





Browne noted, there were no internal hapu boundaries within the block. However,
Ngati Whare received the larger portion of the Te Whaiti block, but their portion was
less valuable than the section cut out for Ngati Manawa. Most of the valuable milling
timber went to Ngati Manawa.

Overall, questions arise as to whether Ngati Whare received recognition of all of their
traditional interests, given that all they really received was the Te Whaiti No 1 block.

Sources for this section:

-Urewera Minute Book 5: Te Whaiti Nui A Toi, 18 March 1901- 1 April, pp 71-215;
Urewera Minute Book 6

-AJHR 1903, G-6

-AJHR 1907, G-4

-Anita Miles, ‘Te Urewera’, Rangahaua Whanui District 4, Waitangi Tribunal 1999
-Proceedings of the Second Urewera Commission, MS Copy Micro 0495, copy of
gMS 1229-1230

-MA 13/90: Urewera Te Whaiti Block

-Polynesian Society papers, MS 1187/296 (Urewera Commission)

4. The Crown Purchase of Interests at Te Whaiti

The Crown began purchasing land in the Urewera in 1910. But it was in November
1914 that the Native Land Purchase Board decided to proceed with the purchase of
individual interests from Urewera owners. This completely cut across the philosophy
of the UDNRA 1896. The Te Whaiti block was earmarked as a timber reserve for the
Crown early on, as it (and most other Urewera land) was deemed unfit for (Pakeha)
settlement.

The Board decided to buy in the Te Whaiti blocks in May 1915. Valuations of the
block were conducted in July-August 1915, and purchasing commenced in
September. The Crown managed to purchase the equivalent of 29,902 acres of Te
Whaiti no 1 (leaving an unpurchased balance of 15,146 acres) and 23,197 acres of
Te Whaiti 2 (leaving 3,095 acres unpurchased) prior to the Urewera consolidation
scheme. While purchasing, the Crown resisted repeated requests to partition the Te
Whaiti block.

Rama Te Tuhi is listed as a non-seller in Te Whaiti No 1 block in records held by
the Maori Land Court.

Sources for this section include:

-Anita Miles, ‘Te Urewera’

- Leah Campbell, ‘Land Alienation, Consolidation and Development in the Urewera’
-MA 13/91, Urewera

-LS 1/22/697/1, Te Whaiti

-MA-MLP 1, 10/28/1, The Urewera

-MA-MLP 1, 10/28/4, Te Whaiti
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5. The Urewera Consolidation Scheme 1921-28

The Urewera consolidation scheme was devised as an alternative means of defining
and separating Crown and Tuhoe interests, rather than allowing the Native Land
Court to partition the various blocks. This was because the Court could not be relied
upon to partition the lands in a way that accommodated the Crown’s plans for
development and settlement of the Urewera.

This section of this report should briefly discuss the scheme, particularly as it relates
to Crown objectives re Te Whaiti, and the outcome for Ngati Whare non-sellers (such
as Rama Te Tuhi). The Crown wanted complete awards of Te Whaiti 1 and 2 blocks
but the Te Whaiti non-sellers would not evacuate Te Whaiti for the Crown, because
they did not own any other ancestral land in Te Urewera (that had not been sold). In
July 1921, there were approximately 164 non-sellers in Te Whaiti No 1 block and 52
in Te Whaiti 2.

In the event, the Consolidation Commissioners visited Te Whaiti and devised a
special scheme for those blocks. This involved the abolition of the old partition, and
consolidating Ngati Whare and Ngati Manawa shares in new blocks. The non-sellers
would receive about 1500 acres in Te Whaiti No 2 block, several sections around the
kainga at Te Whaiti totalling about 1800 acres, and a block in the north-west corner
of Te Whaiti No 1 block (where it adjoined Maraetahia block). The non-sellers at Te
Whaiti were grouped into main whanau groups, and Rama Te Tuhi headed one of
those whanau groups. Ngata reported in August 1921 that Rama Te Tuhi's group
held shares equivalent to 1057:2:24 acres. According to published lists of the Te
Whaiti reallocations, Rama Te Tuhi headed group “F” which had ten members.
Their combined shares totalled 860.18.11 pounds, and their proposed location
was in part of Te Whaiti No 1 papakainga, with the balance in Te Whaiti
Residue block (AJHR 1921, G-7, p 12).

It was a while before precise acreages could be defined for each of the groups,
because assessments for survey and roading costs were to be deducted from each
of the blocks. Te Pahou had 48 acres taken for a roading contribution and 70
acres for survey costs, (worth approximately 50 pounds), leaving a total of
148:2:0 acres.

In February 1923, the consolidation commissioners Knight and Carr made orders
which split the non-sellers’ portion of Te Whaiti into small blocks and fixed the lists of
owners for each of them. The blocks were formally named and surveyed off. WWhen
the owners could see where the final locations of their awards actually were, there
were many complaints.

Sources for this section:

-Leah Campbell, ‘Land Alienation, Consolidation and Development’
-MA 1, 29/4/7 parts 1-5, the Urewera Consolidation Scheme

-MA 1, 29/4/7a, Urewera Consolidation, Balneavis file

-AJHR 1921, G-7

-AJHR 1923, G-7



-Urewera Minute Book 2A, Court Minutes on Consolidation Proceedings
6. Te Pahou: Ownership and Partition in 1938

This section will briefly describe the title situation with regard to Te Pahou in the late
1930s. We want to establish the interests held by Rama Te Tuhi in Te Pahou in this
period, who were co-owners in the block, and how and why the block was partitioned
in 1938. Partition order dated 29 September 1938.

The main source of information on this would be a Maori Land Court closed file:

1017 ‘Te Tuturi and Te Pahou’, as well as Court File No 517 and 104B: Block order
file Te Pahou, 1-4.

Part ll: The Alienation of Te Pahou Lands

7. ‘Gifts’ and Taking of Land at Te Pahou

Having explained who Rama Te Tuhi was, and how she came to own the Te Pahou
1-4 blocks, we need to outline a basic alienation history of the land. This involves an
investigation of gifts or takings of Te Pahou land for public purposes, as well as the
lease of Te Pahou lands by the Maori Trustee.

It will be necessary to give a brief legislative survey of the law relating to public
works takings of Maori land, in order that we might see what the Crown’s
responsibilities were in terms of the takings at Te Pahou.

Mrs Rama Te Tuhi apparently gave 3 gifts of land to the Crown:

1) an initial gift of five acres to the Education Department for a school site
2) a gift of eight acres to the Police Department
3) a subsequent gift of about 2 acres to expand the school site

These gifts need to be placed in context of the expansion of Te Whaiti in the 1930s,
after consolidation. At this time, Te Whaiti consisted of two pa, a post office, a store,
a sawmill, and a native school. It was also when Ngati Whare began milling their
forests- the first mill, Smiths, was established in 1938 and there were other mills in
the Whirinaki valley, processing timber from both State forest and Maori blocks. The
opening of the mills brought European and Maori families to Te Whaiti, which
increased the school roll, necessitating an extra teacher and more classrooms.

According to a Te Whaiti school reunion booklet, there was a school at Te Whaiti
from about 1880, known as Poukura, and it appears that it was on Te Pahou no 1
site. Not much is known about the early school. When the Premier Seddon and
James Carroll visited Te Whaiti in 1894, it was officially reported that Seddon urged
a school (amongst other things!) upon Ngati Whare and a man called Tuhi Tuhi
asked, on behalf of the people, that a school be established at Te Whaiti because
they did not want their children to “remain in ignorance any longer”. Tuhi Tuhi said
that they had agreed to give three acres for a school site, but that this would be
worked out when a Tuhoe delegation visited Wellington. This suggests that there
was no extant school at Te Whaiti at this time? Then, in 1896, the first ‘native school’



o | | \7 :
)

Murupara
k)

/ &

N

¥

§

Y

N

Q

Pl

Waikotikoti

Murumurunga

Rangiahau
S o
Te Whaiti \
Maorl School 7‘ ,1‘
Ngaputahi 0

=)

Te Whaitinui a Toi
Maori Boys’ Training Farm
.
R?xatahun;

TE WHAITI - MINGINUI ¢.1955
Y Housing

a2 ‘

2 a § B wmil
< e Marae —— Roads
= & Bush Line ~== Logging Tracks
£ .
N
g 0 1 2 3 4 5 km
N : ) ; ; : 3

STOKES, MILROY, MELBOURNE: “TE UREWERA: NGA IWI, TE WHENUA TE

SOURCE:
NGAHERE”, UNIVERSITY OF WAIKATO, HAMILTON, 1986



administered by the Education Dept was established at Te Whaiti. As we have noted
above, Ngati Whare’s land had not had its title investigated in 1896 and the
circumstances surrounding the offer of the school site might require some
investigation. Perhaps oral sources could help here. The land that was offered may
have been recognised (by other Ngati Whare) as Te Tuhi whanau land. Alternatively,
the community at large might have offered the original site which, as a result of the
consolidation scheme and the issue of new title, saw the land, inclusive of the school
site, awarded to Rama Te Tuhi and her family.

The roll at Te Whaiti school remained around 25 until 1928 when, as we have noted,
the influx of people to Te Whaiti caused the school roll to increase to about 58 in
1931, to 140 pupils in 1945 and a high of 162 in 1949. After this period, the closure
of Wilson’s Mill and the opening of another school at Minginui eased pressure on Te
Whaiti school. The period of 1931 to 1949 saw constant physical additions to the
school; one of these was the recreation ground of 2.5 acres behind the school, on
land gifted by Rama Te Tuhi.

Some of the issues that will need to be kept in mind in this section include the nature
of the gifts or takings at Te Pahou. Was Mrs Te Tuhi under any pressure to give land
for the school and police station, or did she give freely? From records that have been
seen so far, it would appear that Mrs Te Tuhi was a generous donor of land.
However, there were terms that accompanied the gift of the land for a playing field:
-she wanted the park to be called Rama Te Tuhi park

-she did not want her family to be liable for any costs incurred through the gift

-she wanted access through the school

-she wanted a cottage erected for her in recognition of her generosity to the
Government

While there is no suggestion in the current phase of this scoping exercise, that Rama
Te Tuhi’s family suffered any costs in association with these gifts of land, Rama Te
Tuhi did not receive the cottage that she asked for, and the fact that the name of the
school playing field is or was supposed to have been Rama Te Tuhi park appears to
have been forgotten. There was, however, an application made to the Maori Land
Court for compensation on 22 May 1941, for Te Pahou No 1 block of 65 acres.
Exactly what this was compensation for is not entirely clear- we need to access the
Court minutes. The money was paid to the District Maori Land Board under section
552 of the Maori Land Act 1931. Whether Rama Te Tuhi was paid this sum is
unknown.

Records indicate that there was a Court order for an easement for water pipes over
Te Pahou No 2 in 1940 (this was in favour of the Crown, for school land), and part of
Te Pahou was also set aside for a public road (road line order dated 29 July 1938).
At about the same time, parts of the old Minginui road were closed and small areas
of land revested in the owners of Te Pahou (1 acre, 17 roods and 37 perches). This
was on 13 August 1942.

By a notice in the New Zealand Gazette No 45, dated 13 June 1957, p 1138 land
(comprising 0:1:10.2 acres and 0:0:0.6 perches) held for the construction of a police
station was set apart for a teacher’s residence. Apparently, this site was taken from
the police station land said to have been donated by Rama Te Tuhi. According to the



Te Whaiti School reunion booklet, most of the land originally donated for this
purpose was returned to Maori ownership through the medium of a Maori Land Court
vesting order in 1961. We need to find out to whom the land was returned, and
whether the teacher’s residence is still in use.

Sources for this section include:

-Judith Simon (ed), Nga Kura Maori- the Native Schools System 1867-1969

-Cathy Marr, Public Works Takings of Maori Land, 1840-1981

- Te Whaiti School Reunion: Whaia Te Matauranga, 1896-1988

- BAAA 1001/628a-c, 629a-b, 630 a-b, 631 a-c: Te Whaiti School Building and Site
files, vols 1-10, 1894-1961

- BAAZ 1108/205b, Police Station Sites, 1906-1915

- MA 1, 55/8/2 Te Whaiti Maori Boys Training School 1936-61

- MA 1, 19/1/491, Te Whaiti-Regional Development

- MA 51/151, Te Whaiti Maori Church Building

- PW 31/412/1

- E 37/4/309

- LS 1 subseries36, 6/6/736 Te Whaiti Post Office site

- Archives of the Presbyterian Church

8. The Maori Trustee Administration of Te Pahou

One of the issues raised in discussions with the claimants is their dissatisfaction with
the Maori Trustee adminstration of Te Pahou lands, and this section of the report will
canvass issues in relation to the loss of control of the owners over their own land,
and questions surrounding the lease of Te Pahou to the Presbyterian Church and,
later, to private lessees/farmers.

Records held by the claimant indicate that Te Pahou 2-4 was leased to the
Presbyterian Church in September 1938, though not much is currently known about
the context of the original lease, and upon whose initiative such a step was taken.
Apparently, the owners’ understanding was that the land was gifted (korero a waha-
by mouth) for the purposes of the Maori Boys’ Farm, and the Church did not pay for
this. Documents held by the claimant states that a further lease was signed by the
Church in 1971. Prior to this, a meeting of owners was summoned under section
307/1953, and a resolution to lease the land to the Church was passed unanimously.
Minutes of the meeting show that Timi Wi Rutene (at the time, acting for the
owners?) said: “you are all aware why lease required-get a fair deal-at end of term
will get land back-fully improved-a good asset”. At the time, the land was under the
administration of the Maori Trustee. Exactly when and how Te Pahou came to be
under the control of the Trustee is unknown, but the Trustee files relating to Te
Pahou have been located in the Rotorua Trust Office and this should become clear.

However, the Church appears to have on-sold the lease, and the claimant states that
if the Church no longer required the land, it should have been returned to the
owners. However, the Maori Trustee may well have approved of the action and
again, the Trustee records ought to tell us how and why this happened.



There was a major rearrangement of Te Whaiti titles in 1976, when most of the small
blocks established in 1923 were recombined into a single Te Whaiti nui a Toi block.
This was vested in a section 438 Trust under the control of the Maori Trustee who
then leased all of the land to the Crown until 2066.

As for Te Pahou, it is currently leased by the Maori Trustee (Timi Wi Rutene) to a
Pakeha farmer until 2013. The claimants feel that the memorandum of lease in no
way recognises their tipuna nor the rights of the owners in relation to their ancestral
lands. The claimants have no right to enter the property, and thus are denied rights
of access to waahi tapu on the leased property. Ancestral waterways are being
abused eg dead animals left in streams..."The whole lease is totally culturally
insensitive to us the owners and does not meet

Sources for this section include:

GV and S M Butterworth, The Maori Trustee, Wellington, 1991
Files of the Maori Trustee’s Office, Rotorua, in relation to Te Pahou: Contact Carol
Kingham

9:TIMEFRAMES

The scoping commission for this research commenced on Monday 28 June and
finished on Friday 23 July.

It is estimated that Hiraina Hona will need to visit Auckland Archives to access
material on Te Whaiti school. She will also need to visit Wellington Archives to
access public works files on the taking of land from Te Pahou block for the school
and the police station and the road/s (though possibly Tribunal staff members could
access this for her). Hiraina will also need to visit the Maori Land Court in Rotorua to
get the closed files and memorial schedules and minute book refs on Te Pahou
block, and she will need to go to the Maori Trustee office to read their files on the
Trustee’s administration of Te Pahou.

It is estimated that this research report will take four months to complete to a
satisfactory standard, given that it is not a ‘discrete’ block history, but a claim with
several parts that could in themselves comprise a research report.
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WAITANGI TRIBUNAL

CONCERNING the Treaty of
Waitangi Act 1975

AND CONCERNING Wai 725: Te Pahou

Blocks, Te Whaiti claim

DIRECTION COMMISSIONING RESEARCH ¥

Pursuant to clause SA(1) of the second schedule of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975,
the Tribunal commissions Hiraina Hona of Te Whaiti to complete a scoping report for
the Wai 725 claim covering the following matters:

a) the traditional history and associations in relation to the Te Pahou
block at Te Whaiti
b) the consequences of the Urewera Commission (that investigated title to

the Te Whaiti block), the Crown purchase of interests at Te Whaiti, the
Urewera consolidation scheme and the partition of the Te Whaiti
block, on the claimant’s tupuna (Rama Te Tuhi) and her land holdings
c) the gifting or taking of parts of Te Pahou block for education and
police purposes, and the subsequent purposes for which this land was
used
d) the subsequent administration of Te Pahou by the Maori Trustee

This commission commences on Monday 28 June 1999 and will end on Friday 23
July 1999 at which time one copy of the scoping report will be filed in unbound form
together with a copy of the report on disk.

The Registrar is to send copies of this direction to:

Hiraina Hona

Anita Miles, Wayne Taitoko

Aubrey Temara, Chairperson of the Tuhoe Waikaremoana Maori Trust Board
Tama Nikora, Tuhoe Waikaremoana Maori Trust Board
James Goldsmith, Ngati Whare Iwi Claims Committee
Rachel Paul, counsel for Wai 212 claimants

Robert Pouwhare, claimant for Wai 726

Stephen Turner, counsel for Wai 724

Vernon Winitana, claimant for Wai 144

Norma Moetu Pakau, claimant forWai 509

Solicitor General, Crown Law Office

Director, Office of Treaty Settlements

Secretary, Crown Forestry Rental Trust

D997 /o&/ofw 19997200070k



Director, Te Puni Kokiri

Dated at Wellington, this [37b day of August 1999
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