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Waitara River

Figure 2 : Topographical map of 'A to F' blocks



Ngati Maru Tribal History
5.1 The People

There is little written material which records the tribal origins
of Ngati Maru. Also, since the written versions have partial
differences, establishing authenticity is somewhat difficult.
A common element, however, is that Maru Wharanui is the common
ancestor of the Taranaki Ngati Maru.

Ngati Maru hapu which have been mentioned in published materials
are Ngati Te Ika, Ngariki and Ngati Hine.® A list of sixteen
Ngati Maru hapu has been collated by Dennis Patuwairua and Pono
Whakaruru.” The sixteen hapu being: Ngati Kui, Ngati Kopua,
Ngati Rautao, Ngati Rongonui, Ngati Mihi, Ngati Takahi, Ngati
Hinemokai, Ngati Wharanui, Ngati Kehu, Ngati Tearei, Ngati Teika
and Ngati Kura te Uta.

An early account of Ngati Maru's tribal origins was recorded by
Parris in 1872.8 Initially, he understood Ngatimaru to be a
section of the Ngatiawa tribe, but this assertion was disproved
by information he later obtained.®? With the assistance of Hone
Pihama, a Ngati Ruanui chief, Parris was informed that the
Ngatimaru tribes living in the Ngatimaru country, in the Upper
Whanganui, and at the Thames, are descendants of a branch of the
Ngati Ruanui tribe. They originally lived at a place called

See above note 2. Reference made to hapu, in Smith's
book at p 18. Also, reference made in petition of
Kapua Keepa, Ngati te Ika; Petition No 74/1925, and
file N.D. 1925/322, also refer to Raupatu Document
Bank, vol 4, at p 1461

Hapu list extracted from writings of Pono Whakaruru's
father, by Dennis Patuwairua and Pono Whakaruru. List-
provided to Waitangi Tribunal researcher, June 1995.
Refer to copy at Appendix 3

8 Parris, Civil Commissioner of New Plymouth.
Information taken from his report, 6 August 1872, to
the Hon. Minister for Public Works. Appendix to the
Journals of the House of Representatives (1873) G-8,
No. 30 at pp 24-25

s "Ngatimaru® and "Ngati Maru" will be used
interchangeably



Rata-Maru, near Otapawa in the Ngati Ruanui district. The elders
of this section of the tribe were Maru-haranui, Maru-kopiri, and
their sister Mihirawhiti. Maru-haranui, the eldest brother,
settled on the Waitara, the origin of the district and the people
being called Ngatimaru. Maru-kopiri settled at Manganui-a-te-ao
(Upper Whanganui). Maru-Tuahu, son of Mihirawhiti, settled at
Thames. Consequently the Ngatimaru tribe at Thames are the
younger branch. They are the most numerous at the present day.??

Percy Smith recorded a somewhat different account.?® According
to his source, three brothers, Maru Kopiri, Maru-whara-nui and
Maru-Tuahu, were descendants of the captain of the Tainui waka,
by a Waikato woman named Mihi-rawhiti. This woman lived at
Kawhia, where her children were born, after which they moved to
the Ngati Ruanuil country, her husband's home. As relayed by
Parris, Smith's version records that the Maru brothers scattered
to the varying areas of Taranaki, the Whanganui river, and to the
Thames/Hauraki region.?!?

Patuwairua says that whakapapa could be recited indicating that
Ngati Maru were the tangata whenua when Kupe arrived.® However,
Edward Ngeru, of Ngati Maru, stated in his article that the tribe
are descendants of the Tokomaru Canoe.*

10 See above note 8

11 SP Smith, History and Traditions of the Taranaki Coast
Wellington NZ: Polynesian Society, 1973 at pp 19-20

12 ibid

13 Dennis Patuwairua Submission to the Waitangi Tribunal
by Ngati Maru in the matter of the Muru me te Raupatu,
Waitangi Tribunal Record of Documents, Taranaki Claim
(Wai 143), document Fi10, p 1

1a Robert Brown, Te Moa: 100 years history of Inglewood:
1875-1975 at pp 31-32. Also, L Aitken and M Webb
Purangi 1891-1991 (1992) at p 4. Both books contain
an article by Edward Te M Ngeru, The Maori History of
the Ngatimaru Area. Edward Ngeru, school teacher, his
article does not give an account of Ngati Maru
whakapapa to descendants of the Tokomaru canoe
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Ngati Maru were closely allied to Ati-awa and also with Ngati
Ruanui.'® This close relationship could explain why Parris had
intially considered Ngati Maru to be a section of Ngatiawa. A
further explanation was raised by Patuwairua during his oral
submission to the Waitangi Tribunal. Patuwairua stated that Te
Atiawa was a confederation of four tribes, namely, Ngati Tama,

Ngati Mutunga, Atiawa and Ngati Maru. So, for that reason,
records about Ngati Maru may have been absorbed within the
identity of Te Atiawa. Conversely, it was not unusual of the

Government to ignore tribal divisions, unless it suited them to
recognise the people separately.?®

In Smith’s opinion, he said that the tribe could never have been
a numerous one. By the early 1900s, Ngati Maru had sadly reduced
in numbers. They were principally confined to the neighbourhood
of Purangi, on the Upper Waitara river. A few, however, were
known to be living at Otaki, on the Wellington-Manawatu Raillway
line.'” The Maori based at Otaki at that time were likely to be
descendants of, or the original Ngati Maru people who migrated
south with Te Wharepouri during the early 1830s period.

5.2 The Land

The tribal boundary is an important issue of contention raised
by the claimants. Written records on the tribal boundary are
rather sparse, and they also vary somewhat from the oral accounts
advocated by Ngati Maru kaumatua.?!®

In his writings, Smith stated that precise information about
Ngati Maru's tribal boundaries was lacking. They were an inland
people of bush dwellers. Generally, Ngati Maru owned the whole
of the Waitara valley and most of its branches from about the
junction of the Manga-nui with the Waitara river. Also, their

15 See above note 11, p 18. “Atiawa”, “Ati Awa” and
“"Ngati Awa” will be used interchangeably

16 Heather Bauchop, The Invasion of Taranaki & Iwi
Losses: A Summary, Waitangi Tribunal Record of
Documents, Taranaki Claim (Wai 143), document H11,

1992, p 116, footnote 309, Appendix to the Journals of
the House of Representatives (1868) A-1 at p 59

17 See above note 11
18 See above note 13, p 1
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boundaries matched with Ngati Mutunga and Ati Awa on the west,
Ati Awa and Ngati Ruanui on the south, the numerous tribes known
under the general name of Whanganui on the east, and with Ngati
Haua on the north.'®

Smith noted Skinner's account of Ngati Maru which mentions:

that they made great clearings and built numerous pas
in the forest east of Stratford, in Manga-o-tuku and Poho-
kura blocks, as also the cultivations along the Upper
Waitara and in the Tara-mouku, Manga-moe-hau, Makino, and
other valleys leading into Waitara, and now known as the
Ngati Maru country.?

During the 19th century, the tribe had numerous pa sites along
the Waitara River bank.?! This is in sharp contrast with their
present day marae base. According to Ngati Maru claimants the
only functioning Ngati Maru marae is Te Upoko o te Whenua, at
Tarata. This marae had been established only in recent years.

19 See above note 11, p 18-19

20 SP Smith, History and Traditions of the Taranaki
Coast, Journal of the Polynesian Society, 1910, vol
19, Chapter 12, p 28

21 See overpage, map of pa sites along the Waitara river.
The map is an extract from article by Edward Ngeru,
Robert Brown, Te Moa: 100 years history of Inglewood:
1875-1975; L Aitken and M Webb, Purangi 1891-1991
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5.2.1 Tribal boundary issue

The 1928 Sim Commission report included maps depicting tribal
boundaries in Taranaki, including the boundary of Ngati Maru.?2?2
This depiction however, contrasts greatly with Ngati Maru oral
tradition.

Traditionally, Ngati Maru's rohe isg:?3

from Waitara to Mt Damper along to Ohura, a straight
line to Cherry Grove in Taumaranui, down the Wanganui River
to Matemateaonga, straight down the centre of the range to
Stratford, north on a line along the State Highway 3 to
Tariki then 50 kilometres out of Inglewood following the
Wanganui River to the Waitara River.2%

This was the account Patuwairua gathered £from Ngati Maru
kaumatua, and he presented to the Waitangi Tribunal in October
1991.%® This boundary includes the rohe of the Ngati Haua tribe
of Taranaki. It also stretches into other rohe areas, ie
Atiawa, Ngati Tama, Ngati Mutunga, if compared to the rohe
defined in the Sim Comission map.

A second account of Ngati Maru’s rohe has since been provided by

Patuwairua. It is an account extracted from writings by Pono
Whakaruru’s father, and compiled by Patuwairua and Pono
Whakaruru. The second account, which is recorded in Maori,

refines the boundaries of the Ngati Maru rohe:2¢

from the Maikaikatoa stream to the hills of Tangitu,
Pouiatoa and Tuipaki, along the Taramoukou river to where

22 See Sim Commission map, end of this section of report
23 See maps of rohe, at end of this section of report
24 See above note 13, p 2

25 ibid, p 1

26 Dennis Patuwairua, Te Rohe o Ngatimaru Wharanui. An
account compiled with assistance from Pono Whakaruru,
provided to Waitangi Tribunal researcher, June 1995.
Copy of rohe defined in Maori, is attached at Appendix
3



it joins the Manganui river, then following a straight line
southward in the direction of Te Ahurangi. Then from where
the Patea river joins Mangaehu river, follow across the top
of the Matemateaonga range to where the Tangahoe stream
meets the Whanganui river. Head up the Whanganui river to
where the Tangarakau stream joins it, continue along the
Tangarakau stream to where it meets the Heao river. Follow
the Heao river to where it meets Tatu, then go across to
the Waitaraiti hill.? '

It is difficult to define definite rohe boundaries for any iwi,
and in this situation, for Ngati Maru. What needs to be kept in
mind however is that, regardless of differences of perception
about the extent of Ngati Maru's customary rohe, prior to
raupatu, Ngati Maru were owners of substantial landholdings.
Such landholdings are estimated to be approximately 605,000-
635,000 acres.

27 Note, this is a translation which was used by the
writer to estimate the confines of the rohe
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Pre-Taranaki Land Wars

A number of significant events impacted upon Ngati Maru during
the nineteenth century. These major events, contributed
immensely toward the tribe's eventual state of virtual
landlessness.

6.1 The Northern Expedition, 1819-1820

Prior to the Taranaki land wars, Ngati Maru suffered defeat by
a Nga Puhi war party in 1819-1820. The northern expedition was
led by Tuwhare, Patuone, Nene, accompanied by the Ngati Toa
chief, Te Rauparaha. The party dwelt for a time with Te Ati Awa
allies, at Manukorihi. It appears that, during that period, a
feud existed between Manukorihi and Pukerangiora people situated
four miles up the Waitara river. The northern party seized the
opportunity to use their muskets, and against Pukerangiora. But
the Pukerangiora defences were too strong. Instead, the would
be attackers continued up river and attacked Ngati Maru:

the taua attacked and took a small pa belonging to
Ngati Maru, named Puke-kaka-maru, situated not far from

Pukerangiora on the Waitara river [...]. Here Ngati Maru
had gathered for safety and to offer battle to the
invaders, under their head chiefs Patu-wairua and

Tutahanga.?®

It was Tutahanga that had defeated both Nga Puhi and Waikato
formerly; but in the second war he was killed, with many of Ngati
Maru-whara-nui. The pa in which he fought was Te Kerikeringa.?®

The killing of their leaders Tutahanga and Patu-wairua dispirited
the tribe. The remainder escaped across the Waitara river to the
east along the Taramouku valley and then into the numerous
clearings throughout the great forest that extended inland for
many miles.

6.2 Waikato attack, 1831

In 1831, a Waikato taua headed to Taranaki to avenge earlier
defeats. According to Ballara:

28 See above note 20, p 29
29 ibid, pp 29-33
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Great numbers of Taranaki people were killed at
Pukerangiora, and many survivors took refuge with Te
Wharepouri at Otaka pa, Ngamotu.3°

Despite the success of Te Ati Awa in driving off Waikato at
Otaka, Te Ati Awa leader, Te Wharepouri, and other chiefs thought
that Waikato were bound to return again seeking revenge. Hence,
they decided "to migrate southwards to new homes far away from
their strongest enemies."3?

Many of Ngati Maru remained in their own territory along the
Upper Waitara and amongst them was one of the principal men named
Te Ika-tere.3? However, numerous Ngati Maru Maori joined the
heke or migration:

under their chiefs Haere-tu-ki-te-rangi (who died at
Whareroa, Otaki), Te Rangi-huatau, Te Whita, Rakuraku, and
Pukere; some of whom eventually settled at Titahi Bay,
Porirua - others were assigned lands at Tipapa, between
Wainui and Whareroa by the Ngati-Toa chief Te Pani.33

The ‘Taranaki Land Wars

The extent to which Ngati Maru participated in the Taranaki wars
of 1860—1861, and 1863-1864, has not been widely documented. 1In
fact, there does not appear to be any recorded evidence which
implies that the iwi of Ngati Maru engaged in rebellion against
the Crown during these wars. As suggested earlier in this
report, Ngati Maru may have been regarded as a hapu of Te Atiawa,
and so their actions weren't recorded as those of a separate iwi.

Access through Ngati Maru territory was utilised by various taua
engaged in war. The Taumata Mahoe track was a main route through
Ngati Maru tribal lands, and was frequented by tribesmen from the

30 The Dictionary of New Zealand Biography, Volume One,
1769-1869, T85 entry, Te Wharepouri; by Angela
Ballara, at pp 521-522

3 ibid

32 See above note 20, ?vol 19, Chapter 19, at pp 51-52;
the lament by Te Ika-tere

33 ibid, p 51
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Ngati Maru and Upper Wanganui country.3* This track was an
important cross-country connecting link between the hinterlands
of Taranaki and the western sea coast.3"

7.1 Wiremu Kingi, takes refuge in Ngati Maru rohe

Ngati Maru is renowned for accommodating Kingi following the end
of the first Taranaki land war. In the early 1860s, Kingi
initially took refuge in the Waikato, staying at Kihikihi with
Rewi Maniapoto.3® When peace had settled at Taranaki, Kingi
returned with his followers and lived secluded in Ngati Maru
territory for twelve years.3” He lived along the Waitara river
at Te Nau and Manutangihia. After his long seclusion, in 1872,
Kingl went to Parihaka and became a follower of Te Whiti. A
number of Ngati Maru people went with Kingi, and became keen
followers of Te Whiti also.

Titokowaru's war: 1868-1869

The scene of Titokowaru’s war, during 1868-1869, was between
Wanganui and Mount Taranaki. Titokowaru, a Ngati Ruanui leader,
initially fought with a small force of around eighty men. Among
the individuals recorded as joining the struggle was Tihirua, a
young priest, from Ngati Maru.

As the war continued, support was gained by various iwi including
Nga Rauru, and recruits from Te Ati Awa, Taranaki and Ngati Maru.
Titokowaru enjoyed a number of successes against the British
force during his campaign before finally retreating from
Tauranga-ika to inland Ngati Maru territory. Titokowaru’s
relationship with Ngati Maru was through family marriages with

34 See above note 14. Refer to article by Edward Ngeru,
p 33. Also, see map of Taumata Mahoe track, attached
at Appendix 4 '

35 Reference as to whether Ngati Maru participated in the
second Taranaki war, has not been investigated in this
report. Only the effects of the 1860-1861 war which
led to land confiscation has been considered

36 Rewli Maniapoto, a Ngati Maniapoto chief

37 The Dictionary of New Zealand Biography, Volume One,
1769-1869, Te Rangitake Wiremu Kingi; T70 entry, pp
499-502
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the tribe and he and his people took refuge in Ngati Maru’s rohe
for that reason.?® They headed to Totara, on the upper Waitara
River. Titokowaru remained at Kawau pa until 1871 which is when
he went to reoccupy his old territories, building villages at
Omutarangi and Taikatu, subsequently at Okaiawa.?3?

The Confiscation of Taranaki Land, 1865

In 1865, 1,275,000 acres of land was confiscated from Taranaki
Maori .49 The New Zealand Settlements Act 1863 ("Settlements
Act"), empowered the Governor to confiscate land from Maori
considered to have been engaged in "rebellion" against "Her
Majesty's authority", after 1 January 1863.

The lands in Taranaki were confiscated in three parts, or
districts, namely: Middle Taranaki, Ngatiawa and Ngatiruanui.#*
The Ngatiawa Coast Dblock incorporated all the Ngatiawa
“district”, and some of the Middle Taranaki “district”. The
confiscation line crossed through the middle of Ngati Maru's
rohe.4? The land seized from Ngati Maru was included in the

38 ibid, Titokowaru Riwha; T10l entry, pp 541-545

39 For further reading about Titokowaru, refer to James
Belich, I shall not Die, Wellington, Allen & Unwin
Port Nicholson Press, 1989. See above map of pa
sites, p 8

40 Sim Commission Report: Appendix to the Journals of the
House of Representatives, (1928), G7, p 11l. Area
orginally confiscated 1,275,000 acres was the figure
provided to Sim Commission. Compare with 1,244,300
acres quoted by Riseborough, Hazel Riseborough, Days
of Darkness, Taranaki 1878-1884, Wellington, Allen &
Unwin New Zealand Ltd, 1989, p 12

41 Middle Taranaki (NZ Gazette No 3, 31 Jan 1865 p 16);
Ngatiawa (NZ Gazette No 35, 5 Sep 1865 p 266) ;
Ngatiruanui (NZ Gazette No 35, 5 Sep 1865 p 266).
Note the term “Ngatiawa” is in reference to “Ati Awa”,
in the context of the landblocks confiscated.by the
Crown. Also, see Sim Commission map at Section 5.2.1
of this report

42 NZ Gazette, 5 September 1865, No 35, p 266. Also,
RDB, vol 11, p 4039
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Ngatiawa district and, according to Government records, totalled
approximately 93,000 acres.*?

9.1 The Compensation Court

The Settlements Act also established the Compensation Court.44
That Court's role was to grant compensation to those Maori with
"title, interest or claim" to such lands provided they had not
themselves been in rebellion or aided, assisted or comforted
those who had (...).%

9.2 Award granted for claims to Compensation Court

In July 1991, a report by Janine Ford examined the decisions and
awards of the Compensation Court in Taranaki, 1866-1874.%F

Ford’'s report notes that claims from Ngatimaru, Ngatitama, Ngati
Mutunga, Pukerangiora and -Puketapu were heard by the court in
1866. The claims to compensation were heard in New Plymouth on
21 September, 1-11 October, and 25 October 1866 by J Rogan and
J Lyon.

An out of court settlement was apparently reached which resulted
in an award of a 26,000 acre block of land.4” The block was
divided into 7 subdivisions, A to G, and to be granted to the
claimant iwi/hapu of Ngatimaru, Ngatitama, Ngati Mutunga,
Pukerangiora and Puketapu.

43 Raupatu Document Bank, vol 49, p 19222, “Taranaki
Confiscations”, from MA 85 series, File no 85/6,
Exhibits & miscellaneous papers on confiscation

44 New Zealand Settlements Act 1863, sections 7-14

45 Hazel Riseborough, Days of Darkness, Taranaki 1878-
1884, Wellington, Allen & Unwin New Zealand Ltd, 1989,
p 18

46 Janine Ford, The Decisions and Awards of the
Compensation Court in Taranaki, 1866-1874, 1991,
Waitangi Tribunal Record of Documents, Taranaki Claim
(Wali 143), document E6, p 49

47 ibid
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Because full records of the award were not kept, it is difficult
to determine the benefits gained, if any, by Ngati Maru. In
fact, unlike the Oakura and Waitara South Blocks, no report was
written and submitted to the House of Representatives following
the hearings of claims to the Ngatiawa Coast Block.*®

Ngati Maru's Participation in Land Sales, 1872-1875

In 1872, Donald McLean, Minister of Native Affairs, issued
instructions introducing a scheme to purchase land which had been
confiscated from Taranaki Maori.?® The account given here is
based on a report by Arocha Harris entitled “Crown acquisition of
confiscated and Maori land in Taranaki 1872-1881". The report
examined transactions which emerged from the administration of
McLean's instructions.®®

10.1 Background to scheme introduced under McLean's Instructions

According to Harris, McLean'’s devised scheme, sent mixed messages
to Maori regarding land confiscations.

In this case, if the land was confiscated, and Maori title
therefore extinguished and vested in the Crown, what the
Crown was about to do, under MclLean's instructions, was buy
land from itself. This 1legal paradox became more
significant when Maori began to say that the confiscation
must have been abandoned if the Crown was purchasing the
land from them.5!

Nevertheless, deeds were executed by Parris, "for all the lands
he acquired for the Crown, regardless of whether they were inside
or outside the confiscation boundary."52

i

48 ibid, p 49. For further information, refer to Ford
report

49 This scheme was to eventually develop into the system

known as takoha

50 Aroha Harris, Crown acquisition of confiscated and
Maori land in Taranaki 1872-1881, 1993, Waitangi
Tribunal Research series no 1

51 ibid, p 9
52 ibid, p 12
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10.2 The Scheme and Ngati Maru

The decade of the 1870s saw a shift in association between
Government and the Ngati Maru iwi. A willingness to sell land
was expressed by some Ngati Maru, and the Government seized
opportunities when they arose.

At that time, Ngati Maru were a people who had kept themselves
aloof from wider society. They had suffered greatly from attacks
by other Maori tribes and suffered from a loss of land emanating
from war with the Pakeha. Ngati Maru reasons for deciding to
sell land are not recorded. Where accounts of sales are
recorded, these are by government officials. In her report,
Harris noted that according to Parris, Ngati Maru were keen to
ally themselves with the Government and therefore determined to
sell all the land which they did not require for their own use.>?
Harris states:

It seemed to Parris that when Titokowaru and his
followers left the Ngati Maru district, the Ngati Maru took
advantage of what they considered a good opportunity to
establish friendly relations with Government, and commenced
selling their land.5*

However, not all Ngati Maru condoned the selling of land. Parris
identified two distinct groups of the tribe over the matter of
land sales: Te Amo's group, which Parris described as "led away
by the prevailing influence of Te Whiti"; and Rangihekeiho's
group which was "exerting itself to get the country transferred
to the government for more profitable occupation. "S°

Te Amo remained friendly toward Parris, but it appears he
never sold land. It 1is interesting to note that non
sellers at Te Kawau were eventually surrounded on all sides
by confiscated land purchased by Parris during this period.
One thousand acres at Te Kawau was reserved out of the

53 ibid, p 18
54 ibid

55 Appendix to the Journals  of the House of
Representatives (1874) G2 No 12 p 13
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Huiroa purchase, a block of 25,300 acres bought from 36
Ngati Ruanui on 25 September 1874.%¢ ’

Rangihekeiho was responsible for the sale of the Ruapekapeka

Block, and also participated in the sale of other Ngati Maru
land.

10.3 Land Sales of Ngati Maru

In all, Ngati Maru were party to the sale of seven landblocks,
of 120,860 acres in total.’” Ngati Maru were the sole sellers of
four blocks, Te Kopua, Pukemahoe, Ruapekapeka and Te Wera. With
other iwi, Ngati Maru sold the remaining three blocks, Waitara-
Taramouku No. 1 & 2, Oanero-Urenui-Taramouku and Mangaotuku.5®

Parris was most complimentary of those Maori who did sell land.
The material benefits gained included gifts and advances, and
land purchase money. Parris reported in 1875, that with the
money paid by the Crown for land, many Maori were "now much more
comfortably off than they [had]l been for a number of years."5®

10.4 Section 24, Native Land Act 1873

Of the 120,860 acres which Ngati Maru were party to selling, only
1,082.5 acres, less than one percent, were reserved from sale.
This occurred despite the passing of the 1873 Native Land Act.
Section 24 of that Act, empowered every District Officer to "set
apart, a sufficient quantity of land in as many blocks as he
[...] deem[ed] necessary for the benefit of the Natives of the

district ..."%® Such reserved land being "equal to an aggregate
56 Harris report, p 19
57 ibid, at Appendix for: Details of land acquired by
Parris under McLean's Instructions of 1872, from
Ngatimaru
58 See overpage, map of landblocks sold by Ngati Maru
59 Harris report, p 20. Appendix to the Journals of the

House of Representatives, (1875), G-1, No. 8, pp 10-11
60 The Native Land Act 1873, section 24
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amount of not less than fifty acres per head for every Native man

woman and child resident in the district".®?

According to Ward:

In McLean's view, the 50 acres per head allocation of
reserves was intended to allow Maori communities to
continue their traditional wvillage order relatively
cushioned from the demands of Pakeha society.®5?

This requirement of the law however, was not observed during the
land transactions concerning Ngati Maru.
10.5 Table of landblocks sold by Ngati Maru, 1872-1875
BLOCK DATE NO. OF AREA CONSIDER- RESERVES
NAME ACQUIRED | SIGNATURES (acres) ATION MADE
~Ngatimaru
1. Te Kopua 1 Aug 23 3,140 £230 2 roods
1872 (urupa)
2. Waitara 27 PFeb 23 of 12,800 £1600 330 acres,
Taramouku 1873 Ngatimaru Aotawa; 2
No. 1 & Ngatitu roods
hapu Paritutu
3. Waitara 19 Feb 5 of 12,800 £200 same as
Taramouku 1874 Ngatimaru Waitara
No. 2 & Ngatitu Taramouku
hapu No. 1
4. Pukemahoe 28 Feb 7 1,000~ £125 1 acre,
1874 : Pohohitoa
(urupa)
5. Ruapeka- 28 Feb 1 400 £50 Nil
peka 1874
6. Onaero- 3 Mar 85 Ngati- 36,000 £3,530 500 acres;
Urenui- 1874 maru & 200 acres
Taramouku other iwi
7. Te Wera 1 Sep 14 6,320 £787 50 acres,
1874 Mangaoapa
8. Mangao- 16 Dec 18 Ngati- 61,200 £7,650 Nil
tuku 1875 maru & reduced
Ngati- to
ruanui 38,860
TOTAL 120,860 £14,142 1,082 acres
6 ibid
62 Alan Ward, A Show of Justice, p 255; endnote 15
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10.5.1 Te Kopua and Waitara Taramouku No 1 and No 2 blocks

The Native Land Act 1873 came into operation on 1 January 1874.
By then, the Te Kopua block, and the Waitara Taramouku No 1 block
had been purchased by Parris for £1,830.5 The purchase was not
without error:although a small urupa was drawn on the plan, the
Te Kopua block deed did not record it.® However, the urupa,
consisting of 2 roods, was recorded as a reserve in the West
Coast Commission report.®¢®

As noted by Harris, some discrepancies existed regarding the
evidence provided by the West Coast Commission, and the
information contained in the original deeds for the Waitara-
Taramouku No 1 and No 2 blocks. For example, 330 acres were
effectively set aside for reserve at Aotawa, although the
commission recorded the reserve as comprising of 230 acres.S®®

10.5.2 Pukemahoe, Ruapekapeka and Onaero-Urenui-Taramouku
blocks

The Pukemahoe, Ruapekapeka and Onaero-Urenui-Taramouku blocks
were purchased by Parris during 1874. For the three blocks
totalling 37,400 acres, £3,705 was exchanged. 700 acres was set
aside as reserve land within the Onaero-Urenui-Taramouku block.
A one acre urupa was reserved in the Pukemahoe block. No reserve
provision was made from the sale of the Ruapekapeka block, which
was a sole sale by Rangihekeiho, who received £50 from the
transaction. -

10.5.3 Te Wera and Mangaotuku blocks

The Te Wera and Mangaotuku blocks consisted of some parts which

63 Details outlined in following table of landblocks sold
by Ngati Maru, 1872-1875. Further particulars are
available in Harris’s report

64 Note, that same reserves were made for Waitara
Taramouku No 2 as Waltara Taramouku No 1 block

65 The West Coast Commission report, Appendix to the

House of Representatives, 1880, G-2, Appendix B, No 8,
p 30

66 ibid, p 31
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lay outside the confiscation boundary. A mere 50 acre reserve
was provided within the 6,320 acre Te Wera block. No reserve
provision was made within the much larger Mangaotuku block.

Although the Native Land Act 1873 came into operation on 1
January 1874, it does not appear that the section 24 requirements
were applied during the 1874 and 1875 Ngati Maru land sales.

10.5.4 Calculation of Reserves for Ngati Maru lands sold to
the Crown, 1873-1875
Actual Reserve Potential Reserves, Potential Reserves,
Provision made shared with other exclusive to Ngati

iwi Maru

Pre 1873 331 acres - -

Act

Post 751 acres 6,500 acres 1,100 acres

1873 Act )

TOTAL 1,082 acres 6,500 acres 1,100 acres

The above table displays details of the actual reserves made and
the potential reserves which could have been set aside for Ngati
Maru Maori if section 24 of the Act had been applied.

The actual reserve provisions made prior to the Native Land Act
1873 totalled 331 acres. An urupa reserve of 2 roods was set
aside from the Te Kopua block. A further two roods at Paritutu
was set aside from the Waitara Taramouku No 1 and No 2 blocks.
While the remaining 300 acre reserve was from the Waitara
Taramouku blocks also.®’

Summary:

Within the Ngati Maru rohe, reserves do not appear to have been.
set aside as a result of the Native Land Act 1873. No reserves
were set aside for Maori from the Ruapekapeka or Mangaotuku
blocks. While reserves were provided within the Onaero-Urenui-
Taramouku, and the Te Wera blocks, these were not of a size
envisaged by section 24 requirements of the Act.

If the Native Land Act section 24 requirements had been met, then
at least 6,500 acres should have been allocated based on a

67 Refer to Te Kopua block, urupa reserve
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calculation of 50 acres per person who participated in the
transaction. This calculation does not take into account those
persons not party to the sale.

Ngati Maru Maori should have had the exclusive benefit of 1,100
acres of reserve land from the block sales in which they were the
sole participants. Instead they shared in the 1,082 acres of
reserve set aside for Ngati Maru and the other hapu or iwi.

No evidence of protests regarding the distribution of reserve
land, prior to the petition presented by Tutanuku Tume in 1896,
has been found.

10.6 Commissions of Inquiry, from 1880-1907

The government commissions of inquiry do not appear to have been
forums utilised by Ngati Maru. Mention in the commission reports
about Ngati Maru’s situation are sparse and to some extent,
indirect.

10.6.1 Fox-Bell, West Coast Commission, 1880

Brief reference is made to Ngati Maru in the 1880 West Coast
‘Commission reports.?®® Reference is made to the Ngati Maru
reservesg, and, the landblocks they sold.®® Also, the fact that
Titokowaru took refuge in Ngati Maru territory is documented in
the commigsion’s second report.’®

10.6.2 Rees-Carroll-Mackay Commission, 1891

The Rees-Carroll-Mackay Commission carried out an extensive
inguiry into the subject of Native land.”™ The commissioners

68 The West Coast Commission report, Appendix to the

House of Representatives, 1880, G-2

69 ibid, Appendix B, No. 8. Native reserves in Blocks
acquired by Cession or Takoha within the Confiscated
lines, p 30. Also, Statements of Lands acquired

within the confiscated Territory on the West Coast, up
to 31 March 1880, p31

70 ibid, Second report, 14 July 1880, p xiii, and p xx

7 The Rees-Carroll-Mackay Commission, Appendix to the
House of Representatives, 1891, G-1
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visited New Plymouth on 21 April 1891. A number of Pakeha
settlers, led by Mr EM Smith, laid their particular grievances
before the commissioners. Based on the Commission’s report about
the New Plymouth visit, there appears to have been an absence of
local Maori at the meeting and an absence of local Maori views
being represented.

10.6.3 Ngata-Stout Commission, 1807

The Ngata-Stout Commission had the task of inguiring into the
question of native lands and native tenure.”? No mention was
made of Ngati Maru in their report.

Ngati Maru A to F blocks, Pre-1907 Enactments

The following section examines the sequence of events which
culminated in the Ngati Maru, and the Purangi Landless Native
Acts. These acts were a mechanism which enabled the Government
to allot land to landless Maori, resident at Purangi, or to those
Maori who had returned from Parihaka to Ngati Maru territory.

The process was triggered by a petition presented by Tutanuku
Tume, of Purangi, in 1896.73 '

11.1 Petition of Tutanuku Tume ("Tume"), 1896

Two decades had passed since the sale of substantial Ngati Maru
land holdings. Tume, the spokesman for the tribe, resided with
other tribal relations, at Purangi. In 1896, Tume and others
presented a petition to Parliament about land ownership at
Purangi.” Tume stated that they were the rightful owners of the
Purangi Block. The Government, however, was planning to take the
land for a township. The petitioners asked "to be awarded land

72 The Ngata-Stout Commission, Appendix to the House of -

Representatives, 1907, G-1 to G-4

73 Tutanuku Tume, elder of Ngati Maru tribe, assessor of

the Native Land Court, and Church of England lay
reader, died 30 November 1917; Letter by Chief
Surveyor of New Plymouth, 30 November 1942, DOSLI file
20/43, vol 2, 30 November 1942

74 Appendix to the Journals of the  House of
Representatives (1896), I-3, p 13. Petition No. 32
(1896)
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at Purangi, which [they stated] had always been occupied by them
as a permanent settlement."”®

The Native Affairs Committee recommended that Tume’s petition
be referred to Government for inquiry. The purpose being to
determine the status of the land in question.’

An investigation into the claim by Percy Smith, the Surveyor
General, commenced in 1898. New Plymouth chief surveyor, John
Strachon, reported that the particular land on the west side of
the Waitara River, near Purangi, was originally confiscated by
the Crown and that land was later purchased from Ngati Maru under
a Deed of Cession by Parris, in 1874.77 Even at this stage, no
explanation was offered by the Crown as to this apparent
contradiction of confiscated land later being purchased £from
Ngati Maru Maori.’®

Smith, decided that another portion of land should be sought,
land which the Government might be inclined to give to the
Purangi Maori if the original block requested by the Purangi
Maori was unavailable. Smith was aware that over sixty Maori had
claimed a state of landlessness. If these claims were affirmed
by inquiry, provisions of land would have to be made as in the
case of landless Maori in the South Island. Strachon was
instructed to find some appropriate land.?

HM Skeet, district surveyor, informed Strachon. it was evident
that Tume and his people needed suitable land to make their home.

75 New Zealand Parliamentary Debates (1907) November 23,
at p 1256

76 ibid

4 Appendix  to the Journals of the  House of -
Representatives (1880) G2, West Coast Commission
Report 1880, Appendix B; No 8 at p 31. Specific

reference to the Pukemahoe Block, ie. land acquired
within the confiscated territory by Mr Parris, under
Deed of Cession

78 J Strauchon, chief surveyor to Surveyor General, 6
September 1898

7° Surveyor General to Chief Surveyor, New Plymouth, 3
November 1898, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1 '
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They had "not been given interests in any of the larger reserves
in the Waitara but only in the small reserves of Mangaopa and
Puketui."® gSkeet considered it necessary that the claimants be
carefully scrutinised to establish whether they were entitled to.
land. For example, he could not recall there ever being as many
as sixty six Maori on the Upper Waitara for many years, and so
he queried the actual population of Ngati Maru suffering
landlessness. He further suspected that many of the people who
used to live along the Waitara River now had interests in the
larger reserves of Manutangihia. The West Coast Commission had
dealt with the Manutangihia, Ngakorako, Autawa and Kawau
reserves, along the clearings of the Waitara river. However, by
gsome oversight, Tume and his people had been omitted from these
reserves.®’

In January 1899, the surveyor general advised the New Plymouth
Commissioner of Crown Lands ('the commissioner') to withhold
2,000 acres of Crown land from. sale.? This arrangement was in
anticipation of allotting land to Tume and his people, subsequent
to inquiry.

In July, Government decided that preliminary inquiries would be
made to determine whether any Purangi Maori were landless, or
without sufficient lands to support themselves.® A meeting was
arranged with Tume during which a list of names was gathered from
him.® He was unable to specify any landholdings which each
person might have had under a Native land court title. So,
further investigation was required of the Department of Lands and
Survey. '

80 HM Skeet, district surveyor to J Strauchon, chief
surveyor, New Plymouth, 13 December 1898, DOSLI file
20/43, vol 1

81 ibid, at p 2

82 Surveyor General to commissioner of Crown lands, New

Plymouth, 9 January 1899, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1

83 ibid, 11 July 1899, DOSLI file 20/43 wvol 1

84 Refer to written evidence of Tutanuku Tume taken at
New Plymouth, 25 September 1899, DOSLI file 20/43 vol

1
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According to the DOSLI folio records, little more was done about
the situation until 1903.

Correspondence between J Mackenzie, the commissioner, and
Marchant, the surveyor general, suggests that the commissioner
wag anxious to determine the quantity of Crown land available for
sale. An inspection of the Upper Waitara area had been recently
made by the Commissioner of Crown lands. Most of the land was
suitable for dairying and could be readily occupied. J Langmuir
stated in his opinion that:

The roading of Crown lands adjoining would be greatly
facilitated were these lands opened for settlement and it
appeared that the Natives at Purangi already had quite
sufficient land at present to keep them occupied and to
support them.?® ‘

For that reason, the Commissioner of Crown lands was anxious to
settle the land issue with Tume. In March, the commissioner,
asked whether anything had been decided about the lands held back
from sale in 1899.8%8 In another letter to the surveyor general,
in May, the commissioner mentioned his intentions to put some
4,200 acres of forfeited lands into the market. These lands, on
the opposite side of the Waitara River, along with the land
withheld for Tume, would make up a good block for sale.?

In August, the commissioner recommended that 1,200 acres of land
would be ample for allotting to the landless Maori at Purangi
and he proposed that the balance of the 2,000 acres of land
initially set aside, could go towards the opening of a
settlement.?®

85 J Langmuir (for the Commissioner) to M Marchant, the
surveyor general, 3 March 1903, DOSLI file 20/41 vol
1

86 ibid

87 J Mackenzie, commissioner, to M Marchant, surveyor

general, 9 May 1903, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1

88 ibid, 22 July & 6 August 1903; DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1.
The commissioner was assisted 1in determining the
number of Maori requiring land and acreage by Thos
Fisher and Smith

27



12

It appears that the surveyor general was uncertain as to who
actually had the authority to set aside land for Tume's claim.
Although a South Island Landless Natives Commission had been
established in 1893 to investigate claims from landless Maori in
the South Island, a similar commission had not been established
to deal with such issues from North Island Landless Maori.
Under the South Island Act, the Governor was able to set aside
reserves for landless natives of the South Island. The
definition of 'landless Natives' being "... Maori in the South
Island who are not in possession of sufficient land to provide
for their support and maintenance [...]."8

For the moment, the commissioner of Crown lands stated it was
assumed that the only existing power to allot land was under
subsection 6, clause 235, of the Land Act 1892 where the Governor
was able to make reserves "for the use, support or education of
Aboriginal Natives...".%

Planning for the Enactments, 1907

Progress for the Maori at Purangi slowed again after 1903. But
the enactment of the South Island Landless Natives Act in 1906,
prompted a revisit to the Purangi matter in 1907.

In February 1907 it was suggested by the Under Secretary for
Crown lands, that a better way to deal with the landless issue
for Ngati Maru would be to draft a special Bill containing a
schedule of the landless persons and the amount of land shares

to which each would be entitled.®?

A meeting was arranged in March between Smith and Tume, to
discuss how best to group the persons named on the landless list.
Smith suggested adopting a similar approach to that for South
Island Maori, the plan being "to merge the individual claims into
family groups."®? Such an approach he said:

89 Section 2, South Island Landless Natives Act 1906

90 Section 235(6), Land Act 1892

9L Under Secretary for Crown lands to commissioner, New
Plymouth, 19 February 1907, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1
3023/20

92 Minutes of Meeting between Smith and Tume, 19 March

1907, from DOSLI file 20/43 3023/23 at p 1
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would greatly simplify the survey and also allow of a
more -economic working of the land by the natives, and be at
the same time in conformity with their customs of land
cultivation.?®

And that:

many of the claims if individualised would be so small
that they would be of little or no use to the cultivator
unless he was fortunate enough to get the whole of it on
one of the few comparatively level parts along the Waitara
River, whereas if grouped with his relations it would make
with the others a decent farm.®

Tume and his brother, Ripine Tume, who was also present at the
meeting, agreed to Smith's suggestion and assisted in dividing
the list of nineteen Maori into groups. Those on the list were
Maori, who, in the opinion of the Native Land Court were entitled
to consideration under this claim.

Tume wanted his people to be gathered together so they could
provide company and mutual help to each other. He requested
that: ‘

a small village of nineteen acres be laid off at a
suitable spot within the block where each of the nineteen
claimants would receive one acre, and upon which their
homes would be built and where the small community would
live.®

In ackhowledging Tume's request Smith said that he would
recommend the plan to the under secretary. At that stage,
though, he did not say whether the request would be met.

12.1 The Purangi Landless Natives Bill

By May 1907, the under secretary was seeking particulars to
assist in preparing the Bill for introduction to Parliament. The
information sought was, how much land Maori were already entitled
to in other blocks, and, the exact area of land each of the

03 ibid
94 ibid
95 ibid, p 3
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nineteen Maori were to be awarded.®® When this information had
been obtained, a plan and description of the Crown land necessary
to satisfy the award was to be prepared.

The Purangi Landless Natives Bill provided for nine hundred and
one acres of Crown land to be set aside for the nineteen named
persons.

12.2 Ngati Maru Landless Natives Bill

In June, Smith raised a further issue when he wanted to allocate
land to Ngati Maru persons who had formerly lived at Parihaka but
were now wanting to return to their tribal lands.®’ Smith
suggested that, in addition to the land already proposed to be
set aside at Purangi for landless Maori, further provision be
made for the Ngati Maru people at Parihaka. This would enable
those wanting to leave to be able to set up elsewhere.

Smith suggested:

that the balance of the Crown land block near Purangi
not already allotted as aforesaid might with advantage be
apportioned amongst certain other members of the Ngati Maru
tribe, who had previously been under the influence of Te
Whiti and Tohu, at Parihaka, but consequent on the death of
the latter were desirous of returning to their former
homes.?®

Smith submitted a list of those entitled; twenty-one adults and
seven children. A second Bill entitled The Ngati Maru Landless
Natives Bill was prepared. It set aside a further one thousand
five hundred and eighty one acres of Crown land, for the
occupation of the additional Maori. The two land areas allotted
under each Bill were adjoining. In total, those lands were later
to be subdivided and become known as the six Ngati Maru A to F
blocks.

Both Bills were read in Parliament, without debate, on 23
November and received assent on 25 November 1907.

96 The New Zealand Gazette/Kahiti (1909) 4 June, p 354

97 SP Smith to Commissioner of Crown lands, New Plymouth,
20 June 1907, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1

o8 Hon Dr Findlay, 23 November 1907, NZPD, vol 142, p 1256
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The Purangi Landless Natives Act 1907 & the Ngati Maru Landless
Natives Act 1907

The Purangi Act and the Ngati Maru Act were similar in purpose
to the South Island Landless Natives Act. The South Island Act
had been introduced following recommendations made by the Mackay-
Smith Commission of 1893. Alexander Mackay and Smith were
appointed to this Commission to allocate Crown waste land after
investigating into the South Island Maori state of landlessness.
Over the ensuing years, a number of reports were produced by the
Commission. During the course of their investigations, the
Commission had similar cases referred to them in relation to
landless North Island Maori, including the claim of Purangi
Maori. Smith's involvement with the Purangi matter does not
appear to have been as member of the Commission. There is no
record of the Mackay-Smith Commission making official
recommendations about Purangi.

13.1 Allocation of Land

The first schedule of each act listed the persons entitled to
benefit from the land allocations. The second schedule described
the land awarded.?®

In order to determine the distribution of land among Ngati Maru
the Native Land Court firstly determined the area of land already
owned by each of the Maori listed. 1In accordance with section
3 of each of the acts, adults would be entitled to receive land
'to make up an area of fifty acres' together with lands already
owned by her or him.!°® Similarly, the children listed in the
Ngati Maru Act's schedule, would be entitled to lands to make up
an area of twenty five acres including any land they might
already own. '

13.2 Criteria for determining land-ownership
Discussgion took place between Judge Johnson and W Kensington, the

under secretary, as to the scope of inquiry to determine land
ownership status of the Maori named in the Acts. It was agreed

99 See schedules of Purangi Landless Natives Act 1907 &
Ngati Maru Landless Natives Act 1907

100 Section 3 of the Ngati Maru Act, also, of the Purangi
Act
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that "it should be confined to lands within the confiscated area
in the West Coast (Taranaki) District.mwiol

Information about landholdings was supplied by the New Plymouth
Native Land Court to the Chief Judge and the names and area
allocations were published in the gazette of Kahiti, 4 June 1909.

From the First Schedule of the Ngati Maru Act, all twenty-eight
persons named were landless, except Taruhae te Korowhiti who
owned one and five sixth acres of land.!® Regarding the persons
listed in the Purangi Act, four personsg were found to have a
small amount of land holdings. One person, Toroa te Ikawairangi
owned more than 50 acresg, while the remaining twelve persons were
landless .13

13.3 Surveying the Ngati Maru A to F blocks

In August 1911, Stanley Orbell, a surveyor, was designated to
carry out the task of land survey and establishing land titles
to the blocks. ‘

Tume, however, was unhappy with the developing survey plans.%
Apparently, children listed in the schedules were being allotted
land apart from that allotted to their parents. Although the
Crown lands commissioner was aware that this matter would be
contentious for Tume, it does not appear that he did anything to
temper this potential problem.?!

A further problem was also identified when it appeared that
Section 33 of Block II, Ngatimaru Survey District, would not be

101 Judge Johnson, New Plymouth, to Chief Judge, Native
Land Court, 20 February 1909, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1

102 Kahiti (1909) 4 June at p 354. Also refer to the
Native Land Court report to the Governor, 1 March 1909

103 ibid

104 Tume to Lands and Surveys Office, New Plymouth, 27
October 1911, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 1

105 WH Skinner, Commissioner of Crown lands to
Commissioner, New Plymouth, 6 November 1911, DOSLI
file 20/43, vol 1
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allotted to Tume and his particular people.®® Thigs was despite
their having made improvements on that specific piece of land.
The current Commissioner of Crown lands, WH Skinner, doubted the
likelihood of that allocation problem being amended to Tume’s
benefit. The problem was that Section 33 was included in the
Second Schedule of the Ngatimaru Act, while Tume appeared on the
landless native list of the Purangi Act. Skinner suggested the
possiblity of an Order in Council to address the error, but there
is no record of such corrective action.??

The survey was completed in July 1913 and on 12 July 1913 a
Governor's warrant was issued for completion and issue of
certificates of titles for the sections of each block.®® Two
years later, in 1915, the chief surveyor noted that the owners
had not uplifted their titles. A reason to explain the owners’
behaviour was not given.

In December 1915, Ngati Maru brought the matter before the New
Plymouth Native Land Court in order to consolidate and exchange
titles so that the different families could be grouped together
in contiguous areas. The matter was heard by Judge JB Jack, on
9 December. Initially, the Judge intimated his intention of
dealing with those sections which had remained unallotted by way
of exchange.'”® However, after further discussion, he decided to
leave the said sections as they were. The next day, 10 December,
partition orders of the A to F blocks were issued by Judge Jack,
for the entitled owners.

106 ibid
107 ibid

108 List of certificates of titles issued on 12 July 1913,
DOSLI folio 20/43 wvol 2. Certificates of title
numbering from CT 76/256 to CT 76/301

105 Five sections were set aside as residue areas without
issue of a certificate of title. These sections being
Sections 27, 31, 36, 60 of Block XIV Upper Waitara
subdivision, and, section 50 of Block II Ngatimaru
subdivision. Refer to CT list of Ngati Maru Landless
Natives, DOSLI file 20/43 wvol 2
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i3.4 Section 55 of the Native Land Amendment Act 1913

The issue of partition orders were purported to have been within
the terms of section 55 of the Native Land Amendment Act 1913.
The validity of this action was contemplated by Judge Browne in
1936.'% Under section 55, the Court had jurisdiction “where two
or more adjoining blocks [...] are owned wholly or partly by the
same owners [then] the Court may, for the purposes of partition,
treat such blocks as one area [...]1”. In this instance, Judge
Browne was doubtful about such jurisdiction existing for the
Court. “There was no proof that the sections were at the time
owned ‘wholly or partly by the same owners’ and looking at their
origin it is more than likely that they were not.”?112

Judge Jack had treated the lands allotted under the Ngatimaru and
Purangi Acts as one area, and then partitioned it accordingly
into the six divisions.

The partition orders made by Judge Jack were considered however,
to have been an attempt to consolidate family groups who were
previously scattered about singly in different sections.*?® Apart
from Court proceedings nothing further had been done to
accommodate the matter of consolidation.?!!* '

Other Petitions Presented to Parliament
Further petitions, on the subject of Ngati Maru land ownership

were presented to Parliament after the enactments of the Ngati
Maru and Purangi acts. Kapua Keepa's petition, presented to the

110 Judge Browne to The Chief Surveyor, New Plymouth, 5
August 1936, ‘Ngatimaru Landless Natives Act 1907',
DOSLI file 20/43 vol 2

11 Section 55 of the Native Land Amendment Act 1913

112 ibid

113 The Registrar, Wanganui to the Under-Secretary, Native
Department, ‘Petition No 174/1937 of Te Hekenui
Whakarake and others - Ngatimaru lands’; Chief"
Surveyor, ‘Report on Ngatimaru and Purangi Landless

Natives’, 30 November 1942; DOSLI file 20/43 wvol 2
114 ibid, 30 November 1942; DOSLI file 20/43 vol 2
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Sim Commisgsion in 1925, related to confiscated lands between
Purangi and Tarata.!'®

In 1937, a petition was presented by Titi te Ikahaehae Kupenga
and others.!¢ Kupenga’s petition challenged whether the
Pukemahoe block containing 1000 acres, was sold to the Crown by
persons entitled to do so. The Acting Native Minister directed
that no action could be taken regarding the petition.''” Seven
Ngatimaru people had been involved in the sale and so the claim
that other persons of the Ngatiruanui tribe had sold the block
was erroneous. For that reason, it appeared that the petitioners
did not have a case. In any event, nothing could be done éither,
as the land had since been disposed of by the Crown.28

Te Hekenui Whakarake and others also petitioned in 1937.%*° They
requested an ingquiry to ascertain whether Maori who gained title
to land under the Ngati Maru Act and Purangi Act, were genuine
members of the Ngati Maru tribe. A second petition presented by
Whakarake in 1943, was similar in nature to Kupenga's
petition.*?® Whakarake questioned whether the signatories of the
Deed of Cession for Pukemahoe block were the rightful owners.
The Chief Surveyor at New Plymouth considered that the
petitioners assertion could easily be disposed of.¥?' Seventy
years had lapsed since the signing of the Deed and no complaint
had been voiced in the interim. Also, since the Crown had

115 Petition by Kapua Keepa; Petition No 74/1925

116 Petition by Titi te TIkahaehae Kupenga and others;
Petition No 61/1937, Sale of Pukemahoe block

117 Raupatu Document Bank, vol 56, pp 21197-21220, from
precis of comment, Native Department; 29 June 1938

118 ibid. Note also that the Pukemahoe block was declared
waste land of the Crown by Proclamation, NZ Gazette
1877, p 808 J

119 Petition by Te Hekenui Whakarake and others; Petition
No 174/1937, The Ngatimaru and Purangi Acts

120 Petition by Te Hekenui Whakarake; Petition No 54/1943,
Pukemahoe block

121 Raupatu Document Bank, vol 56, pp 21197-21220,Petition
54/1943, precis of comment, Native Department, 1943
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already disposed of the block, it seemed impossible to do
anything now about the situation.??? So no action was taken on
the petition.

14.1 Petition of Kapua Keepa, 1925

Keepa's petition was addressed by the Sim Commission in 1925.
It was the only petition representing Ngati Maru concerns to the
Commission.??? The Ngati Ika petitioners’ claim related to
confiscated lands between Purangi and Tarata and raised the
following issues:

1. That they were unaware of any reason for the confiscation
of their lands situated between Purangi and Tarata.

2. That they knew of no engagement between Ngati Maru and the
Europeans which should justify the confiscation.

3. That while recognition was given to those portions of land

subsequently legally sold, the confiscation of other lands
which were not sold was not justified.

4. That if the confiscation of certain Taranaki lands was due
to the support given by the then Native owners to the Tohu
and Te Whiti movement the petitioners are of the opinion
that such confiscation was wrong. Tohu and Te Whiti were
guilty of no crime.?*

Listed in the petition were twelve sections of land located in
the Ngati Maru tribal region. The petitioners stated that those
sections, totalling over 6,000 acres, had been confiscated by
Government, and so should be returned to Ngati te Ika.

In his oral submission before the Sim Commission, Keepa brought
particular attention to concerns of tribal urupa on the
confiscated lands which had not been returned to Maori. Keepa
named the following places: Haeo, a burial place of Ngati Maru

122 ibid. See also, Report by Deputy Chief Surveyor, on
Petition No 61/1937, Petition of Titi te 1Ikahaehae
Kupenga and others, Raupatu Document Bank, vol 56, pp
21197-21220

123 Petition No 74/1925, & file N.D. 1925/322. Also see
above note 94, vol 4, p 1461; Appendix to the Journals
of the House of Representatives (1928) Vol II, G-7:
Sim Commission Report 1928

124 ibid
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on Waitara river; Te Poho-o-hipoa, a burial place which has a
road running through it; and Pukemahoe, an old, large pa near a
cemetery of the same name.

14.2 Sim Commission regarding Keepa's petition

The Commission dealt with Keepa's petition as a matter within the
general question of the Taranaki confiscations.!2®

[...] the Sim Commission declared that [the Taranaki Maori]
were not in rebellion in the first Taranaki war, and that
in the second, which was only a continuation of the first,
they were forced into the position of rebels within the
meaning of the New Zealand Settlements Act and in the
circumstances should not have been punished by the
confiscation of any of their land.'?¢

The Sim Commission's recommendation of compensation for the wrong
done by the confiscations was that "a yearly payment of £5,000,
to be applied by a Board for the benefit of the Natives of the
tribes whose lands were confiscated."?” This therefore included
Ngati Maru.

14.3 Te Hekenui Whakarake's petition

Twelve years later, Te Hekenui Whakarake and others presented
their petition to Parliament in 1937.%® By this time, the Ngati
Maru Act and the Purangi Act had been repealed in 1931.'?° The
reason for repeal may have simply been that the purpose of the
statutes had been fulfilled, ie. the allocated lands had been

125 Appendix to the Journals of the  House of
Representatives (1928) Vol II, G-7, Sim Commission
Report 1928, p 31

126 Hazel Riseborough, Days of Darkness, Taranaki 1878-
1884, Wellington, Allen & Unwin New Zealand Ltd, 1989,
pp 18-19

127 Appendix to the Journal of the Houge of
Representatives, (1928) wvol II, G-7, Sim Commission
Report, p 11

128 Petition No 174/1937, Te Hekenui Whakarake and others
125 See Repeal Schedule of Native Purposes Act 1931
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subdivided amongst the persons listed in the Ngati Maru and the

Purangi Acts. The petitioners claimed that some of the
beneficiaries of the Ngati Maru A to F blocks were not genuine
Ngati Maru people at all, but belonged to other iwi. "On the

other hand many genuine Ngati Maru who were and are landless,
were left out of the said grants of land altogether."'30 The
petitioners requested "an inquiry to ascertain the true
membership of the Ngati Maru tribe so that the strangers wrongly
included may be removed from the titles and the rightful persons
included. "3

In 1946 the Wellington Native Land Court reported and made
recommendations on Whakarake's petition. Upon inquiry, the
Court:

found that there was no foundation for the claims that
all members of the Ngati Maru tribe who were 1landless
should have been included and that some persons were
wrongly included.?3?

The Court stated that Tume had supplied the names of Maori named
in the Acts. Further to that, the Court held the opinion that:

the grants of land were not made specifically to the
members of the Ngati Maru tribe, but were made to those
Natives, irrespective of their tribes, who were £found
squatting on the Crown land in that locality when the staff
surveyors commenced the subdivisional surveys.!3?

It is unclear how the Court arrived at this conclusion. Tume
provided the names of Maori listed in the Purangi Act. The
listed persons may have come within the category of "squatters"
at Purangi. It is not clear if Tume also supplied the names of
those on the Ngati Maru Act. Available evidence suggests that
Smith may have provided the list as it was his idea to allocate

130 Petition No 174/1937, Te Hekenui Whakarake and others
131 ibid

132 Appendix to the Journals of the House of
Representatives (1946)G-6, Report and Recommendation
on Petition No 174 of 1937, p 1

133 ipid, p 2
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land to Maori he identified és followers of Te Whiti who now
wanted to return to their own . homelands.

The Court view of the grants of land made under the Ngati Maru
and Purangi Acts was that these should not be disturbed. They
recommended however:

that if the allegations made by the petitioners that
they are landless is correct and that [if] there is any
vacant Crown land in the vicinity which could be set aside
for them, then this should be done and the matter referred
to the Native Land Court to determine the names of the
beneficiaries in pursuance of the power contained in
section 527 of the Native Land Act, 1931.13

Subdivigion of Ngati Maru A to F blocks

As mentioned earlier, partition orders for each of the six Ngati
Maru A to F blocks were issued by the New Plymouth Native Land
Court on 10 December 1915. Issued under section 55 of the Native
Land Amendment Act 1913, the orders consolidated sections to form
the six blocks. The sections of Block A were part of Block II
Ngatimaru Survey District. The B to F blocks were made up of
sections from Block XIV Upper Waitara Survey District.

Collectively, the Ngati Maru A to F blocks totalled 2,038 acres
6 perches, from the date of issue on 10 December 1915. But since
that time there has been a continuing erosion of Ngati Maru Maori
ownership of the blocks.

15.1 Alienations of the Ngati Maru A to F blocks
The following information gathered, from the Maori Land Court

file and DOSLI file, identifies alienations which have affected
the Ngati Maru A to F blocks.3

134 Appendix to the Journals  of the House  of
Representatives (1946) G-6, p 3. Note also, the
writer has not investigated whether any action was
taken as recommended by the court

135 See Maori Land Court file, Tar 851; DOSLI file 20/43
vols 1,2,3
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(a) Block A

Block A consisted of 249 acres 2 roods. 1Its five sections were
divided amongst six adults. Two persons received 25 shares,
while the remaining four were each entitled to 50 shares.

On 5 August 1965, by order of the Maori Land Court, 34 acres 3
roods and 29 perches was gifted for 10 pounds from Te Puata
(alias Puata te Ika) to Ronald Puata. In 1969 the Maori Trustee,
leased 249 acres 2 roods, the entire block, to Edward Ngeru for
a 21 year period at $13.00 pa.

In 1970, Ngeru acquired shareholdings in Block A. He purchased
27.5000 shares for £28.60 on 21 January. On 18 June, Ngeru
purchased a further 10.0000 shares out of 250.0000 shares from
Kara Ngeru for £10.40. These transactions occurred by order of
the Maori Land Court, under section 213 of the Maori Affairs Act
1953.

The land status of Block A is Maori freehold land.
(b) Block B

Block B, totalling 422 acres 1 rood 30 perches, consisted of nine
sections which were allotted to nine owners.

On 5 August 1965, Ronald Puata gifted £5 to Te Puata (alias Te
Puata te Ika) for a total of 13 acres 1 rood 30 perches.

The Maori Trustee, as agent for the owners, transferred the total
area of 422 acres 1 rood 30 perches to Ngeru for consideration
of $400.00. The Maori Land Court resolution of 9 September 1970
provided that the land to be sold to Ngeru for $400.00 was to be
less the wvalue of the interest of Kara Ngeru who wished the
purchaser to have his share without any consideration whatsoever.
The sale was also one of Maori land title which the purchaser was -
to accept.

However, under Part I of the Maori Affairs Amendment Act 1967
("Amendment Act"), the land status of Block B changed to General
land by notice on 14 April 1971.

(c) Block C

Block C, the largest of the six blocks, consisted of 476 acres
1 rood 16 perches, and was allotted to seventeen owners.
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On 26 October 1933 an injunction was applied for sections 20 and
31, against cutting and carrying away timber.

In 1976, Ngeru was advised by the Maori Land Court Registrar to
withdraw his application for purchasing the block. 1In a letter
dated 21 January 1976, from H Rangipuawhe, for the Registrar,
Ngeru was informed that his proposal for the shareholdings to
sell required a 75% share representation to establish a quorum.
Total shares in the block being 484.000, 75% of which is 363.000.
The shares of owners for whom addresses are held totalled only
152.5794, which was well short of the quorum requirement. Hence,
it was not possible to muster a quorum for Ngeru's proposal.

A Government valuation valued the block at $1900.00 on 4 April
1974. As of June 1981, there was no lease of the block, which
now had a total of 49 owners.

The land status of Block C is Maori freehold land.
(d) Block D

Block D totalled 457 acres and consisted of nine sections. These
sections were allotted to nine owners.

In 1966, 50 acres was transferred by the Maori Trustee to Mervyn
Jensen, for consideration of £125.136 Once again, the Maori
Trustee was acting as agent for the owners under section 387 of
the Maori Affairs Act 1953.

Repartition of Ngati Maru D Block, 1971

The most dramatic change in land ownership took place in February
1971. An application appears to have been made between 1966-71
for Sections 32 and 37 of D block.?” Sections 32, 37 and 38 were
later cancelled from the original Ngatimaru D block. The reason
being that the land status of those sections changed to general
land on 13 October 1971. As a result, Ngatimaru D block was
reduced in size, from 407 acres down to only 306 acres 2 roods.

136 Section 38 Block XIV Upper Waitara Survey district

137 TT Bright, Chief Surveyor, to The Registrar, Wanganui
Maori Land Court, 26 August 1970, DOSLI file 20/43 vol
2. Note, a copy of the relevant application not
included in DOSLI file
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The remaining block sections 39, 40, 43, 44, 47 and 48, were then
renamed Ngatimaru G block.?3®

On 17 August 1973, the land status of Ngati Maru G block was
changed to General land, under the Amendment Act.

(e) Block E

Block E consisted of 225 acres and the six sections were allotted
to six persons. _

In 1977, a lease for the entire block was acquired by Maraea Te
Rangihaua Tippins. The lease term was for seven years at a
rental of $100 per annum, dating from 1 April 1977.%3°

The land status of Block E is Maori freehold land.

(£) Block F

Block F totalled 252 acres -and 3. roods. Consisting of £five
sections, these were allotted to five persons.

In 1964, F block was leased for a 21 year term to Eric Thomas,
Doris Orma Scown, Paul Eric and Judith Merle Scown.

In 1984, the block was vested in the Maori Trustee under section
438 (1) of the Maori Affairs act.*® TUnder section 438(5), the
land was made available for leasing by public tender or private
treaty for a term of five years. Francis Richard Webb acquired
a five year lease from the Maori Trustee, commencing from 1 April
1985. An order to vary the terms of the trust was made in 1992,
under section 438(3) (b) of the Maori Affairs act.*!

In 1984, the status of Block F was determined as Maori freehold
land.

138 See DOSLI file 20/43, 1966, 1970, 1971, vol 2 & 3
139 See memorial schedule, Maori Land court file Tar 851

140 See memorial schedule of F block, Maori Land Court
file, Tar 851

el ibid
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15.2 Maori Affairs Amendment Act. 1967

It is important to note the impact of the Amendment Act upon
Ngati Maru ownership. Section 3 of the Amendment Act enabled the
Maori Land Court Registrar to declare Maori freehold land to be
of General land status, if there were four or fewer Maori owners.
Consultation with Maori owners was not necessary. As a result,
715 acres 2 roods of Ngati Maru allocated land, (for instance,
Blocks B and G), became General land.

The Amendment Act was preceded by the 1965, Pritchard/Waetford
Report on “Laws Affecting Maori Land and Powers of the Maori Land
Court.”2? Although a conscientious attempt had been made by the
committee to ascertain Maori opinion as to the “better use” of
Maori land, strong opposition was demonstrated by Maori when the
Bill went before Parliament.*?* The Maori Council opposed the
Report’'s recommendations which had been incorporated in the Bill,
while the Maori Members of Parliament hotly debated against it
in the House. Regardless, the Maori Affairs Amendment Bill
received assent, 22 November 1967.% In essence:

the Act reflect([ed] the attitude that Maori 1land
holdings should be individual and that the individual
should ultimately have the same freedom of alienation as
Pakeha. It thus [did] not recognise the concept of tribal
land or that Maori might not want their land to become
M"Europeanised" in status.*

15.3 Unallotted land

The A to F blocks did not include six sections which were part
of the original lands set aside under the Ngati Maru and Purangi
Acts. The unallotted sections were namely, sections 11, 27, 31,
36, 60 of Block XIV, Upper Waitara survey district, and section

1a2 Government Printer, Wellington, 1965

143 David Williams Law statute database; Maori Affairs
Amendment Act 1967

144 ibid, debate by Maori Members of Parliament, Whetu
Tirikatene-Sullivan and Matiu Rata

145 ibid
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50 of Block II, Ngati Maru survey district.® These sections
were apparently in excess of the requirements under these Acts.
Section 60 of Block XIV, Upper Waitara survey district had never
been subject to either the Ngati Maru Act or the Purangi Act.
Instead, section 60 had the status of “unalienated Crown land
subject to the Land Act 1948". 147

In 1970, the Secretary for Maori and Island Affairs was asked to
arrange to issue a proclamation reducing the area of land covered
by the acts and to declare the unallotted sections as lands
released to be Crown land, subject to the Land Act 1948.%*% The
Lands and Surveys Department Director General further suggested
that such action to uplift restrictions on these lands may not
have taken place earlier simply because no person had previously
applied for the lands. : '

Accordingly, a valuation for the lands was carried out by the
Lands Department :4°

Section Area Capital Value
Section 11 127 acres $360
Section 27}

Section 31} 208 acres $208
Section 36}

Section 50 29 acres S 29
TOTAL 364 acres $602

Section 11 contained four acres of flat land, while the balance
of acres was very steep covered in native bush. The remaining

146 Refer to Certificate of title list of Ngati Maru Land
Natives. See memo by DS Gray, Chief Draughtsman, 30
July 1969, and also see maps of unallotted sections,
DOSLI 20/43 vol 2

187 Memo by DS Gray, Chief Draughtsman, 30 July 1969

148 Director General to Commigsion for Crown Lands, New

Plymouth, 25 May 1970, DOSLI file 20/43 vol 2

143 Field Officer to Commissioner of Crown 1lands, 10

August 1970, Valuation of sections, DOSLI file 20/43
vol 2
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sections were similarly assessed as being very steep,
unattractive .pieces of land, covered in native bush.150

In 1971, proclamations were issued by the Minister of Maori and
Pacific Island Affairs to reduce the area of lands subject to the
Ngati Maru and Purangi Acts.® The sections became Crown land
subject to the Land Act 1948.152

The four acres of flat contained in Section 11 were being
utilised by the MBG Jensen Family Trust in 1970. The trust had
also acquired preferential allotment of the section to them, in
1970.1%3 Now, following the proclamations of Crown 1land,
disposal of the section to the trust could be carried out.

15.4 Impact of Maori Trustee upon Ngati Maru ownership

Section 387 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953 enabled the Maori Land
Court to appoint the Maori Trustee as agent, to dispose of
unproductive land owned by Maori. Section 387(5) contained a
proviso whereby the Maori Trustee was not to sell or lease any
such land to any person other than a Maori or Maori descendant
if a suitable offer was made.% However,the Maori Trustees’
decision would be final as to whether any such offer was suitable
or not.

Consequently, Blocks A and D were affected by the application of

section 387.1%5

150 ibid

151 RJ Maclachlan, Director General, Department of Lands
and Survey, Head Office, to Commissioner of Crown
lands, New Plymouth, 4 August 1971, DOSLI 20/43 vol 2

152 New Zealand Gazette No 63, p 1674, 1971

153 RM Velvin, Crown lands Commissioner, 2 June 1971,
DOSLI 20/43 vol 2

154 See section 387 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953

155 Refer to 15.1(a) and 15.1(d), alienations of Block A
and Block D, in this report
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Under section 438 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953, the court was
able to vest land in trustees for the benefit of Maori.®® The
interests of Block F were vested in the Maori Trustee, and so,
it was under section 438 that the Maori Trustee was able to lease
Block F out to Pakeha farmers.'®’?

Summary of ownership of land allocated under the Ngati Maru and
Puarangi acts

Under the Purangi act, 901 acres 2 roods 7 perches, was set aside
for allocating to Maori living at Purangi, while 1 581 acres were
set aside under the Ngati Maru act. These two areas totalled 2
482 acres 2 roods 7 perches. The sections of land allocated
under the 10 December 1915 partition orders came to a sum of 2
083 acres 6 perches. The unallotted sections of land totalled
364 acres 20 perches. Since 1915, some of the blocks have
diminished quite markedly regarding ownership by the orginal
owners and their successors.

Block A has reduced in size from 249 acres 2 roods down to
approximately 215 acres. The status of Block B, 422 acres 1 rood
30 perches, has been changed to General land. Similarly, the
sections which made up Block D were changed to General land.
This was after Block D was repartitioned and reduced in size from
457 acres, down to 306 acres 2 roods and renamed Block G.

Total land allocated to Maori

under the acts 2 482 acres 2 roods 7 perchesg

Il

Sections allotted under the
1915 partition orders

2 083 acres 0 roods 6 perches

Remaining acreage unallotted

I

399 acres 2 roods 1 perch

Unallotted sections, 1915 364 acres 0 roods 20 perches
Remaining unallotted acreage + 35 acres 1 roods 21 perches*
TOTAL 399 acresg 2 roods 1 perch

Il

Maori freehold land status
Block A 249 acres 2 roods

1 203 acres 2 roods 16 perches

156 See section 438 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953
157 Refer to 15.1(f),alienations of Block F, in this report
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Block C 476 acres 1 rood 16 perches
Block E 225 acres

Block F 252 acreg 3 _roods

TOTAL 1 203 acres 2 roods 16 perches

Lands changed to

General land status = 879 acres 1 rood 30 perches
Block B 422 acres 1 rood 30 perches

Block D 407 acres

TOTAL = 879 acres 1 rood 30 perches
Maori freehold land 1 203 acres 2 roods 16 perches
General land + 879 acres 1 rood 30 perches

2 083 acres 0 roods 6 perches

* Probably the unallotted section 60, Block XIV, Upper Waitara
survey district -
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Conclusion/Issues concerning Ngati Maru Wharanui

Two important issues to be considered by Tribunal members are:

i) whether the Crown acted in good faith toward Ngati Maru by
providing Ngati Maru A to F blocks to compensate for losses
suffered?

ii) whether the Ngati Maru A to F blocks were sufficient for,
and, actually satisfied the needs of Ngati Maru?

17.1 Quality of Ngati Maru A to F blocks

The quality of land allocated for the benefit of Ngati Maru is
somewhat dubious. The Ngati Maru A to F blocks have been
described by a Ngati Maru spokesperson as only “good for grazing
goats” .*®® The land has few flat areas, very steep hills, and is
largely inaccessible by road. Also the land is largely covered
in native bush, gorse and scrub. At the time of Tume'’s petition
he and his people were living on the flats at Purangi. However,
such quality flat land was not allocated to them. Instead a
lengthy process was undertaken which ensured landless Maori would
be provided lesser desired land from the Crown.

17.2 Taranaki Land Confiscation of 1865

Evidence in this report suggests that Ngati Maru as an iwi had
endured and suffered extreme hardship. Ngati Maru had lost many
of their people, during wars against Northern and Waikato tribes
between 1819-1831. Later, they suffered the 1loss of a
considerable amount of land through Crown land confiscations in
1865. This is despite a lack of evidence suggesting that Ngati
Maru fought in rebellion against the Crown during the Taranaki
land wars. It was probable that their rohe was utilised by
various war parties who were engaged in that war. On that slight
notion, Ngati Maru might be viewed as having been involved.
Also, perhaps, in terms of their assisting Wiremu XKingi when he
took refuge in their rohe, this might be viewed as helping Maori
who were rebellious against the Crown.

While Ngati Maru retained rangatiratanga status of their rohe
following tribal fighting in the early 1800s, as a consequence

1s8 Oral evidence, Dennis Patuwairua, Waitangi Tribunal
hearing, Te Upoko o te Whenua marae, Tarata, 15
October 1991
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of the 1865 Crown confiscation, Ngati Maru were stripped of such
status when several thousand acres of their rohe were
appropriated by the Crown.

Despite discrepancies in terms of Ngati Maru’s actual rohe, and
the total amount of land which was confiscated from them, it is
reasonable to conclude that Ngati Maru unfairly suffered
substantial land losses because of the confiscation.

17.3 The Compensation Court Award of 1866

The Compensation Court’s attempt to grant compensation to Ngati
Maru for the wrongful confiscation is difficult to quantify. A
block of 26,000 acres was awarded which was to be subdivided
between the claimant iwi/hapu of Ngati Maru, Ngatitama, Ngati
Mutunga, Pukerangiora and Puketapu. Full records of the award
were not kept regarding the above arrangement and so it is
difficult to.determine to what extent Ngati Maru benefited, if
at all, from that award.

17.4 Purchase of Ngati Maru lands

McLean’s instructions of 1872 which developed into the takoha
gystem, added further confusion to the land ownership issue. In
following the instructions, certain confiscated lands were being
purchased by Parris between 1873 to 1875. There were two
distinct Ngati Maru groups of sellers and non-sellers, and yet
the purchases were still carried out by a handful of the willing
Ngati Maru sellers. '

17.4.1 The Native Land Act 1873, Section 24

The Native L.and Act 1873 required the setting aside of sufficient
quantities of land for the Natives as reserves under section 24.
This was not carried out in the circumstances of Ngati Maru land
purchases.

An alternative assertion might be proposed regarding section 24.
The Crown withheld from purchasing some areas of land, and so,
that could be viewed as if the Crown had “set apart a sufficient
quantity”, of lands “deemed necessary for the benefit of the
Natives of the district”. Such an assertion however, seems
somewhat frail.

The Crown should have fulfilled its duty as a treaty partner and
acted in good faith by setting aside at least the minimable
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amount of acres per person from each block as a reserve, and, as
set out in it’s own legislation.

1l7.5 Lands allocated for landless Natives

In terms of the Crown’s attempts to address the landless Ngati
Maru issue, Ngati Maru’s situation is somewhat comparable to the
circumstances of Ngai Tahu. Under the South Island Landless
Natives Act 1906, an area of 142,118 acres was allocated to 4064
people, not all of whom were Ngai Tahu. The quality of the land
was largely poor wasteland. The Tribunal in it’s Ngai Tahu
report, stated that they were:

unable to escape the conclusion that, to appease its
conscience, the Crown wished to appear to be doing
gsomething when in fact it was perpetrating a cruel hoax.
In the tribunal’s view the facts speak for themselves. The
tribunal is unable to reconcile the Crown’s action with its
duty to act in the utmost good faith towards its treaty
partner. The Act [the South Island Landless Natives Act
1906] and its implementation cannot be reconciled with the
honour of the Crown. The tribunal finds the Crown’s policy
and the legislative implementation of the policy in
relation to landless Ngai Tahu to be a serious breach of
the Treaty principle requiring it to act in good faith.
This breach is yet to be remedied.®®

The process of addressing Ngati Maru’s landless issue spanned
eleven years from the time of Tume’s petition to Parliament in
1896, until the enactment of the Ngati Maru and the Purangi
Landless Native Acts in 1907. Tume requested in 1907, that lands
be set aside to enable families to gather together as a small
community.® However, the Crown’s land allocation process did
not cater for this rather minimable request.

A further eight years lapsed before the allocated lands were
partitioned into the Ngati Maru A to F blocks, and titles given
to the Maori owners listed in the two acts. It appears that
activity to remedy the Ngati Maru landless situation followed on,
to some extent, only as a result of the progress made for South
Island Maori. For example, the Ngati Maru and Purangi statutes

159 Waitangi Tribunal Ngai Tahu Report, (Wai 27) (Brooker
& Friend Wellington, 1991)

160 Refer to Section 12 of this report
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were enacted a year after the South Island Landless Natives Act
1906.

A further issue to raise in terms of allocation is whether the
Crown should have been allocating lands in the Ngati Maru rohe
to non-Ngati Maru Maori in the first place?

17.6 Unallocated sections of land

Following the allocation of lands to listed persons in the Ngati
Maru and Purangi acts, 364 acres remained unallocated since 1915.
In 1971, proclamations were issued declaring the unallocated
sections as Crown land subject to the Land Act 1948. The reason
for the non-allocation of these sections in 1915 has not been
uncovered in the file records. However, the unallocated sections
may have been the remaining sum of land, after the maximum sums
had been allocated. For instance, the 50 acres for adults, and
25 acres for children.

The point at issue is, should the Crown have reclaimed those
sections originally allocated under the Acts for landless Maori?
In so doing, the sections have since become available for
utilisation by non-Ngati Maru peoples.

17.7 The Maori Affairs Amendment Act 1967 (‘Amendment Act’)

The Maori Affairs Amendment Act was legislated as part of
National Government policy to remove legislative distinctions
between Maori and Pakeha. As a result, Part I of the Amendment
Act automatically declared Maori freehold land as General land
where there was less than four owners to the property.'®* This
act appears to have been yet another example of the Government’s
continuous attempt to marginalise the concept of tribal Maori
ownership in favour of individualised rights of land ownership.%?
Alternatively, the act may have been a potential solution to the
problems of possessing fragmented titles, the difficulties of
collecting owners, and the difficulties the owners themselves’
were having in making collectively agreed decisions about their
lands.

Over 700 acresg, which is almost a third of the Ngati Maru blocks,
changed status to General land as a result of Part I of the 1967

161 David Williams database, Maori Affairs Amendment Act
1967
162 ibid
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Amendment Act. These areas being Blocks B and the repartitioned
Block D (which became Block G).

The tribunal has not commented in earlier reports on the specific
issue of Part I of the Amendment Act. This report questions the
lack of Crown responsibility when the allocated Ngati Maru land
blocks continued to be alienated from Maori landowners?
Furthermore, has the Crown acted in breach toward their Treaty
partner by imposing statutory changes to Maori freehold land
status, without the consent of Maori landowners?16?

17.8 The Maori Trustee

Under various statutes, the Maori Trustee has been entrusted with
power which has meant to be for the benefit and interests of
Maori beneficiaries.'® In this situation alone, the influence
of the Maori Trustee has been a causal factor in the continual
erosion of tribal land ownership by Ngati Maru. -The .question is
whether Ngati Maru interests have been affected prejudicially by
decisions of the Trustee? A broader question arises also as to
whether the Crown has acted in accordance with Treaty principles
by giving the Maori Trustee statutory power to act without the
necessity to consult with Maori landowners?

163 Part I of the Amendment Act was repealed in 1973, in
recognition of it’s unpopularity with Maori people.
The act had been based largely on the recommendations
of the 1965 Pritchard report. In 1970, the Maori
Affairs Department reported that 3 410 declarations of
land status changes had been made since the Act was
passed. Of those declarations, only 586 had been at
the request of Maori owners. David Williams, Maori
Law Legislation Database, Commentary on Maori Affairs
Amendment Act 1967

164 For example, the Maori Affairs Act 1953
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Appendices

Direction Commissioning Research

Statement of Claim for Ngati Maru, (Wai 136); Wal 143 Taranaki

claim

Hapu list and Ngati Maru Wharanui rohe, written in Maori.
Information compiled by Dennis Patuwairua and Pono Whakaruru;
extracted from writings by father of Pono Whakaruru.

Maps relating to Ngati Maru A to F blocks ancillary claim

Maps included in report:

Figure 1
Figure 2
Figure 3

Figure 4

Map of A to F blocks
Topographical map of A to F blocks
Map of Pa Sites along Waitara river

Depiction of map from Sim Commission Report 1928

Figure 5a Tribally defined Ngati Maru boundary, 1991 version

Figure 5b Tribally defined Ngati Maru boundary, 1995 version

Figure 7

Map of landblocks sold by Ngati Maru

Maps attached in Appendix:

Figure 6

Map depicting Taumata Mahoe track
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AND CONCERNING the Taranaki Ancillary

’ claim by Ngati Maru

Wharanui over Ngati
Maru A to.F blocks.

Mz
DIRECTION .CONI'MISSI'ONING RESEARCH '

1 Pursuant to clause 5A(1) of the second schedule of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975, the
: Tribunal commissions Aroha Waetford, a member of staff, to complete on behalf of the
claimants a research report for this claim covering the following matters:

(a) A review of the history of Ngati Maru land holdings and the alienation of these lands
by confiscation or other means.

(b) A review of the allocation of the Ngati Maru A to F blocks under the Ngatimaru
Landless Natives Act 1907 and the Purangi Landless Natives Act 1907, whether
there was any prior negotiation with representatives of Ngati Maru, what agreement,
if any, was reached and whether the eventual allocation reflected that agreement.

2 This commission commenced on 9 September 1994.

3 The commission ends on 30 September 1995 at which time one copy of the report will be
filed in unbound form together with an indexed document bank and copy of the report on
disk.

4 The report may be received as evidence and the commissionee may bé cross examined on
it.

-~ cont. page 2: 5. The Registrar is etc.

1995/19 96/3 &
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5 The Registrar is to send copies of this direction to:

Aroha Waetford

Claimants

Counsel for.Claimants

Solicitor General, Crown Law Office
Director, Office of Treaty Settlements
Secretary, Crown Forestry Rental Trust

Dated at Wellington this l(w day of August 1995..

Chief Judge ET ie
Chairperson
WAITANGI TRIBUNAL

1998/ 9¢ 754
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21/9/87

The Registrar,
Waitangi Tribunal,
Wellington.

Dear Sir,

We write on behalf of the Ngati-Maru Trusfees, representing the Tribal
interests of our people and their Land Rights. We are aware of the

Percy Smith report of 1976, and also the Sim Report from the Royal
Commission of 1928.

We do not agree with the boundary lines defined by these Reports, in
that they vary from Ancestral teachings of the Ngati-Maru land area.
We believe that our people, being historically of inland and river
settlers, have had their Land areas encroached on by other Tribes, or at
“east, by those preparing Maps to define respective Tribal areas. The
waranaki Maori Trust Board Map does show more accurately, the general
gion of Ngati-Maru Ancestral boundries.

We claim our region, from the Tarata Zig-Zag, moves east, both sides
of the Waitara river, fanning out in a North-East and Southerly direction,
extending to the Wanganui River. We have many of our people, (a scatt-
ered Tribe) living in the upper Wanganui River region. This River is

r Boundary to where it joins the Ohura river and runs to the West
_sast. Our neighbours are, Ngati-Haua North-East, Ngati-Tama North-
West, Ngati-Ruanui and Ngarauru South-West.

We would request the time and opportunity to establish more specific-
ally our more accurate boundarles and discuss this subject with our
neighbouring Tribes.

Trustee/Secretary .éi??Zé;zvfﬁ;v?{*_

- T. Tokota B.H. Orchard
P.TY Kopu g -

Note: Maps defining Boundaries are being prepared, and will be
forwarded in due course.



12 HAPU 0OF NGATIMARU-WHARARNUI
MGEATI KUI NGATI KOPUA NGATI RAUTAD NGATI RONGONUI
NGATI MIHI NGATI TAKAHI NGATI HINEMOEAI NGATI WHARANUI

NGATI KEHU NBATI TEAREI NGATI TEIKA NGATI EURA TE UTA

TE ROHE. O NGATIMARU WHARANUI

MAI I TE PUMAI O TE AWAROA KI TONA HONONGA KI
MAIEAIKATEA KA HAERE WHENUA MAI I TE PUNAWAI O
MAIKAIKATEA TIKA TONMU EI ENEI PUKE TAPU HINAU
. TANGITY POUIATOA ME TUIPAKI

K& HERE MAI I TUIPAKE KI TE PUNAWALI O TARAMOUKDOU
AWA FI TONA PUTANGA KI TE AWARDOA KI TONA
HONONGA KEI TE AWA O MANGANUI

A HURI EI TE TONGA,.EA WHAIL I TE AWA O MANGAMUI
I TE ARA WHENUA O TE AHURANGI

MAI I TE TE AHURANGI EI TE AWA O PATEA KI
TAOMA HONONGA KI TE AWA O MANGAEHU

MAI I TE AWA 0O MANGAEHU KA HAERE WHENUA EI
TE TIHI O TE MATE O ONGAONGA

EA PERE IHO T TE IHU WAKA KI WAKA FI TANGAHDE KI UTA
EI TONA PUTANGA EI TE AWA O WHANGANUI

- 7

A PIREI I TE AWA O WHANGANUI EI TOMA HONONGA
I TE AWA O TE TANGARAEAL

A PIKI I TE AWA 0O TANGARAKAU KI TONA HONONGA HI

E AklA O HEAD

Fa PIEI ATU I TE AWA 0O HEAD TAE ATU EI TONA& PUNAWAI
kA HAERE WHENUA EA PIKI TI TE TIHI O TE TATU

Fa HERE IHO I TE TATU EI TE RERE PAHU PAHU EA WHITIATU
KI WAITARA ITI




APPENDIX 4
Maps relating to Ngati Maru A to F blocks ancillary claim:

Figure 6 Map depicting Taumata Mahoe track
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Figure 6 : Map depicting Taumatamahoe track
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SCHEDULE OF NGATI MARU A TO F BLOCK PARTITIONS

" Ngati Maru A to F blocks
Par- Date of Area Sections Owners
tition Partition (acres &
Order hectaresg)
!
w Block A | 10 Dec 1915 | 249 acres 2 33,46,47,48,49 of | 6
roods Blk II Ngatimaru owners
~ 100.9690 S.D.
hectares
Block B 10 Dec 1915 422 acres 1 33,34,41,45,4956, S
rood 30 57,58,59 of Blk owners
perches XIV Upper Waitara
~ 170.8846 S.D.
hectares
Block C | 10 Dec 1915 | 476 acres 1 5,6,7,19,20,2122, 17
. rood 16 26,35,42,4650 of owners
perches Blk XIV Upper
~ 192.7720 Waitara S.D.
hectares
Block D 10 Dec 1915 407 acres 32,37,38,39,4043, 9
. *457 acres 44,47,48 of Blk owners
~ 184.9479 XIV Upper Waitara
hectares S.D.
Block E 10 Dec 1915 225 acres 23,24,25,28,2930 6
~ 91.0542 of Blk XIV Upper owners
hectares Waitara S.D.
Block F 10 Dec 1915 252 acres 3 51,52,53,54,55 of 5
roods Blk XIV Upper owners
~ 102.2842 Waitara S.D.
hectares
Total 2 083 acres 52
6 perches owners
~ 843.0913
hectares
* Partition Order stated 407 acres, although 457 acres were

actually allocated



A2

LIST OF ORIGINAL OWNERS OF NGATI MARU A TO. F BLOCKS

The following information is taken from the partition orders
which were issued for each block on 10 December 1915.

BLOCK A 6 owners

B> WD

)]

Name
Kikirua Hoani
Ngawini Hoani

~Te Kapua Rangataua

Te Rauhi Rangiwhatumata

(Te Tauhl Te Rangiwhatumata)

Puti te Ika
Te Puata

Relative Interest

50
50
50
50

25
25

shares
n

n

Total 250 shares

BLOCK B 9 owners

[\V]

O o ~J o Ul

Name

Tamakehu Hiko

Ngauta Piripi (Ngaki)
Taruhae te Korowhiti

(Turahae Wi Te Kowahiti)

Wi Korowhiti

Relative Interest

25
50
48

50

shares
"

n

(Kowahiti/ Wiremu Te Korohiti)

Tutehourangi

Mokai Rakei (Ratahi Tukau)
Pohepohe Tukau

Tuhi Aorangi

Paki te Ika

50
50
50
50
25

Total 398 shares

Block C 17 owners

B WO oo Jo Uk Wb

Name

Taura Patuone

Te Hekenui Tailaha
Mae te Ikahaehae
Peti te Ikahaehae
Tukapua te Ikahaehae
Tira te Ikahaehae
Titi te Ikahaehae
Kopa Ngatailerua
Manihera Ngataierua
Whareaitu Ngataierua
Okio Ngataierua
Marie Ngaone
Tukotahi Ngaone (Tukatahi)

50
50
25
25
11
11
11
12
12
12
12
50
50

Relative Interest

shares

1/3 n

shares



14.
15.
16.
17.

Tohe Taua
Hora Haere
Te Uta Mate
Hine Mokai

Block D 9 owners
a

W oo g0 U WN

Name

Tutaunuku Tume (Tutanuku)
Hue Riwai (Te Hue Riwai)

Ngakuira Ripene
Rangiheuea Tume
Wiki Topia
Motutahi Pare
Hinewhiu Hoani
Wiremu Tume
Tapapa Hataraka

Block E 6 owners
ame

B WN R

Y Ul

N
Tuwhai Wehikore
Maraenui Wehikore
Eriwata Punipi
Ngahina Wira
(Ngahuia Uira)
Ngarongo Kauika
Pare Taiaha

Block F 5 owners

1.

W

Name
Manunui a Paihau

50
25
50
25

Total 484

A2

shares

Relative Interest
75 shares

50
50
50
50
50
50
50
25

Total 450

shares

Relative Interest
25 shares

25
50
50

39
50

Total 239

shares

Relative_ Interest

50 shares

(Mananui a Paihau Tume)

Tunga te Hore

Tunganekore (Hinehapua)

Kuramaiangi

(Kuramaianga Turia)

Kupuora Turia

50
50
50

50

Total 250

shares



A2

NAMES OF PERSONS LISTED UNDER ACTS
Purangi Landless Natives Act 1907

First Schedule - Names of Maoris to whom this act applies

Tutanuku Tume Uira Wehikore
Kapohanga Wehikore Nga-Huia Uira
Rangiheuea Tume Nga-Wini Hoani
Mananui-a-Paihau Tume Hinewhiu Hoani
Ngakuira Ripine Nga-Moanga Tuhai
Ripine Tume Haimona Papa-a-wai

Te Ika Haehae Motutahi Pare
Nga-One Te Manihera Tuhi Aorangi

Tukatahi Nga-One Toroa Te Ika Wairangi

Waikowai Motutahi

Ngati Maru Landless Natives Act 1907

First Schedule - Names of Maori to whom this act applies
Part T

Te Kapua Rangataua ; Wiremu Te Korohiti
Kikirua Hoani ‘ Pare Taiaha

Tohe Taua Taiaha Mauihera Hinehapua
Te Uta Mate Ngataierua Kere

Taura Patuone Tunganekore Hinehapua

Te Tauhi Te Rangiwhatumata Te Hue Riwai

Ngaki Piripi Tunga Te Hore

Te Ratahi Tukau . Wiki Topia

Pohepohe Tukau Kuramaianga Turia
Tutehourangi Kupuora Turia

Turahae Wi Te Kowahiti

Part II

Hora Haere Te Puata

Hine Mokai Paki Te Ika
Tamakehu Hiko Tapapa Hataraka

Puti Te Ika

Toroa te Ika Wairangi was found by the Native Land Court to own
more than the maximum area of 50 acres, so the name was struck
out. Refer to letter, Chief Surveyor, New Plymouth to Judge JW
Browne, 17 August 1936, DOSLI File 20/43, vol 2, p 124, at Part
B of Document Bank, document B31
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| xx/43 Bl
NGATIMARU AND PURANGI LANDIESS NATIVES. 30/11/42, ‘

——

In the year 1898 certain claims were made by Ngatimaru end

gl resident Maoris, -purporting to be landless, for lands in Upper
Waswara end Ngatimeru Survey Districts on the East of the Waitaera River
near Purangi. This land lies within the Confiscated boundaries and
when the surveyors Were on the land they were instructed to make proviaion
for the setting aalde of approximately 2000 acres for the purpose of
gatiefying any claims therefrom that may be found af ter investigation
by the Court to be fully justified, i.e. that the claimant was
landless and that his abode was at Purangi at the time the surveyors
commenced operations in that locality.

Tutanukk Tume, an elder of the Ngatimaru tribe and & paramount
chief of that day - a man who was held in high esteem by both Maori and
Pakeha - an sssgssor of the Native Land Court and a Church of England
lay-reader -~ was entrusted with the matter by the people conserned and
he* accompanied the surveyor, W.H.Murcott, to the land and agreed to the
position of the block of land from which awards would subsequently be
made . Tutanuku was then asked to furnish the names of the people
who had claim to be ineluded for consideration by the Court and some
29 nzmes of Purangi people were submitted for investigation, "The
Ngatimaru Lendless Natives Act,1907%, page 352, gives the names of Maoris
entitlied to land set aside for the Ngatimaru landless people. Af ter the
aurveiy of the block whereby many 50 acre and 25 acre sections wers laid
off, 'the sections were allo tted by the Lands Depariment and a Governor's
Wearrant was lssued for completion and issue of titlems.) The location of
a sactlon for each person as allo tted was aspparently done without
congideration of family grouping and this led to a further request to
the Court to re-open the matter. The authority for the Commisaioner of
Crown Lands to allot sections is contained in Subsection 2 of Section 5
of both the Ngatimaru Landless Natives A0t,1907 and the Purangi
Landless Natives Act,1907, Statutes No.69 and 70, pages 351 o 356.
Of the 29 persons whose nsmes Were submitted by Tutanuku Tume, 18 were
found to be landless and were allotted & aection in the Purangil Landleas
Natives Block. In the Ngatimaru Landless Nativea Block, 28 persons were
allotted & section. The latter sre the people whose names are
published in Kahiti of 4th June, 1909, pege 354, Tutanuku Tume died

on 30/11/17, twenty-five years sgo, end several other awardees have
also passed away.

The actusl titles were completed by the District Land Registrar
and are recorded in Certificate of Title Volume 76, follo 256 etc., but
only one title has been uplif ted. The Act provides by Section 8 thereof
that succesgsors to any of the awards made who may dle before the
Cexrtificate of Title has been issued to him, may succeed to the land
granted.

The question of re-grouping of sections 1o permit of families
being able to work in closer co-operation on the land came before Judge
Jack at New Plymouth on 9/12/15. At this sitting the Court purported
under Section 55 of the Native Land Amendment Act,l913, to treat the
area of the blocks as previougly awarded as one and partitioned it into
8ix divislons. Judge Browne subsequently stated that he was doubtful
if the Court had jurisdiction to do this (See Pile XX/43/123). It is
submitted that the Court has now power to alter the names a8 scheduled
in the Act of 1907 but may recommend that the Act be amended if found
necessary.

The partition by Judge Jack was made in an endeavour to
consolidate the family groups and apart from Court proceedings nothing
further has been done, .

Reverting to the persons for whom & voice was ralsed in an
endeavour to settle them near the spot where the firast surveyors to -
enter the district found them, which was In the locality of Purangi
Township, District Surveyor H.M.Skeet in a lengthy report to the Chief
Surveyor dated 13/12/98 states, "With Mr.Murcott, & steff surveyor,

I saw Tutenuku respecting reservee on the Waitara River........
Tutanuku and his party have evldently been lef ¢t out of the reserves
ade for the Ngatimaru people by the West Coast Commission of 1881,
vidently through Tutanuku being away for many years living up the

anganul River., He had given a list of 66 names to the authoritiea
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The Sworveyor-Ceneral
Kellington. .
£s B2iive Dinizs 2% Forengi S.6. 28342,
In reply o yoor saacrarndua of the 25th. vltizo. I have tie

i " bopour to infora 'you that the land on the wesd of the ¥eitars aiver acer

Purangi was originally cpnfimcsied snd then scavired frox the Ratives
gnder Deed of (ession by #r Parris, see Of Lprewdix B,  %est Scast Uoa-
scukv, Pukenahoe, Fopue, and Jpzerc-Urepvi-ieragoukv B8locks. Llhe felleaire
reserves are zeniioped in Deede oI Cemeiod visz, Autams 26D acres, Ie Hauu-

. , _ .
papu Balf ap sdre, Terituvlu kall an acre, DCC scres and 20C sores,

apd

Pohohitoa I sore.

Tiere is ne native reserve st Purangd copn the Yilleze
site, but therse is

.
[pe—

ont osalled Yongezbeuw of 6 morss, op tke west side of
~the fsitara R;ver 2nd sdioiring Gestion 32 Fursngi Juburbap; there zre 9
€ ’
* P - i~
native rse’ on tbe sasi side of Waitasre Alver coe seallsd

acres, obn cppcsite side of tio river le Purszagi Joocvrban epa anclisy 32lisd g

1]
Fe'rqtui, 4€ zores, zituneled oo tbe Railece Fiver zogut 1 wils sguil i bz
i
o . . .. ) .
-38gl Yillage. Ire argz of tbe aenticred resserve wis jrcressed ifrgp 10 7*\
3 - i

temas it vae thovgit that lie Vatives oko aurs

i
B o s . . ; Y31 merin 2 ;
Llege site xcvld ac¥s there, pvt they heve asct deone so; 2re slill zovsiiips |

> & surveyed woen the -diein-

tbe Furengi Viilege site a: ibrush rereetedly ordersd off. ﬁ
T

Ihere ars geven smell rveserves for burisl vlaces 3¢. cn the ﬁ&é

. e

: ~ . L. A . Y4

2ra biver, porih of Forsned, zuich sva t2 3 i

ir yewr seze. &2, 2043 of

. Apeil 1RG4, Yoo #ill see, thersfcre, that the patives navs ac

they wereeat only ccufigoated but were purchosed T
nclcse tracins of the Clocks csded shewing tis

| a1t Village.
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EATER
LEYTERS TO 85 ADORLSSED ////4)2///?}72, 9th Janua.r'y‘, 1899,

The Surveyor (reneral
Wollington .

. e e

PN f/" “‘-\\.\/ :Q\
- J L Y
The Commissioner of Crown Lands, P o an 98 ) )
. K B o TZa) AT R
N ot
New Plymouth, \\;’-L\-:.:_\,,,_,e.f_;:\' vy
S LTS

In r=ply to your meﬁorandum of the 29th uls,,
fe Purapgi, all that is necéssary at present is to withold from
sale the.zooo'acres referred to, Befofe'ady_land could be
allotted to landless patives, a competent aqthoriﬁy-would have

't6'inquire into the claims of the applicants.




- _ACumd o Nofves - Tngiangare=3 02
| @emoaz\nnum ) Af%ﬁ%u - 55

Quote this number irn the mwyuv
S.PERC\" SMITH

Smrveyor General. ] _ . .
LLrrTAs 1O 8E ADDRESSED ' C o /b?/ 1lth July, 1899,
The Surveyor General . . . A . -

Wellinjton .
A

The Commissioner of Crown Lands,

Néw - Plymouth. _ L

Referrlng to your memorandum of the 29th
December 1898, L 1557 it has been deCLded by Government,
that you shoul@,make the preliminary inguiries as to
whether aqy'qf'the;hatizes, of Purangi, Waitara, who_ =z
applied.for lands as‘landlees Natives, are really tand-
less, i}e.; ﬁave not enough land.to keep them.

It 1s probable the question of 1e.nd'less
Natrvee w1ll be dealt with by law ahortly, but in the
meantlme thl; 1nqu1ry Is to be made. _

_ I send you a list of peoplé suppiigd by Tu-te-

: o ;;/,/w faviza Tume, of’ Purangi who applied for the BOQQ acres,
~ ] section 5 Block X1V, Upper Waitara.

T think you should send for Tu-te-fiuku, and
inquire of him the particulars of land any of -these
people have, as a ggide'to you in your subsequent
inquiriee, which would, X assume, be mainly in searching
for their names in Grants or other titles to MNatives.

In reporting,you should say how much &ach
person owns, and the.character of the land, if sufficiert
or ﬂot for the owner to geke a living off.
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laren 's pames are it the iiste Fer
Jover «auvaaui. 1he aly l?na I kpew iz to be izteres

go»anga «en*h re is 5y muiscr _an cld ugsun livivg &t Farsrgi. fre ‘
ﬂé ‘of us Der éhildren elive, and we sre in thiz lisi, ryself, fansi‘eﬁéa»ii
#anaanui-ana1hau fume, &2d ¥garoveo !an1ka. ¥y tatber is dead ; so far as
I knat she ‘i pot interested ‘&8 8Dy lands. T : T e

Rebgibéuce Tihe is my brhthar. %s-is serried, but his wife belopes to
Kattantl, he bas po children, bis interests sre the szme as mine, viz:- i
¥argsopa and Autews.. £o far ss-I know .he .bas no otker -interests. ‘

:[fs. ¥epa-pvi-apsaihen Toae iy »y brother.'an adult, but not zarried, bisz intex
are the séme as pive apd ay bLrotbers. #¢ bss po lands cotber than thoag.

16. Hkgerongo Ksuika iz my sister, she lives withb Wirems Kenike et Faitotera,

7. who is one of tbe leadipg sep of toe Bgativcrva. She bas children, viziw

8., Te Hgirs ¥abirsoei, Einga Kga-wini, Je Koengarca Kauwike, Iureresc KHauike,
.12, Kahukure Ksuike, ¢pd._Pare Ngarongo are 8ll her children. lgarorgo bas no
15, interests in lppd ip this Districi, but sbe may have lend in the Waitotar:
.14, [Eistriol, ebe and sll tie c&xidren iay bave small interests in Kaitotsrs
'35, lapds.

8. Ngekvira Eipive is & niecs of mipne, sbe iz living witb ‘ber bhusbamd at =
Pibuxa, she baz no obiidren, ®he isiip the Matsngibis EReserve on Kaitctsr:
hFiver, 8lsc bas ipterests in Teunatzgaboe end Xhitiawge, whiol she hes

.. resently come into by ewsoceseior.

35, fivine Jyne is faiber of Kcakuire Kivive, bas left biz wife end bas ro
. athsr obildren, ke is et the Chatbsn lslapds, be bas no lsnd there that 1
kmow of. Be has.anall amﬂ;v:deo sbares in Vansaona and Autewa.
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23,

24,

26.

. & ‘am; the;

-Binewhih.ﬁoani.is.a ferale, younger.thanmmyselfg sbe is living with &

§~auga4 _
"~.both belong'to th;s dzstrlct ~poth of them are elaerly persons, .0lder the

*have NG ohxldren . It IS'acnbtful‘If ‘Na-¥ope bas Dot-obisinet
an: ela age pens:on. peither of ‘these.two hawe: any 1nterest in- 1ands here,
ne1ther .have they any oh1loren 11n1ng.~ SRR - -

native celled Tobe, they-botb -belong to this district, but Einewbiv , =o
fer ‘as I know, bss no.land, though her hnsband ‘bas interests ip land 1n

_ this_distriol. §&be bas no chlldren.a

Tubi ﬁiorabgi"is~a‘ﬁale cbild, sbout.1l.yesrs of sge , father desd,. 201k

_-l1v1ng et-Faribaka:, ber: name.is Bine. Faere., So far as I know the wothber

bas Do land she belonged to the’ kgat;zarn district.

:;$0puui.3eiks'Rairéngi.is-é,gifl..aﬁodt 7 years of age a child of Foros.:

" who.lives with Georgé Béitrand at!Urepuvi, 'and.bss 7 otber chiléren)s
. Toroa is:interested.in. aeakorako, she ‘is.1ib otber.lands.from ber fatber!
5103 -¢i. shich. 1. knom notb1ng. T .

‘cinearé ﬁaheéKoburu and .Gi-wvbere. Mate~koburu are sisters, the latter hei
the. ‘elder: end. marr;ed to. Ehakah1h1. Binearz is somewhet younger, not -
'.mdrrleo, ‘$bey are’living &t. Bawera, they are in Jelutews on their: Iather
interests I.onderstard. bbat .1is. 2otiar.of ibese two, Mate-Echuru & pa¢ ]

K




_interesis. in Te- Kauan and Kerzker1nga in. thzs aistrzot, I cannot say
' that otber lands: theg have. I cannot ssy what ‘they- ‘have in the Bawera

[,".""‘M:, sl

g !

Distriot. I ax sat:sf:ed that the nateu -in -the apnlicataon ‘for. removal -
of restriotions-over-Section 409 Blook -XII Kaizoe Dimtriot are the. same
8s these, .I do.nctsknOIEyhat.lgﬁa_they ury bave outside this.district.
They mever made. applicetion %o ‘Sobe: into-this list, end :] placed their

pasmes on it without the;r knnu%éﬂge.vLOcking woon nyself ‘85" the protect(

gf their 1nterests in tbzs distrioty - - ST

It is hard for- le.to say who-. aould ooNe. 1nto thls list as

*otbers” olaiming lsaod, the favilies- being so oroken up, sone bezng at

Par1haka, ‘soze at. Kanganu1. and-elseuhere.

The nsme of the wifé of aangihenea Tume is P1L1 3a1uara, “the
bulk of her interesis are. on the.ha.aasa; Side, thcugh ghe has some .sma)
oleims in this District. o -

‘Signed. 'TutahukﬁuTuieQ

The ebove nas. sagned by Tuttnukn ?nne after it. ¥as read over &nd

_expiained to -bip in the: laorl lnnguage. xn the p:esence of.

Slgned. Ihos. E. Fisber
Feserves Lgent, New Plynontb,
25th Servt. 1899

bcéulc ef lanés Rcferrca to ir the evidspee. .
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' .“The SurVEJnr Gpnnral, , ' .

Welli ngton.

- i lendless Watives, Puransi, 29342

26 Drevicus'ccrresncndence on +this suhisah

I have +0 a.sk 1f anything has yet bpen o.ecidnd about Hlp lands

"which have been held ha.vk from s'a,'Le *osnd:mg the enquiry intno +the

) qlalms of na ,iv,s at Pura.nc'x for granﬁs af Grewn Tand, The Cron- ‘

. misgsicner recently ma.de an inspestion of his country and fmma

that mosh of it is suitable for deirying and would rea,d'z.ly be no-

| c‘upieri. Tha 'roadi-ﬁg of Grbwn Lands ad] r..s_iijxing_ would he "grea.tly
.facili:.";a*:ed were *.';hése 1antis opened. félj so'h*,lpment and :'.*.'a.m)ea,rs %
f.hah +he Natives at Purangi }ia.ve ..qu:iﬁe sufficient land. at nresent
0o keasr +them nccuivied and. supvort +,hem. I shall he glait therefora

if +this nather may receive fu.vrur'*blp sonsideration,

' £ory Commissioner of Crown Lands




s . R ﬁﬂm}mﬁﬁma :5035/;, "Z’
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‘f/” The Surveyor General,

-.“ﬁ

Wellinghon, :

\ o ' Landless Natives, Purangi. 29343,

} . ) Referring tn +this matter and my memorandiam c:t‘
- the Brd. Mol lash, T would like to know if thé lands withsheld
L fren sale ma,;r he dedalh with, as I am arranging *n puht seme 4, 200,
~ acras of frrfeited lands én the apposite sids of *h2 Waltara River

At
intn *bhe nmarkq‘b a,nd. these 1ands ‘%t;uld make un a grnnd hlrak fn-r- sala.

. . : . ) “ ).' 3 v : ‘ N ) .
P " S ;2 .
. ' Commissionsr of (Frewn Lands,

i
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: 'l‘he SUI'VGJ rr -General,
- “"61 linghon,
‘la“ - Landless -Fahives, Purangi.
oo
..?':.‘ TY’I reply +e Vﬁul“ lettar nf the 13+h, hash,

T '& S 50761, “his bas refefence teo th2 claim of cor ,a..'ln na*.ives

e be congid=red landless and hav2 land set

. » &side For +hem a*

VoA
Ve

[

Mxr, Darcy Smith decided, whan ha was 'Su'ﬂvavr

.

Ganeral, that this nativa’s fenmily had rne claim +n To Cnhs1d=""t=d

By
’ 3
T

S rrm—
! -,!..,;:i,E
.

]a,ndless, a8 Tiremz ¥Raulks had land himself, I a.d*:}ised h_’m

cimaTAfaea s g et

myself as . late as the 15th, instant

ol
R

that sc far as I could sas:’

h'fs Tamily’s clzinm cruld nr*' be entertzined, See yrur racords

. Percy
. 29%49 o OF o pm B
9 A2/33. o in MP., Sm¥th™s possession.

. This a1l bears rn Hhe aquasticn pFf "ﬂnd'! ess

nat 1ves at Purangi reafarrad *e~ in my memeo, of Hha Brd, Mr 1‘ch

and 9th, May lasht { S.7.29343), Mr,P,™,Fisher and Mr, Dcrr-cy
%ﬁ 'h are assishting me with regard *o tha number of nativas and
h=- ameount of land r2quirsd, but frem wha*t I ean gather 1,90 —
é.crps would he ample. which would leavs the balance fnr '=e+.+1°-

ment, making altngether a small hleck of abrut 5, l‘500 acres

avai‘ab]e “or selachinn in  +hat lecality,

T -
gommissioner of “rewn

it
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‘[‘he Surveyoer %neral,

Wallinghton,

' . ‘TLandless Mabives, Purangi. (29%42 &)
5 : . - 507AL: Y

Referring to orevicus corresnendsnce en

>

~this subjéct'I have te state L=t altheush Y f‘enT sure t‘aaﬂ' so far

‘as rpally landless naﬁvps ars cchearnad who cnuld Tpa.snna’hlv a.slr

to ha.ve -A2nd a11n++.ed o’ +hem at Pur—mrzi, 1200 a.cras would be anmle,

ant Mr, Fisher c-ncurs in this: still in khe Tacs of alTeged dcfirieﬂc"

e
e

.in 'blocks awarded in Taraﬂa.kj, tha'h is in cASes where ¥ Orown

'_has scld the lend, I do no+. think it advisa‘b 0 de- arytning f11r+her

-jush now han off‘er land - a.'bou"' which: *nnra can ha ne ques*‘:[nn, naa.r

-_'Pura.ngi, and which has nevnr hean Parnmarlroa for - +.he na*"lv‘%S-/Lw

}f‘"‘ﬂls st rnmands.




ommissioner of Crown Lands,

‘Néw Plymouth.

Landless Natives—Purangi :—

In reply to your 3023 of the 8th inst., I enclose for
your information a copy of the original schedule f‘ui'ﬁished by.

. Mr. Percy Smith showing that 19 Natives are entitled to sections,

W&h. e shares asgascertgined py the: ' , : :
rt.“and glven in e attached list .signed 'by,.,he-'Rgitar e

of the Native Land Court showing the relaiive-'inﬁerests of ‘the

seve ral Natives in ‘the ﬁibcks mentioned therein. I also re—
turn you a copy of Mr Percy Smith's memo of the 6th Feb.,1907.
I would like steps téken at once. to subdiyide .t.he' area which:
you -say has been kept back, namely :-— section 33 Block .IT
Ngatimaru, together with 2,000 acres adjoining on the North
vhich apparently-.hs,s been withdrawn from éettlement’; If this
land is still available it should .be surveyed for the Landless_
Natives réferred‘ to in your memo, on the basis submitted by

Mr Percy Smith, namely :— 50 acres for each adult inclusive of
what each,person:alfeady holds, so that if a Native holds 25 or
30 acz."és in any place, he or she will' only gef. 25 or 20 acr.es
of the area to be subdivided. I do. not think that the best. way

will be to deal with it gnder section 285 of the Land Act, but

! -‘i . . N .
g that the better way will be to draft a special Bill, and in the
schedule théreto mention the names of 'tl_le‘ovm'ers and the shares

-} t0 waich they are entitled. Please, therefore, put the survey
E\‘\/‘,\;‘LM’\ in hand, and then submit a draft Bill and schedules showing the
i' names of the Native owners, and the areas to which they.are. en— -
o .\p-") titled) and I will endeavour _to g§t it, pag
AN 4v¥ dgring” the coming Session. . Zy el
o »

1
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LANDLESE NATIVES AT PURANCT,

am L SRR e ._ ;.. - - . .
Lemortndum of interview and consultation held at

CTrat (P A -
survey Crlies, New Plymouth,. Tuesdey 19%h. iarch 19207
. i a3 1907,

between Tutbar = " - e
" uwtenukis Tume and Ripini. Tums, reprosenting the
landless natives of Purengi, and S. Pe it F
P nguives ol Purengl, and S. Percy Emlt.:; £zg., and

5 . !

" H.Skin-aw 3 . i ,

- W.H.Skinzer, Chiorf Traughtsman, - Lir, Simpson, Commisiownsr
e of C(rown Lands being absent from New Pl;ino'txth
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- o this quesition By the Uader ceecretary Tor Landz dated
: 19/2/07 aud then wenb om *0 say that he thought the ~ame
pleii should be adopted im this case as had bean coxriried out

in the South Island by Mr. ieckay. and himselsd ro londlesz

natives' clazims, i.e. to merge the individual olaims into.

Temil; groups. This would greatly simplifly the zurve;, cad

-alzo allow of z moie economic workiug of the laad by tha

T netives, crod be ot Hhe sams time in coitfommity witihx theix
cuzbomy of laud cultivation, Hazn; of Yhe cleinmz if in-
~

dividualized would be zo tmell thatiile; would b= of litylis

4 I -y =

01 20 uze wo thxe cultivebor ualezs he was Joituncthte euough

“bo get thie vhole ol it ou orne of the fer compoiciival; level

paat: along tie Waltbtare Rivasr, wheis.az 1

jo

giroupnad witl:

hizr relatioms it would meke with the other:z o dscend foxm With
The nemss of the natives, whe, 1o $hie opinion
of the Wotive Lend Court wers entitled %o conyiderstion in
thiz claim ~ see list attacned to lebter froa Undar Lecistary
for Lends 3C23/20 —~ were then read put by k. Smit,’;i, cad N .
Tatoouka &nd Ripiud as~1gn.,d each to & group, the nineteen
A

iames belug divided into sever: groups oxr families

)

as Tollows -
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Se
These usaet wore 1ead wwd ro-1eodd over %o Hhe
Nebives end sccopted Silunlly &3 beiug ix order as 'Jac':zeduied
above.,.
Tutz..nuka made & request “hzbt = wnell xril.lage
af minstesn cecres be laid of™® m*.. o suitable :apo*:; within
. the bloek vhere each of the hineteen claoiments would receive

orne gere, zud upou r:hicl“; treir homes would he Builit aud

ere the smell community ro:J.ld live. Eere they would

be gatheorad together - wob tous clousel;- for mutual help .

and compeny .
“ i, Snpith sald this plan 2ad beeun corwied outb
' i 2llobbing the land o the maitives in the Pslorus. Sound:z
iz
¥ and other diztaichz im Hie Lfouth, - Ia he Peloxus ih
1 : worked admirebly cad he would vacoamend thet if pozzible
. ‘ . i3 he done in She coze of Yhess Purcungl netives,

- . 25/3/27
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864 KO TE KAHITI

O NTU TIRENIL ,

PANUITANGA KOOTI WHENUA MAORL

Hz KAI-WHARAHAERE I ROTO I TE Koo'n

WaENUA MAORI EKUa WHAKAWHIWHIA KI TK

Rartaana,

1 Boto 1 T2 Koot WHENUA Maort o Nio TIRENI.

] 3 E panuitangs tenei kia mobiotia ai kua whakaputain:
iho nei, whakamana i & ia kia tu hei kai- whakahae

& atu he raihana ki te mnguna e mau nei o tona 1ngoa i raro
re i roto i te Kooti Whenua Maor: mo te tau ka mute nei &

te 81 o nga ra o Tihema, 1909, i raro i nga tikanga o tekions 20 o ** Te Ture Kooti Whenua Maori, 1894 ™*:

Ko te ingoa tenei o te tangata :—
PEKAMU

I tuhia ki Poneke, i tenei te 2 o nga ra o Hune, 1909.

TE Rua.
Na. TE WARAHI, Kai-rehita.

HE Kar- WBAKAHAERE 1 ROTO I TE Koom

RAIHANA

WBENUA ’VIAom KUA WHAKAWHIWHIA KI 'I‘E

I roTo 1-TE KOOTI W:EI:EJNUA Maor: o Niu Tmmx

HE panuitanga tenei kia mohiotia ai kua whakaputaina atu "he ralha.ua ki te ﬁs.ngnr,a. e mau nei tona ingoa i raro

iho nei, whakamana i a ia kia tu hei kai-whakahaere
3longarao Tnhema, 1909, i raro i nga tikanga o tekiona 20

Ko te ingoa tenei o te tangata:

I tubia ki Poneke, i tenei te 81 o nga ,n:. ° Mei, 1909. - -

HENARE KAIKAU

i rofo i te Kooti- Whenua Muori mo te tau ka mutu nei a te
[ “Te Tute ‘Kooti Whenus. ‘Maori, 1894 ¢

e S

s . Na TE WARAE, Kai-rehita.

.Panmta'nga. i nga Whenua e whai paanga ana etahi Mlgorii
q

iraro 1 *“ Te Ture mo nga Maori Whenua Kore o
timarw, 1907.”

9a-.

Ta.n mo nga Whenus,
- - Poneke, 23 0. Mel, 1909.
TE MEA kue ta.e mai te ripoatsa a te Kooti'Whenua

Maori i raro i tekiona 4 o ¢ Te Ture mo nga Maori | .

Whenua Kore o ‘Ngstimaru;-1907,” a i te mea kus kite te
Kawana i taus ripoate, btenei ka panuitia, i runga i nga
tikanga o tekiona 5 (1) o taua Ture, ko nga eka whenus e
whakaaturia nel e te Kupu Apiti ki tenet a e tu havga nei i
reira ki to ingoa o ia Maori o te 1wi o Ngatimaru e mau nei
i roto i taua Kupu Apiti, koia tera te whenua e tika ana a ia

o aus Maori kia whiwhi i raro i nga tikanga o taua Ture.
J. G. WARD,

Minita mo nga Whenun.

KUPU APITI.

A Terahiote J. G. WARD,
Te Ingge o te Maori. Wp}:::g: :n‘;.l;:l. . . Minita mo nga Whanua..
KUPU APITIL
7 T Kapua Rangak 5 0 0
s Kapua Rangataua .. vo | .
4 ’%ill:]in&‘n Hoani .. . . gg g 8 Te Ingos o te Maori. wEgn':;.’ i&:ﬁu.
~ lohe Taua .. .. . 0 paanga ana is. ’
2 Te Uta Mate .. P .. 5 0 0
4~ Taura Patuone . .. 5 0 0 . R
¢ -'Te Tauhi te Ranglwh&bumuta .. 5 0 0 |- : A. B. P,
Ngaki Piripi .. .. .. 50 0 -0 ° | Tutaouku Tume .. .. .. 371 3.0
3 Te Ratahi Tukau .. Co. o |- ‘50 0 0 ] Eapohanga Wehikore . .- 50-0° 0
"¢ Pohepohe Tukau _.. .. . 50 0 0 . Rangiheues Tuma .. . .- 50 0 0
& Tutehourangi . .. 50 -0 0 - Ma.naqm a-?a.xhau Tume . e 5 0 0
~7,t Turahae Wi te Kowa.hm - .. .. 48 .0 26-7 ~yNgakuoira Ripine .. = - 5 0 0
f1- Wiremu te Korohiti * - .. .. 50 0 0 [ Ripine Tume .. .- .. 37.2 0
+3 Pare Taiaha - .. .. 50 0 0 !Te Ika Hachae .. .. .. 34 0 80
; VTaisha Mauihera Hinehapua .. .. 50 0 0 , [Ngaone te Manihera. . .. . 50" 0 0
r¢- Ngataierua Kere .. . .. 50 0 0 ! Tukatahi Ngsone. .. .= .. --| .8 00
/& Tunganekore Hmeha.pun .. .. 50 0 p [ Waikowai Motatahi .. .. 0 00
/2 Te Hue Riwai . . 1 5 0 0  Uirs, Wehikore e L s .o|.. 8% 038
, 7 Tunga te Horm o s0 0 o pNgshoiaUira . .. | .. .. 50°0 0
5 § Wiki Topia. | —— 50 0 0. ,;Ngs.wml Hagoi - .. o L 60 0 0
36 Burameiange Turis’ 50 0 0 A :Hinewhin Hoani: .. . .. .. 500 0
« { Kopuora Turia . .. 50 0 0 . Ngamoangs Tuhai. S e . 50 0 0
++ Hora Haere .. . 25- 0 0 /f;Haimona Papn-n-wm .. .. 50 0 0
<3 Hine Mokai . ... - . -.. 2 95..0 -0 !} Motutahi Pare .. .. .. 50 0 0
~~Tamekehu Hiko .. =~ .. . 25 0 o /fTnhiAomang . . 50 0 0
24 Puta te Iks S .. .. 25 ‘0 0 /i) Toroa te Ika Wmmugl . I Nil.
Te Puata .. .. .. 25 0 0 -
47 Paki te Tka - - 250 0 -
o5 Tapapa He.ta.mk&w. .o .. . 25 0 0 q oo
9, W L0 A N
%
v

Panuitanga i nga Whenua e whai: pa.a.nga ana etali Maori
i raro 1 % Te Ture mo ﬂga Maom Whenua Kore o Pu-
rangi, 1907."

Tari mo nga Whenus,
Poneke, 22 ¢ Mei, 1907.

I TE MEA kua tae mai te ripoata a te Kooti Whenua

Maori i raro i tekiona 4 o *“Te Ture mo nga Maori
Whenua Kore o Purangi, 1907," a1 te mea kua. kite te Eawana
itaus ripoats, tenei ka panuitia, i runga i nga tikanga o
tekiona 5. (1) o taua Ture, ko nga eka whenua e whekanturia
nei e te Kupu Apiti ki tenei a e tu bangs nei i reira ki te
ingoa o ia Maori o te Iwi o Purangi e mau nei i roto i taus
Kupu Apiti, koia ters te whenna e tika ana a ia o aus Maori
kia whiwhi i raro i nga hkn.nga. o taua Ture.




WWJ/M e AAe ”ﬁ“/b‘- /f'M

| W/%Z/h_ ;

'«";‘L m —~ 4—’0“4 Al /tB /W"/Wﬂ./"—’.,:./-'
B J p P '

.-



g} Lvda X

- Blenheim, 6th November, 1911 .

The Commissioner of Crown Land.s,

Ifew Plymouth,

Ngatimaru and Purangi Landless Natives,

. . . . - . . - . - - . [ 2. -
mlele laleleleaistlslealalalalelelel=

I enclose herewith letter received from Tutamuku Tume
of Purangi, the principal man connected with ithe above question
and the one through whom the negotiations have been conducted,

I was afraid the question now raised by Tutanuku would
confroht us when we ~stafted to cut up thé land, and to meke mat'tef;s

LA S < I et 7 I ':Cé'ﬁm_ l__.(__
2

worse, the late Commissioner, $4RuNGy /Mirinnkaippsivaidny, would not.

allot Section 33(I believe} to Tutanuku.M Tutanuku had -aj.;rea:dy made

improvements on thi.':_a 1and and he had for this and other reasons the

' predominant claim over this section, It seems to me that the omly thi

to be done ';s for Tutanuku to move the Fative Il.and Court, but I doubt
even if they could mend matters véi‘y much, as certain sections have be

set aside by Act of Parliament for the Landless Natives of Purangi,

' and others for the Iandless Natives of Ngatimaru,' and their mames

recited in each case, . Possibly an Order in Council might get over
the difficulty by setting out, " Yhereas,etc,,ete,, the names of certa
Natives have been included (or excluded) in error as beneficiaries

in Sections ,.,.........ess.... Ngatimaru (or Upper Waitara ) etc,"

I regret the final wasghing up of t}}is long drawn out ca
of Tutanuku's was not completed before my transfe;- from New P‘J.ymoﬁth/
however Mr, Bannister is conversant with the _fa.cts,' and wiﬁ‘h his usual
Thoroughness and apility will no doubt fix up matters to the )
sati sfaction of the Natives,

B

b .
o " | i PhTonen

Comn;iasioner of Crown lands
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Name .

! Te Kapua Rangatawy
+*Kikirua Hoani
3 Tohe Tena
UTe Uta Mste -
¢Tgura " Patuonef

5Bk,

4«6 Te Tauhi te Rangiwhatume

‘Ngaki Piripi -
Te Ratahi Tukau. 7~

<

Heolendyyol #evcPonEPONe Tukau- £, ‘W

. Survey
District.
IV Upper Waitara

a L] n

" n n

" " "

1" n " R

n " W g Pt

i3 [1] " F
11 Ngatimaru

T

n
X1V Upper Waitara

" n 1"

[ " "

: (title uplifted) -

* Upper Waitara

_n . 11 ”

1] i "

" " . n
I1 . Ngatimaru

1] "

XIv - Upper Waitara

" n - 1

" " "

" " "

" " "

1" i ] 1]

n " "
PURANGI LANDLESS NiTIVES,
IV Upper Vaitsra . -

Lt

"
Xy

Ngetimaru _ "

e
P4 U/(’,,

_'/! opens S e ,wzv—‘_;h_

:b’“‘d.
e

=

Tutehourangi

Turahae Wi te Howhaiti

VWiremu te Korohiti

Pare Tajaha

Tajiaha Mauihera Hine Hag
Ngataierua Kere and '
successors -
Tunganekore Hinehapua
Te Hue Riwaij -

Tunga te Horefu Aend

Wiki Topia ’
Kuremesiaanga Turia
Kupuora Turia

Hora Haere /2.

Hine Mokai e

Tamakehu Hiko./?f ezl

Puta te Ika -m .

Te Puata

Paki te Ikac.

Tapapa Hataraka

-

Tutanuku Tume W% G cheli
Kapohange ¥ehikore
Rangiheuea Tume . -
Hanenui a Peihau Tume %i
Ngakuira Ripine
Ripine Tume g3k (¢
Te lka Haehae # .. iy o
Ngaone te MBnihera s
Tukatahi Ngaone
Waikowai Motutahi

Uira Wenikore

Ngehuia Uira

Ngawini Hoani

Hinewhiu Hoani s {«

Nga Moangs Tuhai
- Haimoana Pzpa-awai
Motutahi Pare FAve _
Tuhi *Aorangi ',

ok dein

1%

The residue of areas set aside is contained in%

Section 27, Block AIV Upner waitara ourvey District - no title 1ssued



ALt A 10M8 TO WK 'B ( q ) XX
TO THE REQISTRAR. »M

- .LEASE QUOTR _ . " . ’ . - ‘ _
N.P.851 . OFFICE OF THE AOTEA DIsTRICT ’ , /L}/

NATIVE LAND COURT,
T awo :

o
1N Youg ~ "y,
)

R Maort LAND BOARD,

Wanganui,  5th August, 1936 , 193
MEMORANDUM for ,:.,‘._-‘ e -

The Chief Surveyor, . : R
WEW PLYMOUTH. g z’”“r-— —— e e
fHe. “.. .

Ngatimaru Landless Nat:.ves Act 1907

This Act was passe@ for the purpose of
providing certain landless Neiives with Crown land. The

W /707 first schedule to the Act gives the names of the Natives
: ﬂe H - 3_;3 and the second schedule the Crown land out of which provisio:
f' was to be made for them.

The enquiry and report stipulated by the

Act was duly made by the Court and a list of the names of

the Natives with the area to which each was entitled was

/ .~ published in the Kahiti of the Lth June 1909 No.56 p.354.

Under the provisions of Subsection 2
of Section 5 of the Act the Commissioner of Crown Lands

% p s s for the Taranaki Land District was thereupon to select from
/‘ i 7y the Crown land set aside the allotmentd§ to be received by

o 5, each of the Natives in the list and was to cause the allotmer
6%5/03'7/-!3’{/5% to be ‘duly surveyeds T 77

/03K, 1035 It is further provided by Section 6 that
o . the Governor might issue a warrant for the issue of a Land
O, Pz Transfer Certificate to each Native. I understand that the
: Ve selection was made and the allotment for each Native set
asidee.

I shall be obliged, therefore, if you will
,.rinform me --

(1) 1If each section so set aside and granted has been
surveyed. — %7 0, a0 »,,: _— . o0 e i
. . - X .
(2) 1If Land Transfer titles have issued for each
section.

- S oae EET B S

In 1915 the Court sitting at New Plymouth
purported under Section 55 of the MNative Land Amendment Act
1913 to treat the whole area as one and partitioned it into
five divisions. I am doubtful, however, if it had
jurisdiction to do this. The Section applies to adjoining
Blocks owned "wholly or partly by the same owners'. There

——

is no proof that the sections were at the time owned "“wholly |

U e desaeiera, OF PArtly by the same owners" and looking at their origin
%‘{{V /%@‘(’w ' it is more than likely that they were note.

p - .
}@/’Mﬁc % ‘7 R I notice in.a schedule attached to our file
oZ/\,mwd,? gluq,c.u-.-a of the Ngatimaru Block there is a list of names headed -~
, < Dora "pPart Section 5 Purangi Natives'. )
M /’W “"f%’erhaps you could tell me what this refers to. The land
7: ﬁ oY aﬁ"b does not appear to be included in the schedule to the
»~, Ngatimaru Landless Natives Act 1907.

i ;’;f Gt
Yot __ 7
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R TG - 3/527, 20/43. 7/868 .
‘ NEW PLYMQUTH ' - 2 June 1971‘
HEAD OFFICE

zZmEe 25 January '1971

Sections 41, 27, 31 and 36, Block XIV, Waitara Survey District and
Section 50, Block II, Ngatimaru Survey District

I would be pleased if you could advise what progress has

‘been made with the declaratlon of the above 1and to be Crown land:

subject to the Land Act 1948.

I would point out that approval was given in 1970 to the
preferential allotment of Section 11 to the M.B.G. Jensen Family Trust
but as this land is still subject to the Ngatimaru Landless Natives Act
disposal cannot be completed until the area is declared Crown langd.

G

foF B GELVIN

Commissioner of Crown ILands

o
' z/ s27



DEPARTMENT-OF LANDS AND SURVEY

: 7/868 YOUR FILE: 20/43%
HEAD OFFICE Pate: 29 June 1970 :

¥
-
o .

CCL, NZW PLYKOUTH

r4 Ref.: Ours/Yours of

SUBJECT: SECTIONE 11, 27, 371 AND 35, BLOCK XIV, UFPZIR WAIT4RA SURVEY
o *  DISTRICT £ND SECTITN 5C, ELOCK II, NGATIMARU SURVEY DISTRICT
?‘:} . -

?; . -» I,J”’ q. P

i2al _ . //,alk’ /,K-‘/jﬁ.

I refer to my memoranda of § Aipril and 25 Hay 1970 and
I would appreciate your advice as to when I may expect your
report.

© R.J. Maclachlsn

2 _ Z Director General
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L R22
L OUR FILE:.
7’ Ry
T _me ' HEAD OFFICE R
T° CCL, - NEW PL’IMOUTEI
Ref Ours/Yours of
SECTIONS 171, 27, X1V, UPPER WAI‘.I.‘ARA SURVEY

SUBJECT: DTSTRICT AND SECTION 50, BLOCK 11, NGATIMARU SURVEY DISTRICT

I refer to your.memorandum dated 20 N’ovem'ber"l969.~

‘ The Secretary for Maori and Island Affairs was asked to
arrange for a proclamation to issue reducing the area of land
covered by the Purangi and Ngatimaru Landless Natives Act and
to declare the lands released to be Crown land subject to the -
Land Act 1948.

The Maori and Island Affalrs Department have asked: the
following questions: ‘

1. Is there any formula for advertising the intention to
remove the lands from the restrictions of the Acts?

2. Why has this matter been dormant for so long?
- 3. What is the value of the land involved?

It is clear from the Act that there is no necessity to
advertise this intention particularly in view of the information
that I have discovered on my Head Office file embodied in a letter
from the Chief Surveyor, New Plymouth to the Judge of the Native
Land Court dated 17 August 1938 which set out the list of the
.Certificate of Titles issued under a warrant on 12 July 1913.

This is on your file 20/43.

I would imagine that no action has been taken to uplift the

7/¢%>9’ restrictions on these lands because of the fact that no person

has applied for the lands previously. However, your comments on
this point would be appreciated.

In any event could you please arrange for values of the lands

: concerned to be obtained in order that I may fully reply to the
! ;Z* Secretary for Maori and Island Affairs.

. 0Y ‘
ﬂk)¢fkwgi///¥9;§££ga | fgbirector .en ral



"jﬁgg' _ | 20/43 -
A _ : . o : E%zlfg;

Dept. of Lands & Survey,

'~?4’w REC”VED NEW PLYMOUTH _ .

;-a‘qg 13AIBI70 j»)) =
% ‘ . \\\\;bxﬂ?\ﬂv~, - 10th August,1970
: COMMISSIONER OF CROWH ’

=
‘OFFICE..;

SECTIONS 11, 27, 31 and 36, BLOCK X1V, UPPER WAITARA
SURVEY DISTRICT, AND SECTION 50, BLOCK 11, NGATIMARU S.D.

d;ji " Your memorandum dated 7th July, 1970 date of 1nspect10n 3rd
\ August, 1970. LA -

SECTION 11 : e
(Area 127 acres).

DESCRIPTION : ‘
Situated 25 chains from ‘the end of the metal Matau North

i ‘poad, approximately 36 miles N.E, of Stratford, with a clay continuation
i of the same road along the eastern boundary. There are 4 acres flat,

18 acres easy, and the balance of 105 acres is steep, with the whole area

consisting of a peninsular surrounded by the Waitara river. Cover is as
- follows =~ . . R

: 4 acres flat in fair-poor pasture, KanuLl

<124 acres moderate bush - tawa, tawhe:o, rewa-rewa, pongas,
/ with some small patches of bare papa.
Soils consist of 2"-6' light brown silt loam, over 6" - 120
l yellowish silt loam on mudstone, and sandstone. Low to medium fertility.
I
{

{

i

|

§

e . L .
> The four acres flat apre grazed along with adjacent road reserve,
owgz) by the Jensen Trust.

VALUATION :
i Vv.I. Nil
U.V. L acres at $10 acre .. $ HO_
18 acres at $6 ‘acre 108
105 acres at $2 acre 210
say $ 360
C.vV. N $ 360

This is below the figure ggreed upon for the purchase price,
- but there has been a downward trend in the demand for isolated areas of
land in Taranaki.

it
TN

. SECTIONS 27, 31 and 36 (area 208 acres)

DESCRIPTION :

Situated half a mile due south of section 11, and a quarter of
a mile west of the Matau North road. All three sections are steep to very
steep, covered in native bush, and have no formed access to them. Soils
are similar to Section 11, but are much thinner, due to the steep contour.



Rz

-» ‘.l : Y
Altogether an unattractlve piece .of land of no useito anybody
as a farmable prop051tlogt_and from .a conservation p01nt of* v1ew would
be best left in its present state.-- -

[}

VALUATION : ) ff o

VoI. Nilz g y

U.V. 208 acres at $1 acre ‘ $ 208
Capital Value L '§ 208

]

.‘SECTION 50, BLOCK 11

s

Y
L

. Situated approxlmately 1 mile north of the Junction road -~ Ngatoto
“road” corner Purangi, /and 28 mlles north east of Stratford. Rising steeply
“- from the north bank.of the Waltara river, the section has no formed access
. tosdt. Contour is all steepy’ 'apart from rldge tops, lying to the south,

-~ and:the whole area is completely bush covered.--“"Another unattractive piece
of land, with slightly better access and contour than sections 27,31 and 36
above.

e

VALUATION H

v.I. Nil
U.Ve 29 acres at $1.20 acre T $34
.Capital Valpe'A $34

J«.C.ALLEN -
ield Officer

a mile } ! o
steePQ& ‘ W
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DEPARTMENT OF LANDS AND SURVEY B _ r

L. & S—F. 14B
-OUR FI.LE?‘»' - 7/868 S g.SURVEY‘OYOUR FILE:  20/43
L ...Frdlih< HEAD OFFICE Esmungpafe: " 4 August 1971
' CCL, NEW PLY S
Te P NEW PLYMUUT_H_J‘
_ Ref.: Ours/Yours of T
SUBJECT:  SECTIONS 11, 27, 31 AND 36, BLOCK XIV, WAITARA SURVEY DISTRICT AND

_SECTION 50, BLOCK II, NGATIMARU SURVEY DISTRICT

I refer to your memorandum of 30 July 1971 and wish to *
advise that I have recommended to the Minister that he sign
the Proclamation in his capacity as Minister of Maori and
Island Affairs so that the above land will become Crown land
subject to the Land Act 1948 and will be available for
disposal accordingly.

I will contact you further when the Proclamation has been
signed.,

R.J. Maclachlan,
irector-General.
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While investigations were- being made" to ‘the: status of ‘land

_‘under the Ngatimaru and. Purangi.:Landless Natives Aetsof 1907 (file 20/43),
- it was disclosed that’ Sectien: 11, Block XIVy Upp r- Wailtara. Survey .
' District. is being—dispoeed 6f to M.B.G. Jensén Family Trust and that

E.T. Ngeru of Matau, R.D. 25, Stratford, had: made‘application for Sections
27, 31 and 36, Blogk XIV, Upper Waitara Survey District, and. Section 50,

 Bloeck II, Ngatimaru Survey District (file 3/507/2). All of these areas
/ ~ are shown as Crown.land in the Crown Lands Register. However, Sections
.27, 31 and 50.are: ‘subject to the Ngatimaru and Section 36 the Purangi
Landless Natives Acts of 1907.

These sections are apparently in excess of the requirements

i:under'ﬁhese A¢ts and if this is 80, could probably have the "tag"

removed by proclamation pursuant. to Section 2 (2) of each of the Acts.
Any such action, however, would probably require the approval of the
Maori Land Court. ' The Court in 1936 (file 20/43, folio 126) asked
our:opinion as to whether these "residue" areas could be included in a
proposed. consolidation soheme - there does. not appear ta be a reply to:
its memorandum. .

ﬁ. Section 60, Block XIV, Upper Waitara. Survey District, is alse-

scheduled on file 20/43. folio 136; as a residue area, but this has
never been subject to.either of the Acts concerned and has the status
- of "unaliepated Crown land subject to the Land Act 1948", This section i:

shown im:the Crown. Lands Register as freehold land (Warrant<u/1873
A check on. ¥Wa¥rant 2/181 in the Land Register, however, disclosed that

;-thls sectian was not included.

The. Grown Lands Register is. obviously not reliable. There hdve{

;been other occasiona on which this has been noticed. There is some .
 doubt:as to’ whether'the register has ever been checked and although this
Cds & big Jjob, it~ shauld be done.

In the meantime it is suggested that where any dealing with
apparently unalienated. Crown. land is contemplated, the matter be :
referred to the draughting staff for a check on status before any action
is taken. The inclusion ¢f a further ltep "status check", on :
"Requisition for Work" from D, A 0. to C.S., C.D. or Divisional Draughtsm
would cover this. . .Ej

A complete status check would involve inspection of the
following recordsi-

Crown Lands Register
Reserves Register
D.L.R's Index

~ Crown Grant Map
All relevant S.Q. plans
Tenure Maps
Record Maps.

D.S. GRAY
Chief Draught sman

D 3/567/l | 30.7.1969.

3, v
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Gray
6829
&3,
HEW PLYMOUTH,

26 August 1970

The Regiastrar,
Maori: Land Court,
Prtfate Bags-
EINGANUI. ‘

1. A5

2e

3:1. "

L.

Se.

‘Ngatizara D his pcint and others’ have besn diacusaed wkth the
Dikﬁr&ct Land,ﬁogistrar who- has poiated out that ne could: not
ragister any’ dtalinua with Hg;tinarn.n a8 now showa on. ML 1602,
becanse of’ the: Ztot that it:disagrees.with’ the original Court

+: bationi ‘the Other hand Sestion: 38 could not now be included
. H*hceausc“it ‘im. now Purcpesn land..  Could an amending order
be: nad.:to cxelndd ‘this section? '

I8 it is posaihlt to deal with Seetion 38 by an- anending order,

could not- former seotions 32 azd: 37 da handled ia the same manner:
as an alternative to (2) above. Howaver, I should point out that-
a new:plan would be required in this. case also, excluding Sections

.32 ‘and 37 frem D, coating sbout $27.00.

The- District. Laad Registrar has made the point that to enable
'ragiutration 4in his office of the various dealings, it would

. be. necessary  to produce a complete record of title as it now

exists in thl Kaorl Land Court or may be amended by the Court.
Thia tould nppcar to be an tbllovlz-

i, connolidltion Ordnr for tho Ngatimaru Block.,
ii. Partition Order-intc A to F Blocks.
b5 1 Anendins order to exclude Section 38 from D.

iv Ancnﬂins ordor to. exclude 32 and 37 from D or an order
© veating- parts of DI in the present applicant.

2/--.
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He has also made the point that as: separate titles exist for
all of the original sections he could register the current dealing
with Sections 32 'and 37 but the effect of thias would be to preclude
any further registration of dealings with the balance of D,

|

for T.T. BRIGHT
Chief Surveyor,

The Distrlict Land Registrar,
NEW: PLYMOUTH,

Copy for your information.

for 7.T. BRIGHT
Chief Surveyor.
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. — ____NATIVE_ . __.__ Department.:

Petition_ No.

Name and Address of Petitioner :

Subject of Petition :

Nature of Order of House referring Petition to Government :

Precis of Department's Comment :

(e

Record No. 5/5/2ll»

54/1943
Te Hekenui Whakarake of Castlecliffe.

Praying that the Pukemahoe Block be included in
the Schedule of claims to be investigated by the
proposed Native Land Claims Tribunal. '

That the petition be referred
to the Qpvernment for consideration.

It i3 claimed by ths petitioners that thia blaock
was 80ld to the Crown in 1874 by persons who were
not the real owners of the block. The block has
been Adisposed of by the Crown, The Chief Surveyor
at Now Plymouth considers that the dssertion of
the petitioners that the signatories to the Deed
of Cession were not the rightful people to sell

could be easily disposed of, Zg?naas_fga;.mlnmd
since the aigz_:%m of the ngd 0 goss on _and nq
complailn 8 been volced in e interim.

Committee’s Recommendation to Cabinet.

In Cabinet. / /

290/10/41—~10335)

L.

Secretary to Cabinet.
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[LA.—69.] :
T o BADIVE Department.

. : Record No. NeD, 5/5/24.

Patition Ne. 61/1937.
Name and Address of Petitioner: Titi te Iksheehee Kupenge,
Waitare.
(and others).

Subject of Petition: Sale of Pukemahoe block to the Crown.

Nature of Order of House referring Petition to Government: Ior consideretion (6/12/37).

Precis of Department's Comment:

mhe petitioners claim thet the Pukemehoe block containing
1000 =cres was 80ld to the Crown by persons who were not entitled
thereto. mhe deed of cession of the block is deted as of the &th

February, 1874 end the consideretion was £125.0.0. From the enguiries

mede, it eppears that the petitioners have no cese, and, in any event,
nothing can be done es the lend hes been disposed of by the Crown.

mhe Hon. snoting Retive Minister, on the &7th Jenuery, 1938
directed that no ection be teken with regard to the petition.

Committee’s Recommendation to Cabinet.

WMNWW

W %’ 277 5’—3@ ﬂ'y):)/:)M )

A

a0 v
In Cabinet.
binet 2 Undar Secratary,
. »o nction,
v/ S b . 7 /
% Secretary to Cabinet. “//
fonae.st nes 29/8 /58



P.0. Box 174,
NEW PLYMOUTH,
~17th August, 1936,

&
Jas.V.Browne B8Qe, - o '\?
Judge, : , T e 3
Native Land Court, {ji/f .}gj/{‘xgo< L
SANGANUI . | L L Ty '

Dear Sir, ks

Re Ngatimaru Landless Nitives Act, 1G07.

In reply to your memorandum of the $th instant
relesting to the areas set aside under the above Act, I have to
sdvise you thet each section so set aside and granted was surveyed
in September, 1912. The plan numbered 4300 80/14 was duly
approved as to survey on 30/1/1913. - :

. I attach o schedule showing sections for which
Lend Trscsfer titles were issued on the 12th July, 1913. Only
one of the titles has been uplifted, i.e. for cection 40, Block 21V,
Upper Waitsra Survey District. The title fees on esch Certificate
of Title =zmounting to 22/- remain unpaid. &

RS

e

The Ngatimaru Landless Natives Act No. 6%,0f 5
1907 page 353 authorises the granting of the land. The Kahiti 7
therein referreu to is dated the 4th Jume, 1909 No. 56 page 354. .
See also fanui of the 4th July, 1SU8 page 18 and Hew <ealand Gazzettie
No. 44 page 1613 of 4/6/08. :

Plans 49/49, 49/50 and 49/51, forwsrded to the
Registrar om 22/5/36, show the lands &s surveyed for tne Ngatimaru
and Purangi Landless Natives and also marked thereon is Native Land
Court pertition of 1615,

‘ Regardingthe last parsgraph of your memorandum /
relating to "a-list of names headed Part Section 5, Purangi Natives“l
please see "The Purangli Landless Natives Act, 19U7 No. 70 page 354"
with schedules thereto. The last-nsmed in the schedule, Toroa te
Ika wairangi, vwas found by the Native Land Court to own more than th.
maximum area of 50 acres and the name was "struck out,"

The attached schedule also shows the areas
allotted and Land Transfer titles issued, subsequent to the issue of
the Governor's warrant.

Yours faithfully,

P,

'~ / Chief Surveyor.
ENCL: Schedule\/ ' A




