conmlissioner 
theref'ore respectfully recommends that a HI'ant for 575 acres should be 
issued to Samuel H .. Ford, his heirs and assigns for ever, excepting 
100 feet from hirrh-vmter mark, upon his sUl~rendel~ing the oriJ~inal deeds 
of pUl"'chase ror the above-described land to the Government. 
Bay 01' Islands, 10th ).larch 1844. EO\llUW L. GUDI<'HBY, Commr. 

Minute: U90n the above-mentioned ~el'ms I award to SUInuel H. Ford 
seventeen hundred and twenty-five !lCl'eS (or £1,725) land credit at 
the 'rre!lsury. ROBBlrr I'ITZROY. 

A true cony of Ol'ir.;inal Deeds, Translations and Conunissioner's Revort. 
Vlellinr;ton .. 
25th April, 11:\79. J!. EAHSOll 1'UR'1'ON. 
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CHIEF 
?mORVA'S 
r:71'SRES'rs 

In Block 
sold by 
tIopera in 
18[10 

Receipt 
:for 
£100 &<0. 
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PAGE I 

IH'rEHES'llS OF POROnDA AIID '{t113E n~ LAED 80LD :5 Y 
110PgllA. !,fAIJ('.r0~nJI D.~J-"S"T~l.",J"r,,,,J',,,r _____ _ 

TR.ANSLA'l' 10 l! 

'rhis Boo!t r1eclurcs e.nd says that PCl"orua chief' of' Uanuollni 
does. ~ell a;ld ..... :!.','e uu to OeorJf-! Clupl.-:..:: :~snllil'e Chief 
Protector of' AboriGines for the Q.ueen of' Ene1anc1 her Heirs 
Gild Successors :.i:"·or ever all 11i8 part lind t hut 01' his t:cibc 
in the LU11d ':lhiGh is l:wnticned and lies written in the book 
which sells the ls.nd of: Hopepu l?ane]cureao to Geol'Ge Clar-ke 
Y/hich nas written in thl9 l:lOnth of' AU~'1..:l.st in the ;year of' Our 
LOl. ... d One thousand eight hun6.1'cd atlli T~:)l .. ty. I have re~ei ved 
the undel'-nlelltioned ilx·ticles as e onsider'.ltion and payr;:erlt 
f'cr the :.=aid Lun.d--Witness my na.li1e aitd .c:iCllutuI·e on this 
tY/ent;"l-eiChth day of' Hay in the year or our L01~d one thousand 
ei3ht hUlldred and forty-one .c:.--('£1 00) One hundred Pounds in 
specie--one Horse, one cloalc and one saddle and bridle. 

Witnesses--

(scd) George Cooper, 1J.1reusurer 
\,lirer.!u Roete 
William L. Stflndiu[cr 

(SiGneo.) PO,<O:1UA 
Chi e1' of' Oruru. 

Gigned (+EOTlGE Ch\~~:3, 
Ghief' Frotectop of .\bori:jines 

I certify that the nbove is a true 'fransln ticn of' the or'iGinal. 

n1!:Gi~(fE CLA.HI~Z, Junr. 

A true COI)Y of' Ol'ig-inal Deed and 'l'rallOlattoll. 

H. lIAl1S0H 'cUllTON 

YIELLIllG'fOH, sept. 7th, 18711. 
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OTAGO U1nVERSI'I'Y LIBllAl'Y. 

G hie:f surveyor, 
Departwent of' Lands & Survey, 
P.O.Box 2205, 
AUCKLAIID. 

Dear Sir, 

5th December, 1946. 

In reply to your letter ot: the 29th Hovember, enclosed 
is a copy of the proclanmtion rei'errtng to the purchase o~ the 
land of Mangonui for the Grown.. The area was proclaimed in 
the H.Z. ;\.overtisel'" and Bay of' IslullclS Gazette July 2nd, 1840, 
and then aeain in the same t1tiper tl week later, July 9 t h, 1840. 

Encl: 

20/210 

Yours -raithi'lilly, 

J01!11 lIAilHIS 
Librarian 
per: Jean M.GUI 
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'l'HE GAZEI'TB 

'fhe Lieutenant Governor desires it to be no tifiell ttUlt 
the Lands of Uane;onui have been pL1rchased lor Her Es-jesty 
the queen und he theref"ore cautions tbe Public against 
building, cutting timber, or trespassing thereon. 

Those persons Vlho ma,y have establi~hed themselves on 
these lands ei the I' by building, or enclosing eroundu f'ar 
cuI tivation, will be permitted to hold such tenements or lands 
undisturbed until the Commission to be hel'eafter appointed 
8r,all decide upon the l'ights of the respective parties. 

All Vlho des ire the privilege of cutting down timber on 
the said lands, may obtain iJerrotssion rar u limi ted period 
from the Lieutenant Governor on payment of' a small fee by 
way ot' acl~no\'lledgement. 

Given at J.lsngonui, this 24th day of JUlle, HI/jO. 

By His EXcellency's' Command, 

JOHN JOHNSON, J.p. 
Act1ng Police t~aEiBtrate. 
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EX~RACT FROl,\ T\lRTGtl'S EPITOJ.lE OF OFFICIAL 
DOCm~:':N~~S ETC. 

3. No. 14 - Page 6 

Colonel Godfre~i, Land Claims Commissioner, to the Hon. the 
Colonial Secretary. 

Doubtless Bay - Disputed Native Lend Claims. 

Mangonui, 15th January, 1843. 

I have the honour to a cquaint you, for the information of 
lIis Excellency the Officer Administeri.ng the Government, that, 
upon my arrival here on the 6th inatant to investigate the claims 
to grants of land in this neighbourhood, I found the Native 
chief Nopers., with upwards of two hundred and fifty of' his tribe, 
awaiting my a rrival in orde1' to dispute end resist all the pUl'chasea, 
or pretended purchases, in 01' about Doubtless Bay t hat were not 
derived :from him. Fororua establiShed himself here with his 
tribe two days afterwards, supported by the Whangaroa Natives under 
Ururoa. 

Upon my opening the Court and commencing the examination o:f 
certain aales o:f land made by Pororua (or Wharekauri) ano others, 
Hopera entered and declared as :follows:-

1. He opposes all the purchases o:f land not made from 
himsel:f at HaTjgonu:l. 

2. That he had a priority o:f right over all the land in the 
neighbourhood o:f Doubtless Bay, and denies the right or any other 
party to sell any land there without his sanction and ratification, 
which, however, had not been obtained in any esse except 1m Captain 
Butler's purchase, Which consequently ..-ss the only one he would 
nllow of'. 

3. That he considered the tri:fling property and cssh given to 
him in 1&40 by the Government ror the lands in Doubtless Bay was 
only an earnest o:f What he was to receive :for these landa, Pvrorua 
having received as much, although he had disposed of' his rights to, 
and received payment :from, the settlers. This purchase by the 
Government not having been completed according to his view of' the 
matter, he thinks that the amount he has already received io only a 
fair equivalent ror the f'esst given by him at Kaitaia upon the 
late Governorta arrival there. 

He (Nopera) promises that the settlers at Mangonui shall remain 
unmolested and be permitted to occupy "the spots they reside on, 

, , 

with any cultivation attached," until the whole matter is arranged; 
and this license he considers an a mple compensation to Pororua. &:0., 
:for any rights they might have had to the lands; th"t he would not no..­
relinquish his right over these lands eithor to the settlers or to 
the Government :for any consideration that could be or:fered, but 
that he will maintain his right to' the lands vi et armis. 

The adverse tribes have opposed the sales made by Hopera to 
Dr. Ford and the Rev. til'. Taylor, snd with more show of jUBtice, 
because these lanos-have been their d..-elling-places for very many 
years. 

I proposod dive1's modes ·or arranging their dl frerences to t heae 
chiefs, but without sfrect, Nopera being the most determined in 
resistance. He considers that the o:f:fer, as he c~lls it, o:f the 
Government in 18!~0 to purchsse his rJ.ghts over the heads of the 
Europeans already settled upon these lands \ms an absolute con­
fiirmation and admission o:f his title. 

The two parties mustered upwards or rour hundred fighting men, 
were fUlly armed, wi ttl abundance of' ElllltflUni tion, and their mUskets 
loaded with boll-cartridge.. Each Party danced ttJe war-dance, 9.nd 

1,; 1, \. 
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by its respect i ve chJ.8fs, ante E> tone t i 018 it 
appeared very probable th&t 7,I,ey would llOve come to '010Y;6 before 

I have frequentlY viui ted Nopera since In the hope of 'findinr; 
him in 9, more tl'uctable aispobition, but hitherto he \105 not 

'ne~ 

gi ven way in the least. I intend to pro ceed 1;0 Ka
i 
tai8 in e 

'fev; days to investigate the clBitns not disputed by these l'artlea 
there, anil shall endeaVOur to bring no'" rEt to terms durin,; my 
stuy there; but ,rry llOpes of bein,; successful are very feint. 

I have, ~c .. , EDWARD J» GODFREY, 
Corrunir::8 ioner .. 

The Hon.the Oolonial SecretarY" 
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r,m. CQJ,n,tISSIONER GODFREY '1'0 TI!E HON. THE COLOHIAL SECrt3'I'ARY 

Doubtless Bay-Land Claims. Dis~ute 
continued. 

1[AI:OONDI. 'IOth Pebl'uary, ~ 343. 

Slr.-

ReferrinG to my letter or the 15th ultimo upon the subject of 
the disputed native titles 'which prevented my investigation of the 
claims to land at Uangonui, I have the honour to acquaint you, ror 
the information of !lis Excellency the Officer ,\dministering the 
Governrnent, that I hoped to have brought Uopera to more reasonable 
views in the of'f'air, by outaining f'rom him an admission of' the 
eales lUlderstood to have been made by him ulld Por-crua or these 
identical lands to the Government in 1840; but there appears to 
have been so strange a r,liSl.Ulderstanding altogether with respect to 
-';:.his Dtn'clluse tllat its asser>tion 'lias of no benei'it to rr.e in th.e 
dispute, "fop POl'orua had previouslJf sold noarly every f'oot 0[' land 
nt Uangonui to individual Europeans, and Nopera most stoutly denies 
that he Bvep pax-ted with his lntel~estB in them f'or the paltry 
consideration civen to him. 

I then proposed that the Question of original title should be 
set at rest oy Pororua's party Sanctioning the disposal already 
made of' the lands upon the east side of' tIle harbour and river, and 
:~opepa f s doing the Same for those on the west bank. To this 
arraneement, af'tep much hesitation, POr'orna I s party coneen tedj but i, 
:ropera (at the instigation of his chiefs, I believe) objected to 
it, and he continued in this obstinate mood, l'ejecting all attempts 
at accommodation, insisting vehemently upon his absolute l"iEht and 
title to tile whole of the purchased lands. In this temper he 
'lui t ted l.fangonui. 

Immediately after my arrival at Kai taia all Nopera's tribes 
assembled there in considerable numbers, and in a l)ublic conference 
many violent and seditious speeches were made by 1I0pera and other 
chiefs. In these harangues they 'declared--

1. That the sales of land around Kal tala already made by Hopera 
and his pal'ty to individuals should be aclcnowledged; -nut that 
any sUl'plus lands (i.e., those the Government does' not grant to 
the claimants) will be resumed by the chiefs who sold them. 

2. That they will sell no more land, either to individuals or to 
the Government. 

3. That the chiefs will exercise all their ancient riilhts and 
au thori ty of' every description 0.8 heretof'ore, Dnd will not in 
f'utupe Rllovi of' nny claims or interf'ercnce on tile pttrt o"f the 
Governmen t .. 

I:.. That they are all (except Hopel'a) very unwilling t.o arr-anile 
the dis),ute about the lands at lJangonu1. 

(continued ..... 
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5. That :.rley C1!oren~a and his pal"'>ty) oOject to give the pr-omised 
compellsation 1'01' huving stripped the vessel at Wharo; one old 
gentleman ceclaring that they would be on tile look-out, and t1:ike 
advantage or every similar godsend. 

6, That 7.hey all demur to any purchase of' land v,hich may have been 
l:1ade by the Government from Uopera in 1840, though they l,'/oultl not 
object to Qive EOfi'.e other compensation for any moneys then given to 
him by the Government. 

Pare 8: 

These and many other violent expressions seemed to proceed 
partly :from u :feeling that not being allowed to dispose of their 
lands to whomsoever they pleased as formerly is an interference by 
the Government with a right they are not qUite convinced they 
surrendered to the CroVin. But in my opinion there were other causes 
of regret and discontent which we were unable to discover. 

During the staY o:f Nopera and his tribes at Kai taia, rJr. Kemp 
and I used our utmost endeavours every day to eorrect and remove 

the erroneous impressions they have imbibed respec tinfl the Govern­
ment, but without much success. However, I obtained their recognition 
o:f every claim in this district :from the North Cape to r.!angonui 
(slthough tile chie:fs vowed that they Vlill not again submit to 
s:imilar investigations); and, a:fter rouch debate, these tribes 
(Hopera's at least) consented to the arrangement I had suggested to 
Nopera at 1!angonui, to determine his dispute with ·Pororua as above 
mentioned. Proposals to this effect were instantly despatched to 
Pororua's party; but it VIas their turn now to be litillious, and the 
o:ffers Ylere immediately and indignantly re:fused by them, and a 
Lleclaration made that they 'would come to no compromise in the ·matter. 
'I'his change in their sentiments may have arisen f'rom Porerun having 
received af'fers of assistance :from the Ngapuhi, in the Bay o:f 
Islands, three large canDee vlith several chiefs having Visited him 
immediately upon their hearing of' Hopera' s pretensions. 

Upon tOy return to !.!angonui a :few days ago I :found these parties 
continue as pugnacious as ever, with the exception of' Hgn Takimoana, 
who withdrevi the opposition he had presented to Ml'. 'faYlor's claims 
in Nopera's district, having convinced him that the lands of his 
family still remain unsold and unclaimed. 

It is quite certain that I can do no more in this a:ffair; but 
I think it would be very advisable that Mr. Clsrke, the Protector 
of' Aborigines, who purchased the lands f'rom these tribes, and made 
other arrangements with t hem :for the Government in 1840, should as 
soon as possible attempt their reconciliation, or at least the 
amicable and :final adjustment of the pOints in dispute Ht thiS 
rnoment; and . from the circumstance of" Mr. Clarke having been the 
party engaged in all the above transactions, I thought it proper to 
promise the Natives that he \'Iill convey to them the pleasure o:f 
His Excellency the O:fficer Administering the Governme tit touching 
all their di:rferences and dissensions. 

The Hon. the Colonial Secreta!"'J. 

I have, &c. 
EDWARD LEE GODFREY 

Commissioner. 
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COPY OF LETTER FRO!.! Y!.!l.,'/!{ITE,FORWf..RIlI::G 
_____ --.e;D"'E"'RD=--'ID"":CBIPT EO. 1 

1W,:GONUI 
July 3rd, 1~ 54. 

The Surveyor General, 
Auckland • 

. Sir, 

I have the honour to report that I have taken upon myself' 
the responsibility ot settling the tTative claim to lend at 
Oruru by the payment to Hoble the Chief' of' £100, One Hundred 
Pounds, and the promise of 100 Dcres of lpnd. I nov; have hed 
to close with Noble .,.;1 thout previously obtaining the authority 
of' Government in consequence of' several gentiemen v.ho have meGa 
choices in the volley ~ ond who have gone to much trouble and 
expense to .find location!3 :for themselves,. Rnd are of' GOurso 
desirous of' knowing that there will be no obstacle to their 
accepting their Claims. I beg also to say that I have received 
much valuable assistance f':tJom Mr. Southee who· kindly undertook 
to interpret and visit Noble and reduce his demands, which, 
as he knew that strangers were looking f'or land, he had of' 
course raised to u f'earful height. I beg to enclose Noble's 
receipt f'or the £100 and trust that the Government will approve 
of' the step I have taken, under the conviction thnt it was of' 
necessity and f'or the good of' the public. I may mention tbat 
the land ceded covers a large extent o~ country. 

I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your moet obedient servant, 

(sgd) VI.B. YlHITE. 

P.S. I would request you will be gooo enough to pay the sum 
of' £100 (one hundred pounds) to my credit a.t the Union 
Bank or Australia. 

·;l.B.W. 

This letter is ref'erred to lIr. Mc Lean to whom it should bave 
been addl'essed as that of'f'icer hse relieved ,1,e en.tirely f'rom 
purchasing land f'rom the Natives. In I'Gi'erring it, however, 
I must express my opinion that I believe Mr. \'Ih1 te has acted 
with greet wiadom in taking advantsge of' the opportunity 
which presented itself', and that the extinguishment of' the 
Native Claim in thia coae opens a very valuable tract of' lano 
to settlers. 

(sgd) C.VI.D.LIGAR 
17th July, 1854. 

If' Mr.McLean adopts Mr.'llhite's purchase, I should wish the 
usual Notice of Extinguishment of' Native Title to be f'orwarrJed 
in order that the lar.d may be thrown open to selection. 

(ego) C. VI.D. LIGAR 
17th July, 11\54 

If' the Surveyor-General is quite satisf'ieo with this arrangement, 
which appears to have been fi judicious one on the part of' 
Mr. Vlhi te, I see no objection to the lRnd being thrown open, 
for seleution, without :further deluy. 

(sed) DONALD l!.cLFJu! 
Commissioner 
J"ly 28th, 1 R51l 

l, 
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(-,lr .. Y/hite hes not sent e. plBn of the district n0r Eln estim:,t;e 
01' the uxtt::nt or land purchased, neither .8!'e: the bounde.rl f;L 

speci:i.'ied. Conseqnently I cannot report 8S to what lund sLould 
be ge zett ed. Pl'obEibly the 3ul·veyor.....Ge-nerfll hf; s thi u 
Inforrllfjt i011 .. 

(sgd) D01IAT..D l;:cU;t.l:l. 

, 
It aplJeers th.et f'rom ex£.uinEtion of' Pard I s CleirJ 30Cc thst 
this i~ the land comprised in this pUl'cboGe.. ,It B&etnS, 
therefore, tl~at the preE;·::mt payment fin&lly cxtinguJ shes tr~e 
Native Title and that the land, exceptiliti of cour-Be, one' 
hundred acres of' a ree~rve :for Napera, "laY be thrown O)f;n 
for selection. 

(sgd) DOHAT..D McLEAN 
28th .July, 1854 

The Innd will be, therefore, open to selection at once .. 

(sgd) C.VI.D.T,IGAR 
28th July, 1851+. 

RetU1~ned to Mr.Commissioner McLean .. 

. , 
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It 1:'2 to 1";(; uIHlerotoov. thut I ~~lE'-1 lY~i.!C Lve :.,';:: (,von 
L;.D the ~'[Hlie cun 'be !JuPvc~/ed (1CJ,) one huuc1p;;,l fICi'';'!:: 
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EXTRACTS PROJ.! TURTON'S EPI1·OI.:E ETC. 

C. No.1, p .1. . 

I,m. COJ.llHSSIONER JOHNSOn TO THE CHIEF CCl.JHSSIONER, 

REPORTING OH HATIVE CLAIMS '1'0 ORURU V ALLEY. 

L\angonui, 23rd Fe bruary 1855., 

Sir, 
I have the honor to report the result of investigations 

into claims raised by certain natives to the Valley of Oruru, 
Which I \','us commissioned to inquire into by His Excellency I s 
directions conveyed in your letter of the 28th Hovember last.~ 

'fhis valley is situated on the tract of debateable 
ground \'Ihich usually lies between the possessions of every two 
great tribes in NeVI Zealand, and has been a bone of contention 
for generations past, between the two great divisions in the 
Horth, - the Ngapuhi and the Rarawa. 

Besides the Ugapuhi and the RaraVla, another party have 
noVi appeared, headed by a young man named Tipene, of the lIgatikahu 
Tribe) the originul possessors of" the land in question, who wel~e 
forr.Jerly on the side of the Rarawa, taking part with them against 
Ngapuhi in 1842. They have now quarrelled VIi th their late Ctlief 
Noble, and are urging their claims under the auspices of Tamati 
Waka. 

It appears that all parties partook more or less of the 
payments made by Dr. Ford and the other EUl'opeans, the original 
pUl'chasers, through whom the lands reverted to the crown; and 
had the ground been actually taken possession of at that time, 
it is ver~' probable that no difficulties would have been raised 
by the Natives. 

During the twelve years which have elapsed since that 
event t af:fairs have changed. A war be tween the Harawa and l-igapuhi 
Who suffered considerable loss 01: life on both sides, has taken 
place, about the right of selling lands in the District of Uangonui, 
and it happened that the Valley of Oruru was the scene of the 
hostile encounter. 

Whatever the rights of these belligerent tribes may have 
been respectively, prior to this war, an equal loss of life 
raised the claims of both parties upon a new baSiS, and not 
being able to agree together, the place was by Iliutual consent 
abandoned. 

Noble appears to have been the first to return to the 
contested ground, with the sanction, he affirms, of the Govern­
ment, in consideration of the services he l'endered in the Vlar 
against Heke. 

These circumstances have led to a complication of Native 
difficulties; and the land being required for the location of 
settlers, it became evident that the first step was to extinguish 
the claims of noble, the party in possession, and this wus done 
recently for the sum of one hundred pounds, tbl'ough the hands 
of JA,'. White, the Resident Magistrate, and 1I0ble now wi thou t 
equivocation ac!mowl~dges the land to be crown property. 

Next in impor tance t with q view to quie t occupa t ion, 
is the se t tlemen t of the demands of Pororua and the l!.a Uri Uri 
of Hokianga, (Hgupuhi,) and I thin!, U SUlil of one hundred Wld 
fifty pounds might be advantageously spent in at tainin(l' tha t 
object, as well as a sum of' one hundred pounds to the young 
chief Tipene who has now headed a third party of' claimants. 

Pohipi, a chief of' the Raruwu, also advunces a claim 
of' fifty pounds, maintaining that he has us good n right us the 
other parties, having lost several men in the dui'ence of his 
claims in the Wal' wi th Ngapuhi in 1842; und I would also 
recommend the liquidation of' this claim, af'ter v/hich the 
question will be settled on a satisfactory I'ootin~, anu COIl­
siderable blocks of land can be obtained fl.·om the l(.Bruwa v/ithout 

1~, i I .£ \. 
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any of the se complicated difficulties >;ith which the prescnt 
claim is surrounded. 

The aggregate amount nOli required >;ill be three hundred 
pounds, which, together with the former payments, ... 111 raise the 
cost of the Valley of Oruru to about the some amount a8 would 
have been paid for a new purchase of the same size in the 
present time; and I beg to request you to nmve His Excellency the 
Office1' Administering the GoverlJment, to approve of the foregoing 
arrangements being carried out, and the amount transmitted :for 
me, to the core of the Sub-Treasurer, Bay of Islands. 

I beg further to state, that Bome of the foregoing 
parties of claimants are very insolent in their demands, not­
withstanding the liberal manner in which I have dealt with their 
claims, and propose referring their C8se to a higher authority 
in Auckland; but as I have acted in co-operation with Mr. White, 
the Resident Magistrate, v;ho is alao of opinion that the measures 
I have proposed are the best that can be devised, I hope that a 
firm refUsal will meet them in Auclcland, after which I have 
no doubt but that they will accede to the terms offered them. 

I have, etc., 

John Grant Johnson, 

District Lend Commissioner", 

Donald McLean, Esq., 

Principal Land Commissioner, Auckland, 

1 ,', 
L' 
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EXTRACT FROM TURTON'S EPITOME ETC. 

C. No. 2 -- PAGE 2, 

Memorandum by MR. COMMISSIONER KEMP. 

Report on Claims or Tipene to a portion o~ Oruru Valley. 

By His Excellency's directions, Tsmati Wska appesred st the Lsnd 
Purchase Department in rererence to the claim or a young chier, 
named Tipene, to a portion or the payment ror the Valley or Oruru, 
near Mangonui, (or Doubtless Bay),ror the purchase or which the 
Government is now under negotiation. In explanation or this 
claim, the 1'ollowing paragraph rrom Mr. Johnson's Report or the 
23rd February, 1855, will show the position in Which the applicant 
stands :-

'~ext in importance, with a view to quiet occupation, 
is the settlement or the demands or Pororua and the Mauriuri 
ot: Rokianga." (Mem: Their chiet: is Moses Ta",ai). 

"Besides the Ngapuhi and the Rarawa, another party have 
now appeared, hesmed by a young··man, Tipene, of' the Ngatikahu 
Tribe, the original possessors of' the land in question, who were 
t:ormerly on the side of' the Rarawa, taking part with them againBt 
the Ngapuhi in 1842. They have now quarrelled with their late 
chie~, Noble, and are urging their claims under the auspices ot: 
Tamatt Waka." 

Mr. Johnson, in recommending a division of' the money, 
proposes a sum of' one hundred pounds (£100) to be given to the 
chief' Tipene. 

Tamati Waka has represented his claim to be nearly 
equal to that ot: Pororua, who is to receive, I understand, £150; 
and·suggested that Tipene's peop+e should receive the same amount 
in order more ei'~edually to satis~ several outstanding claimants, 
of' whom the very inf'luential chief' Rangatira, of' Hokianga, is one, 
and to enable the Government to take quiet possession of' the valley 
in so rar as they are concerned. 

Although in all native transactions it is very objection­
able, and of'ten entails trouble, to interf'ere with another 
oi'f'icer's arrangements, still, aa Tamati Wake had already seen 
Mr. Johnson, and having come to Auckland· with these chie~s 
principally to lay the case bef'ore the Governor; and having, 
moreover, strongly recommended an additional sum of' £50 to be 
given, I undertook to submit the question i'or His Excellency's 
f'avourable consideration and approval, upon the understanding that, 
if' Mr. Johnson completed the purchase, they would pledge themselves 
that no i'urther claims should be made upon the Government f'or the 
land in question. 

H.T. KEMP, 

AUCKLAND, 4th May, 1855. 
Natiye Secretary, 

Land Purchase Department. 

2001 
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EXTRACT FROM TURTON'S EPITOME ETC. 

C. NO. 5 -- PAGE 3 

Mr. Commissioner Kemp to the Chief Commissioner. 

District Commissioner's Office, 
Waimate, Bay of Islands, 

12th April, 1856. 

Sir, 

I have already adverted to the importance of settling 
the outstsnding native claims to the Valley of Oruru. 

I beg noT. to state as briefly as I can the particulars 
connected with these claims for His Excellency's information. 

The Valley of Oruru was originally said to be purchased 
by Mr. S.H. Ford, and afterwards transferred by him to the Govern­
ment for Bcrip~ There were at the time of sale to Mr. Ford t"o 
distinct parties, resident owners, headed by their respective 
chiefs, Noble and Pororus. The purchase seems to have been 
defective, inasmuch as Noble's party alone received the bulk of 
the property paid by Mr. Ford. Pororua repudiated the sale in 
so far as his claims to half of the Talley were concerned, and 
when Colonel Godfrey opened the Commission for investigating 
claims et Mangonui, Pororus joined issue ~ith Noble, and hence 
followed the wer, which ended by the latter giving up the contest, 
~~ith considerable loss in killed and ~ounded •. 

Pororua was advised to retire, which he did, and resided 
with his friends at Whangaroa, and for some time it was considered 
as neutral ground. 

Noble, I believe, afterwards receiYed Sir George Grey's 
sanction to return to Oruru for his services during the rebellion, 
and renewed his cleim, which was met by Mr. Vlhi te paying him the 
sum of £100 and a section of land 'of 100 acres, upon which he no~ 
resides. 

This being done, the land was thrown open for sale by 
the Government, and the sum of between three and four thousand 
pounds(£3,000 and £4,000) realized. . . 

To a portion of the land thus sold, Pororus continued 
to urge hiB claim, and a young chief named Tipene, connected 
with Noble's Party. Both these parties have since visited 
Auckland, and their claims haTe been submitted for consideration, 
Through Tamati Waka. 

His Excellency the Officer Administering the Government 
promised that they should meet with STery attention. 

Mr. White, the Resident Magistrate at Mangonui, is 
most anxious that these claims should be speedily and finally 
settled, and the natives are equally anxious for sn amicable 
settlement. After a careful hearing of the two claims, their 
demands (being much reduced from what they originally ~ere) were 
left standing thus :- 'To Pororua, representing t he powerful 
Ngapuhi Tribes, two hundred pounds (£200) in cash, or one hundred 
and fifty pounds (£150) and a section of land of one hundred acres. 
To Tipe!;le, representing Moetara, Busby, and other northern tribes, 
£150: rotal. £350. CBsh. 

The occupation by Pororua or a aection or lend in the 
toruru , would be to bring two opposing chie:fs into colliBion, which, 
for the sake of the district and of the settlers, it would be very 
desirable indeed to avoid. If' you concur in thiB view of the 
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case, the payment of the u.oney would, I think, be by far the 
most satisfactory means of' removing the present serious difficulties, 
snd setting the question at rest. 

Enclosed is a copy of' 8 letter which has slready been 
forwarded by Ur. m,ite, and shows how important it is that no 
time should be lost in meeting the claims of' these natiwes. 

I have, etc., 

H.T. KEMP, 
District Commissioner. 

The Principal Commissioner, 

Lsnd Purchase Department, Auckland. 

'1 u 
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TRANSLATION OF ENCLOSURE. 

Vlri tten .on the 6th day of February. 

My Friend the Governor, 

Oruru has been before the Court twice. Johnson was the 

Judge. Henry Kemp was the Commissioner in Auckland. He has 

the purchase monies received from the Bale which Was 

confirmed at Auckland. The total amount waB £150. Yle beg 

of you to send our monies because we have been waiting two 

yesrs. If you do not send these monies we will tske Oruru back, 

but if you comply with our request we will let things stand 

as they are. We think that there should be only one ssd 

side and one happy side. The happy side Bho~ld be ours 60 

that we will become united with you. 0 Governor, these are 

the wishes of the signatories of this letter - the leaders 

of the people - this is all, from 

(Signstures) 

HR te Eira 

Ha l:'enehar:1a 

At Taipa. 1CJ56 !fa Puahll 

Ua Rnhoe 

'1 w 
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Sir, 

-_""X'rRAC'!' FRO~!, 'i'URTOn'S BPI'2?OUB OF OPPICIAL 
DOCUl.IEI·'TS l!:','C.· 

C. No. 6 p?~ 

\7 .. B. r/nite, Esg., Resident Liagistrate, to the 
Chief' ConlloiGsioner .. 

Reporting Difficulties arising out of the NOll-Settler.1ent 
01' Claims to Oruru. 

Resident ~'tE'gi6tr8te' s Court, r.!angonui, 
25th June, 1 P.56. 

I have the honor to call your attention to the very serious 
difficulties the settlers and reaident nativas at Oruru 91'e 
subject to, in consequence of no steps having been taken to 
extinguish the claims of certflin natives acknowledged by the District 
Commissioner, hll'. Johnson. When Mr. Kemp visited this district, 
he in:formed me that certain promises had been made to Tipene,. by 
Which his claim was computed at one hundred pounds; PerOrl1B t S 
is one hundred and fifty pounds, and Rarawa fifty pounds. 

Tipene is constant,ly at variance wi th the people at Oruru, 
and is making vigorous efforts to return to settle there. Pororua 
the same.. Between the two, the set.tlers or-e kept in a constant 
state of' excitemen~, and e senae of' insecurity very much cr·ipples 
their enterprise. l.toreover, a portion or Hr. Campbell f s land 
bas been occupied, hut I cannot interfere in consequence of the 
unsettled question of payment. 

May r request you will take the earliest opportunity of 
setting this question at rest, aB it causes many disputes. One 
has lately occurred Which the natives are apprehensive will lead 
to seriouB dlfTiculti os. 

I have, &c., 
VI.B •• illITE. 

The Principal CommiSSioner, 
Land Purcba se Depart.ment, Auckland. 

'P, . 
L;; 



EXTRACT FROM TURTON'S EPITO],;E OF OFFICIAL 
DOCUMEt'::TS E'l'C. 

C. Ho. 8 Pn~ 

The Chief' Commissioner to Hr. Commissioner Kemp. 

To Settle Native Claims. 

Chief' Commissioner's 0f'fice,Auckland,29th August,1856. 

Sir,-

I have the honor,. by airection of the Governor, to inform you 
that His Excellency has been pleased to Buthorize the expendi t.ure 
of' s sum not exceeding three hUld'ed pounds (£300) in the settlement 
of' t.he outstanding claims to the Oruru Valley at Mangonui, and I 
have to ,'equest that you will take immediate steps f'or the f'inal 

extinction of' these claims. 

, A warrant has been issued authorizing the Sub-Treasurer at 
Russell to pay the sum of' three hundred pounds (£300) to you, upon 
your requisition in the usual f'orm. You will, however, be good 
enough to abstain f'rom withdrawing this surn f'rom the SUb-Trea Bury, 
until the natives are prepared to receive It in 1'<,11 settlement 
of nll claims, and to execute a document securing the Government 
,'rom all future claims on the part of' ,,1 ther of' the tribes who 
are interested in the lend. 

You will heve to account f'or this money to the Sub-Treasurer 
within one month f'rom tho date.of' drawing the advance by f'urnishing 
him with attested copies of' the Native Deeds. and of' this letter of' 
authority. 

This sum of three hundred pounds (£300) is the amount recommended 
by Mr. Johnson in his report of the 23rd February, 1855, and 
sanctioned by the Colonial Secretsry's letter or the 7th of' 
April f'ollowing; but I perceive f'rom your letter of' the 12th of 
April last, that either a surn of' three hundred Dnd f'if'ty pounds (£350) 
will now be necessary, or that a grant or One hundred ('t100) acres 
of' land will have to be made to Pororua. I truBi;, however, that you 
will use your best exertions to ef'fect the f'inul settlement f'or the 
sum now sanctioned, and that you will use your utmost endeavour to 
avoid giving Pororus the land grant of' one h\mdred (100) acres, as 
his retention of' eny land in the Oruru will, I apprehend, gl.ve rise 
to disputes with the Rarawa, which, in the f'inal settlement now tQ 
be ef'f'ected, should be carefullY avoided. I conceive it would be 
more advisable even to give an additional f'ifty pounds (£50) to 
Pororua. if' you cannot settle it otherwise, than to make him a grant 
land that may be a f'nuitf'ul SOUI'ce of' di scord hereaf'ter. In the 
event of' your having occasion to pay f'ifty pounds (£50) beyond the Bum 
now 8uth0:Pized, thlt. amount mey be dioburseo out o:f the balance of' 
One hundred ane one pounds thirteen shillings and f'ive pence 
(£101. 13a. 5d.) you hnve in your po"sossion; and, should it be 
impossible to effect a settlement without the one hundred (100) acres 
of land, you must have a conveyance from all the Natives concerned 
giving up their entire intcrest and claims to the one hundred (100\ 
acres in question in favour of Pororua. 

I have no douht Mr. White will aId you in carrying out the 
necessary Rrrangcments with the Natives. 

I have, &c., 
Donald ~!cLean. 

Chief' Commissioner. 

H .. ']'. Kemp, F.sq., 
District Commi8~ioner, Bny or Ielenos. 

-,T' .:..,' , 
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S:~T!tA.cr!, FROt,i ?UR~Ol'F S BPI':O~,;E OF OP~'ICIAL 
DOCur.tK'!~S ;~:'G ~ 

C. No. 2. Pu(:e 2.. 

Mr. Commissioner Kemp to the Chief' ConLllissioner. 

Requesting a fUrther sum of I.toney on account of' Oruru Cluims. 

District Commissioner's Of'i'ice, 
Bny of' I31[md~, 7th Septemher, 1856 .. 

Sir, ..... 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of' the ~9th inst., 
in reference to the settlement of' the Oruru cl&iws. 

It is not, I think, improbable that, owing to the decease or the 
chier Noble (whose assistance was very benef'icial to the Govel'nruent) 
subsequently to the arrangemHnts reported in my cOOhllunication of' the 
12th April last, the position of' this long-vexed qaestion may in 
Bome measure become altered. 

In anticipation of' this. I propose to invite Tameti Waka to 
accompany me, if" he conveniently can; 8nd 86 he has considerable 
i nrluence with Pororua' s party. his sel'vices Viould be very acceptable. 
and be approved by His Excellency thc Gover·nor. 

As you so f'ully concur with :'[1'. Vlhi te and [''Yself' in 1..-1 thholding. 
if' possible, the grunt of' any land in the Valley to POl'Orua, I 
would respectf'ully Ul'ge the propriety of' having placed at my ois\,0861, 
and without deley, an additional sum of' TViO hundred pounds (£200) to 
meet any new dif'f'iculties that may arise; and as by your instructions 
the sum of' Three hundred pounds (£300) already advanced, is 
not to be withdra?in from the Sub ..... Treasury wltil the Natives have, 
in the f'irst instance, signea over their cleims, I shell proceed 
at once to the District to compll:':te thene 81'rrl.1lgement8 if' I can; 
ond in ::~c meantime I i;rust that v :f.'u)·1.11t~1' ljufll of' 'l'WG hundl'ed 
pounds (.£200) will be made available at ttle Sub-":reauury. ill the 
event u:-:' itL l)(.:inL l't:quiruo or· or.;y pnrt therao1'. You \'il11 no doubt 
see the policy of' this arrangement "h~n I udd in explanation thAt 
the planting season bas already begun, und the dirf'icultl;3f. th"t 
generally f'ollo·,';, r;hen the llatives obtain a firm f'ooting on the lena. 
Hitherto, Tipene's party have abstainea rrom cultiveting at . 
Noble's request, ana I am in greet hopes of still f'inding it an 
open question, and if' so, of' bringing it to a conclusion, without 
much adaltlonal trouble and expense. 

Donald };1cLean,. Esq., J.P., 

I have, &:0 .. , 
H.T. Kemp, 

District Commissioner. 

Ohief Commissioner, AucklGnd. 

OJ r. 
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EXTRACT FHOM TUHTOH'S EPITOME ETC. 

C. No. 10 PAGE 6 

J.!R. C01tllISSIONER KEMP TO THE CHIEF COWJISSIONEH. 

Reporting Final Settlement of all Claims to Oruru. 

Sir,-

District Co~nissioner's Office, 
Bay of Islands, 

29th September, 1896. 

I have much pleasure in reporting for the information of 
His Excellency the Governor, that the ortatanding claims to the 
Valley of Oruru have been finally and amicably disposed of, and, 
as I have every reason to believe, to the satisi:'action or the whole 
of the Natives concerned. " 

2. On receipt of the instructions which accompanied the 
sum of Three hundred pounds (£300) forwarded through the Sub­
treasurer at Russell, I lost no time in proceeding to Mangonui 
and Oruru, where, having assembled the different claimants, they 
finally agreed, after a series of well-conducted discussions, to 
receive the sum of Three hundred and fifty pounds (£350) in full 
compensation for their claima to the Valley. 

3. Pororua, who is a chief of considersble importance, and a 
lineal descendant of Hongi Hika, ror several days insisted upon 
having a section of one hundred acres granted (100 acres) to 
him upon the same terms with Noble, the late chier or the Rarawa 
tribes; and as he had already commenced to cultivate, it seemed 
to be for some time doubtful whether he would consent to receive 
a money compensation, although an additional sum of Fifty pounds 
(£50), authorized in the fourth paragraph of the instructions, 
was tendered to him. He t however, finally accepted the sum of 
Two hundred pounds (£200), the amount allotted to him, as a full 
compensation for his claims; and his immediate followers, who 
occupy but a small plantation (about an acre and a half) are under 
a written agreement to leave the ground sO soon as they hsve re­
moved their crops. 

4. Two small reserves of about a quarter or an acre each, at 
the entrance to the Oruru River, have been set apart fur the use 
of the Natives generally, near to the public road, as a con­
venience to travellers, and where they might also haul up their 
canoes while ppon their trading excursions. 

These reserves lIilll be laid and mspped off by llr. Vlhi te, 
who has also undertaken the survey of the external boundaries 
of the "block, so aoon as the young chiefs deputed to accompany 
him have tiniahed ~utting in their crops. 

5. There were present at this meeting several influential 
chiefs trom the north, with Busby, the successor of the late 
Noble Panakoreao. He is a man of good standing, a friend to the 
Europeans, and his influence extends over a large body of Natives 
in the north. He has suggested that the section of 100 acres 
granted by the Government to Noble, and now occupied by his widow 
and her attendants, should be purchased, if a ravourable opportunity 
presented itself, with a view to the Valley or Oruru being left 
entirely to the Europeans, who may thereby be induced to settle 
in larger numbers. 

Of Mr. Vihite's assistance, most kindly given, I was glad to 
avail myself. By his previous acquaintance with the details and 
bearings of' these claims, a vexatious and troublesome question 
has at length been rinally and amicably settled. 

I have, ett:'., 
H.T. KEMP, 

The Chief" Comuissioner, District Commissioner. 
Land Purchase Department, Auckland. 

C) !--'-, 
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I{a te yuhil)i tc rewure'.'la 
i;a te Y/a!<.a !"{Ullgaunl1 
Eo Ahauhu x 
Kinc:i tc n~anS3. 
1·:0 te \"lircC'l11 :t-ik&hu x 
Ko t.e liira Kuri x 
'le 1.:a tiu te Huhu x 
'i'e i':araka te l~awau x 
l':ahoe x 
l.ieinata te nou :x: 
Ko Pi 
\'lilarerau 
Korev:ha 
Re i~12.n.a Te Kanah i 
'llipene Kolie 
Iha1ca te '11eira 
Ko 11otiu-na Fene 
Ko Eeho do 

i tuhi 
do 

. Ko te r.L'ei: .. :'a do do 

Y/1 tnesses--

Ko l:!luhe iItei 
... ·/tlrelcuUl'i Pororu<:l 
Tipene 
Ii. i.:t'l-l&~;:a Hon2i 
(Busb~rI5 son) gg 'l'imoti l.1iti 
'l'ai pr;.r.l.. tera ·.:..~e H!}u 
1\:0 Hone Poror-ua z 
';!i 'i'e ,/d1ur:mkil'i ~{ 
Ko te ~~RI~ena--1:.J Popcrtl<1 
';/i Kai t5.io 
Para tp.ue Karuhuf'i 
Beta Einaki 
Aperaha!:1E! Uore x na '!'ipene 
Hohaia t~ tI gOll~e na .t'i!,.-·ene x 
CrnereIl!'i x 
Hiwai ?aeu.ta 
lletaral<ll 
.Ueihl:\nu Eipillti 

Thomas Plavell, Settler, r,:an:-~cnui 
Thomas l)hillips,Settler, .!\r/anui 
(Jacob Fox, Settl~r, Uan!jonui 

\.l. B. \'JHITB 
J(E.:G.u-t:. \'iu~ls -t,ra t~ 

H. ~t .1:11,LP 
:Jis t. Gor:ll::issiDfler 

A tr'..le tl'anslatiou. 
'fl1ir; iE a 'll'ue Gop~r Ot' the Gl'iCi!io.l Deed unll 'I'l'f\IlElfltion .. 

H. H.-;'iiS01J f-.:?UHr.I~OH. 

OJ ,~\ 
bJ ,} 
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BIR,-

EXTRACT FROM TURTON'S EPIT01,IE ETC. 

C. No. 11 -- PAGE 6 

THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER TO MR. C01fl.!ISSIOllER KEMP. 

Certain Hokianga Chief's pref'er ClaiOls to Oruru. 

LAND COW.lISSIONER'S OFFICE, 
11th December, 1856. 

I have the honour to inf'orm EOU that certain Hokianga 
chiefs, names as per margin. have COOle to Auckland to request 
a further payment f'or Oruru. 

They have been inf'ormed that the whole amount the 
Government intends to pay f'or that land has been transmitted 
to you and paid to the Native o~ners. 

It now appeara that Tipene is at fault in not having paid 
Rangatira Moetara his share of' the Fifty pounds (£50) he 
received f'or the purpose. 

2. Tbey of'f'er to sell the Maungatsniwha District,' and 
you will be good enough to report if' they are the real claimants; 
whether it would be a desirable purchase; and ~scertain the 
extent of' the land, and the terms on which it can be purchased. 

3. They advance a claim to land purchased by the 
Rev. Mr. Matthews, and you will also report what the nature 
of' their claims to that land is, and whether that question Can 
be easily adjusted by you. 

They wish to exclude a piece of' land called Pararaki 
f'rom the sale' to Mr. Matthews. 

I have, etc., 

DONALD McLEAN, 

Chief' Commissioner. 

H.T. KEMP~ Esq., J.P., 
District Commissioner, Bay of' Islands. 

.. Yl1remu Tana Papahia,. Tomairangi, Ngarewa,. Te Karu, Marupo. 

') " 
L···· 
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Sir,-

EXTR~CT FROM TURTON'S EPITOJ.fE OF OFFICIAL 
DOCUl.IENTS ETC. 

e .. No .. 13 PaI!.!!....l. 

~r. Commissioner Kemp to the Chier Commissioner. 

Recommending Purchase or Noble' 8 Reserve. 

District Commissioner's Office, 
Bey 0~ IslancE, June 12th, 1857. 

During Illy recent visit to the North, I JOEerved a dl,'ficulty 
in which t[,e settlers as well as the ne ti ves residi"g in the 
Oruru Valley are plvced with ref'erence to the occupnt1on of' a reserve 
which wes made by the late chier Noble Panakareao, with the sanction 
of the Government, and for which a Crown grant had, I believe, 
been given previously to the first settlement or the outstanding 
native claims in that district. 

Allusion to this. reserve is made in my report of the Oruru, 
dated 29th September, 1856. 

2. The case seems to be aImply thia:- Noble ieavea an infant 
daughter, his legal representative. There are also the immediate 
followers and servanta of Noble who still reside and cultivate 
upon thin reserve. They have been urged to move to their rospeotive 
locations by the Government and by the cldefs, and it was agreed 
that they should have done so some time ago. 

It is understood, however, that some or the settlers, whose 
interest it is to keep these people at Oruru, have since advised 
them to remain where they are, and the consequence is j;hat the 
nativea are in doubt as to which courae it would be right for them 
to adopt. 

AIr. White, the officer of the district, has requested me to 
make a statement of the circumstances ror the information of the 

Government; and, as the majority of the settlers are unwilling that 
any annoyance should arise between them and the nativea, I would 
respectfully recom'nend for consideration that this reserve be 
purchased, if possible, from the native trustees, and the mouey 
invested in some mOl'e suitable manner for the benefit of Noble's 
child, if it were thought desirable by the chiefs intereated. -If 
this 8uggestion is approved, Mr. White could BOon aupply a plan 
of the reserve, and rurnish any further details you might wish for. 

The section itself, being an extremely valuable one, would be 
very soon purchased, and the Government would be at once reimbursed 
in the outlay that may be necessary for the extinguishment or the 
native title. 

I have, &0., 
H.T. KEMP, 

District Commissioner. 
The Chief Commissioner, 

Land Purchase Departcilent, Auckland. 

3:' 



-] 
L 

r 

I 
I 
'1 
~ 

'. iI 

] 

I 

) 

EX7RAC'l~ FRGM ~'URTO!~lS BPIT01.r-~ 02 O}'FICIAL 
DOCU1.tUITS BTC. 

c. t-ro. 20 Page 11. 

The AHsj.stant Native Secretary (acting for the Chief Commissioner) 
to tir. Commissioner Kemp. 

Sir, ..... 

Relative to Purchase of' Noblet 8 Reserve 
in the Oruru Block. 

Land Comrllissioner's O1'1."1ce, 
AucklBnd. 1st AUEust, 1357. 

I have the honor to ackno~ledge the receipt of' your communication, 
bearing date 12th June, in which you recoTOl!lend the purchase by 
the Government of' the native ret;;8rVe in the Oruru Valley granted 
to the late chief Noper" Panakareao. 

In reference thereto I have the honor to inform you that His 
Excellency 1s not at present prepared to authorize the proposed 
purchase, but def'ers giving a rinal answer until further inf'ormation 
shall enable him to :form an opinion as to the expediency OI' the 
course recommended by you. 

I have therefore to request thRt you will state O\Ol'e 
particularly your reasons f01' recommendinG the alienation o:f this 
reserve by t he family of the late chief lloble: also to express 
the opinion of the Government that Rmple provision ou".-.t to be made 
in landed property to be secured to hia heirs, !inc that it is not 
apparent why tIle Oruru is an unfit or undesirable locality for 
the 'purpose. 

The annoYBnce caused to the gUl'OpeeD settlurs thrQugh the 
lrveaulur occupation of' the reserve by Hoble t B :followers. might 
possibly be romoved by leaning it for a term of' years. Uron the 
expediency or otherwise of' such un urrBngement you will have the 
gOJdness.to report. 

I have, &c .. to 

Thoa. H. Smith, 
F0r the Chief' Commissioner. 

H.T. Kemp, Esq., J.P., 
District Commissioner, Bay of Islands. 

3,. 
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COPIED PROM NORTHERN l.IINUTE BOOK NO.1 

PAGE 4Q. 

PAKAUTAIlARUA ORURU PETITION 

Oct. 3/9/69. 

Pakautararua 180 and 22 acres exclusive of roada. 
Claimants Tehu Ngawaka, Ylharo Nga Kuku, Rihi Te 
V/henua, Tipene Tetaha, Nopera te Puru, Patarope 

Kukupa. 

Tehu Ngawaka s.;orn. I belong to Ngatiteau, hapu 

Rarawa tribe live at Whangape. I am the step Pather of 

Nopera PaneKareao Ngakuku; daughter whose interest I represent 

in this land. It is in her name that I am making this claim 

for the object of selling. This block of land was recognised as 

Nopera's land when the remainder of Oruru ws s occupied by the 

Government. It has remained ever since in our possession, that 

is with the co-claimants. Nopera was the principal chief of 

the tribe and the land belonged to him from descent. Should 

the Court decide upon granting the certificates I would wish the 

daughter Wharo Ngakuku and Rih! te Vlhenua and myself to have the 

180 acres and Vlharo Ugakuku with the others the piece of 22 

acres. Te Whare wishes to sell the whole of' her share in this 

block. Puru ~s her uncle, the other persons mentioned in notice 

are relations and I think should have soma share. The land 

is bounded by Mr. YI. Butler on the South, by the Oruru River 

on the East. by Mr. J. Hunt on the North, and by the range of 

hills on the West. 

3. . ~" 
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IN DE X 

CLAD.! 104 S.H. FORD. 

Subject 

Summary 

Deed, Waioioi, Oruru and parawai Blocks 

Pororua, Opposi tion bef'ore Commissioner 

Ford - svidence before commissioner 

Report by Commissioner 

Award by Governor 
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CLAW 704 (cOOD) 

''!.HOIOl, ORURU, PARArlAI. 

CLAIi.!!l!'·;T: S.H .. I,'OR!l 

Deecri-9ticn of' Lund, Payment and Sellers, sep.: Tl:~rtQn t s 
Private Purchases, Deed 52, pa[:'e h5-h7. (Turton also gives 
CO:)~T of' Cor.mlissjoner's Report and Ch)vf:pnOr'2 /\\"Jurcl). 

Sl.l~}!-)Qsed contents 5,000 acres. 
Payment £220.7 .. 0 8"00(18 (S:,rrlney IJrices). 

Sale disputed be:fore CCmtiliBSioner E.L.Godf'rey 10/3/18L~4-; 
Porurua dispntillc HopeT-n Panalcnero J s l~irrh t to !":ell the 1 end 
in i:his cla.im. 

Cl~ilQant (leeired to cede his l'icht to land to the ~}overru:lent 
in ezcilange :fOl' othel' land. COlil1:1inGioder awarded ":j7j acres 
to be fir-anted elSe1.'lhere upon ClftimGtnt s\,!">pet1del'j:n~ oriEiinnl 
Deeds o:r? Purchase to tile Government. 

Governor Pit zro;:r aV/a:t:'c1etl .£1 ,725 Sc pip - 20/5/18h4. 

HOTE!:Yard ceded certain vortiDn 01-' the ori~inal claim to the 
l.[uDPis ppior to investication of' claim 1)7 tIle COUllilissioner. 
'I'his pOl-.tion VIas 1& tel~ purchased oy the Grovln. See 'lupton IS 

l,-Ianri Deeds No.3 in conjunction with the ".'hole or the block 
oriGinall~r l)Urchused by J..'ord. 

1 
J .. 
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CO·::lied frOtfl If urton I s Private Purchases. 

DEED lTD. 52, n. Ijl,. 

'fHAlfSLA'rIO;T. 

\'/AIOIOI, ORURU, AlfD PAlli\..WAI i1LUCK, l.LtlHGOlfUI DIS'1';':I:":'1'. 

Kaitaia. lfOVl'.12th 1839. 

LISTEN all people to this Book which Vie Hoole Panakareao 
have \'Iri tten, on the one side, and Lir. Fora. on "the otter side. 
'Chis Book was written on the 12th of' Hovember in t.he year o:f 
Lora. Jesus Christ One thousand eight hUna.red and thir"ty nine. 
This Boole. is 'lIri tten by us :aoble Fana:i(areao on the one par--c, 
on the other part by Ur. Fora as a true sign to us all, as 
also to all people that 'lie l'loble Panaxareao have let go to Mr. 
Ford a portion ai' land to be his :for ever. All the ;'loods and 
all things whatsoever growing on the sa:lid land and all things 
beneath the said land. 'rhe extent of' the said land, Twenty 
thousand acres more Qr less. '£he great nalHes oi' the said place 
(or land) are Waioioi, Oruru and Parawai. 

The boundaries of the said land to the North East begin 
at Pataka on the sea, ascendin~ to Tanguru, and then going to 
],!angatarata (this is the Horth). The boundary to the West is 
at Pukewuu, and descending at Tatatu crossing over to Popotea 
descendinrr to Hgahinekararanga, crossing over to Otahuhu and 
going to the Hau ot: the Kawiu. The boundal'y to the South is 
Pul<ekauere as far as Paravmi, (the Kauri Woods also), and going 
to the Upokowatitiri as far as TamaKahu and arriving at the 
Waivlakata. The boundary to the East., and going to the \'Iaiwero, 
arriving at the great water of Pakonga, crossing over to the 
UrlUlga, ascending at Tangata Kotahi, and gOing up to Paekauri, 
descending at Okoroheke following the great river to Haumapu and 
comin[l out at Watakao, going to Topari, ascending at Hapeparetao 
and descending at the Hou arriving at 'favlalca, and going to Otangaroa 
as far as Waipumahu up to Kohumaru. It then beal's to the North­
Vlard as :far as Hikurua and Paekotare and on to the Run; it then 
goes to Tangitepurupuru crossing over to the Kalmga, following 
the banks of the River to Tai·pa and then bendin[! to the Koutu 
as f'ar as the Taupara, it then goes to l1apuna, U-pokotopea, 
Paraua and Anamatulcu, meeting at Pntaka at the beginnine of the 
bOlmdary line. 

These are the payments for all these places; One hundred 
and eighty Blanlcets, Seven Casks Tobacco, TV/enty-:fou:c lioes, 
Six Adzes, Eighteen Iron Pots, Thirty Shirts, Thir·ty Tro1iiSers, 
Thirty Razors, Sixteen Scissors, TV/enty-four Comba. That is, 
its payment in value VIas £430. r.rhree hundred and tVienty Pounds 
of money. And the land made out by this book is for Mr. Ford, 
for his children for ev~r and ever. 

The peo~le of Kohumaru with their children may sit upon 
this place from this generation to another; but not the people 
of other ~arts; those of the place only. Also the people of 
Oruru may sit upon their places on the said land within the 
boundary. But t:or me to point out tIle ai ttine places t:or the 
Hatives; and for those only shall be there who follow the 
directions ot: the Scripture of Jesus Christ. 

Nopera Panakareo 
Ruvliri tiro 
Kepa Vlaha 
Morehou 
Mal~ari 

Pana Wakangi 
Poho 
Uringarara 
Hil<i 
Wetekia 
Huhakai Khpahu 
puia Kupahu 

Reihana Morenui x 
Wiremu KnlHl x 
Ware x 
Mohi Witil'Ufi 
Ripi 
kiahanga 
Watene Wera 
Kingi Kohuru 
Rahieru PutuViare 
IhHlm. Hunnpukn 
Hi1'a l<.uri 
1,7irernll Pikallu 
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Rehi paraoa 
Pita 
Kauika 
Tukariri 
Ko Pihangu 
\vireIDu Makir i 
Ua tiu PUW3\ 
Ihaia Hau 
!lemi Pari 
Kiripoka 
HamU8I'a Toromai 
Hohepa Kiwa 
Tuna Pokaia 
I.tat!u Puke 

l'/itnesses: WID. G. puckey 
Josepll Matthews 
Rd. l,la t th!>ws. 

2. 

ENDORSEMENT. 

Turau 
Omerengi 
Aperahamu LIar e 
Puru x. 
]dorenga x. 
Ahuahu x. 
lluhuOC . 
Vlaitaha x. 
Paratene llamu 
'i(aruwero 
'r&kamoana 
Tamati Pawau 
Taha 

We Noble Panakareao and others whose names are affixed 
to this Deed of Land on the back of this, in conjunction with 
Mr. Ford have all of us agreed that all the land therein 
mentioned shall go back to the Hati ves excepting that expressed 
in the present writing which shall belong exclusively to Mr. 
Ford and his heirs. Lo, these are the Boundaries; co~nencing 
at the Tangi te Purupuru, running along the oruru river to the 
Atua Komuhumuhu right to the punga; continuing along the side 
of the river right to Huruneke, to pulcuwakavla to the Rere, 
still continuing along the stream straight to the Tou 0 Witi, 
to Waitarau; this is the Western boundary. Rising the ridge 
here and running to OIDatai in an Easterly direction and going 
to Ritomo to Tiki Ponga, running to Tokotoko; this is the 
Southern boundary. Conginuing to Kai ¥Vetu to paekotare, running 
to pelcehohora to the Rua; running to the Ikatiriri, continuing 
along the large ridge above until it arrives at the Tangi te 
purupuru the first boundary; this is the HOl'theru boundm'y •. · 

Noble Panakareao has sold this land to IJr. Ford and his 
heirs for ever and ever. This was wri tten on the 5th day of 
October in the year of our Lord, 1840. 
Witness: REIHANA MORENUI. (signature) HOPERA PANAKAP.EAO. 
True Translation. 

H. TAOY KEMP. 

EXTRACT FROM CO~WISSIOHER'S REPORT. 

The right of Nopera Panakareao to alienate this land has 
been contested by the chier Pororua, his tribe living thereon. 
In consequence or the violence of this dispute, the Elxalilination 
or this Clilim was not proceeded with. The Claimant having 
stated his desire to cede any title he may possess to this 
~prchase to the Government for a compensation in land, at the 
rate of seven shillings and eightpence per acre, upon the amount 
or his expenditure of £220.7.0, tlle Commissioner thererore 
respectfully recommends that a Grant for 575 acres should be 
issued to Samuel H. ).!"lord, his heirs and assigns f'or ever, 
excepting 100 reet rrom high-water mark, upon his surrendering 
the original deeds or pm'chase for the above-described land to 
the Government. EDWAll]) L. GODRREY, Oommr. 
Bay or Islands, 10th March 1844. 
Minute: Upon the above-mentioned 
seventeen hundred and twenty-f'ive 
at the Treasury. 

terms I award to Samue 1 ll. Ford 
acres (or £1,725) lund credit 

ROBEl/I' FITZIWY. 

A true copy of original Deeds, Translations und Conunisslonor 18 
lleport. 

H. HAJlSOIf TUR'fON. 
Wellington. 
25th A1'1'il, 1 S79· 
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CLAIJ.! 701 •• 

Claim Ho.3'JOD - S.ll. FORD, Claimant. 

MANGAllUI,12 January, 1843. 

PORORUA, a Native Chief', states 

That he opposes the purchase made by 1ir. Ford about 
Oruru - the land there sold being in the complete 
possession of his Tribe - as their place oi'residence and cultivation. 

He declares he never has nor ever will alienate the 
land they have been so long living upon and they deny tl,e 
righ t of' Hopera to sell their land. 

(sgd) H. Tacy Kemp, 
Int. 
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Deed No.1. 

Deed No.2 • 

CLAn! 704. 

Claim 300D. 

S. H. .p ORD ---- CLAIJr.",'T. 

HUSSELL, 4 th Uarch, 1844. 

S.H.FORD, being duly sworn, States: 

I purchased a trac t of: land upon the Hi vcr ururu in 
the district of: llanganui f:rom the Native Chief: !loper" 
panakearo and others, in the month of: Hovembcl', 1839, 

The names of: this land are Waioioi - Oruru and ?ara­
wai containing about 5000 acres more or less. 

The boundaries are described in the Deed and-I now 
exhibi t to the Court a copy of: which I deposit. 

These boundaries were a1'terwards circumscribed and 
agreed to by the Natives and a description of: them is 
contained in Deed No.2. 

I gave the goods described in the Deed Ho.1. f:or it 
amounting in value to £220.7.0. stg. 

This purchase having been disputed by another Tribe 
of' Natives, whose' right is however is denied by the sellers 
to me, I wish to be allowed land elsewhere at the r ate of: 
seven Shiilings and Eightpence ver acre - the price f:ixed 
in Schedule B f:or the month of: November, 1839 and upon the 
receipt of: a grant of: land upon these terms I will transf:er 
any original Deeds of: Purchase and all my right title and 
interest in the lands above descl'ibed to H.lf..Governrnent. 

(Sgd) S.ll.Ford. 

UTaken in court, 
4th March, 1843. 

(Sgd) E.S.Godf:rey." 
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CLAIll1 704. 

REPOHT OF THE CO),\IUSSIOmmS J\PPOIllTED 1'0 EXAl.!IllE AND 
l1EPO;{'f UPOlI CLAWS TO GHANTS Ol' GUm IH meW ;OBALAHD. 

:'Com;nissioner Go:lfrey reporting on S. H. Ford I &Claim 30Q)",. 

CLAn! NO: 300D (704) 

CLAIJ,lAIrrS NAlffi: $. n. Ford. 
and 

ADDI8SS: Russell 

NATIVES HAW,S 
PRO!;i V{H01A PUH­
CHASED Oil -
OBTAD1SD: 

}lopera, e teo. 

DATE OF ALLEGED November, 1839. 
PUHCHASE: 

For Filing Memorial 
2 Documents 
1 Witness 

F!<~ES : Received. 

1 do examined 

£- 10 
5 
5 

CLAIt.lANT· S NAI,IE: 

and ADDRESS: 

TOTAL £1 

CLAIM NO.300D. 

SAMUEL H. PORD 

RUSSELL 

Report: ••••• The commissioners have the honor to report for 
the information of His Excellency the Governor, 
tha t, from the accompanying Evidence taken in 
Claim Ho. 

The Claimant eXhibited two Deeds and deposited copies 
with the Court - Doc;l;uments No.1 & 2. 
For the purchase from the Native Chief 

SELLERS: NOPEllA PAUAKJlERO 

Of a Tract of Land thu.s described:-

BOUNDARIES: In the district of !.Iunganui - situated upon 
the River ururu - and known by the names 
Waiaioi, oruru and l)arawai as describeu in 
Deed No.2. 

:1) 
Ip 



CLAIM 704. 

The supposed contents 5000 Acres 

The payment made to the Natives ror this Land stated to 
have been in November, 1839 

Cash 
Goods £220.7.0. £220 7 

£220 7 

The right or Nopera panakaero to alienate this land has 
been contested by the Chier porurua, his Tribe living 
thereon. In consequence or the violence or this dispute 
the examination or this Claim was not proceeded with. 

The Claimant having stated his desires to cede any title 
he may possess to this purchase to the Government, for 
a Compensation in land at the rate or seven Shillings and 
Eightpence per acre, upon the amount or his expenditure or 
£220·7·0. 

"Note - pororua Claimed the land by right or conquest -
20 years berore date." 

Recommend ation ••• The Commissioner thererore respectrully 
recommends that a Grant ror 

575 acres 

or Land elseWhere should be issued to 

SA,\IUEL H. PORD 

His Heirs and Assigns ror ever. Excepting 
100 ree t rrom high wa tar marIe. 

upon his surrendering the original Deeds 'or purchase ror 
the above described land to the Government. 

Bay or Islands, 
10 March,1 844. 

(Sgd) Edward S. Godrrey 
commissioner. 

"upon the abovementioned terms I award to S arouel l!. Ford 
seventeen hundred and twenty-rive acres of' £1,725) 
Land Oredi t at the Treasury • 

(sgd)Robt. FitzRoy. 
May 20th,1844." 
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