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I INTRODUCTION 

1. This discussion document provides an assessment and overview of the land loss 

experienced by Raukawa.  The rohe included in this assessment is based on that 

identified by the Raukawa Trust Board though it does not include areas where 

Raukawa have shared interests with other iwi to the north east (in blocks located 

towards Lake Rotorua and in the Tauranga confiscation district).  It does include 

several blocks to the west, primarily Rangitoto A, Rangitoto B and Maraeroa, where 

Raukawa share interests with other iwi. 

2. In addition, there are a number of blocks which have been included because they are 

in Raukawa’s rohe but where Raukawa kinship groups and individuals were not 

awarded interests by the Native Land Court.  This includes much of the 

Maungatautari lands, blocks in the north west of the rohe which passed through the 

Court while much of Raukawa were living with the King behind the aukati, and most 

of the blocks located inside the Tauponui a Tia boundary which were awarded to 

Ngati Tuwharetoa (Pouakani and Te Tihoi are the two exceptions explained below).  

Data on the alienation of these blocks has not been compiled for this database as 

Raukawa were specifically excluded from the titles by the awards of the Native Land 

Court and, in consequence, the area of land in which they had an interest was zero. 

3. The following blocks are therefore included in the overall assessment but no 

alienation data has been included in the database: 

• Hauhungaroa (Tauponui a Tia); 
• Hinuera (northern block); 
• Horahora (Maungatautari); 
• Maungatautari (Maungatautari); 
• Ngamako (Maungatautari); 
• Puahue (Maungatautari); 
• Pukekura (Maungatautari); 
• Puketutu (northern block); 
• Tatua East; 
• Tuaru Paraharaha (northern block); 
• Waihaha (Tauponui a Tia); 
• Waipa (Maungatautari); 

4. It should be noted that Tatua East was investigated prior to Tauponui a Tia but 

Raukawa kinship groups were not included in the title.  In addition, although Te 

Tihoi, Maraeroa and Pouakani were all included in the Tauponui a Tia boundary, 
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kinship groups of Raukawa were awarded interests in these blocks either at the initial 

title investigation (despite the Court’s decisions in relation to adjacent blocks) or at 

subsequent rehearings. 

5. Alienation data for the following blocks has been included in the database: 

• Kiwitahi; 
• Kokako; 
• Korakonui; 
• Mangakaretu; 
• Mangapouri; 
• Mangarautawhiri; 
• Mangawhara; 
• Maraeroa; 
• Maraetai; 
• Matanuku; 
• Okauia; 
• Okoroire; 
• Opouaru; 
• Paengaroa; 
• Pakuranga; 
• Patetere South; 
• Pokaiwhenua and Huihuitaha; 
• Pouakani; 
• Pouakani 1; 
• Te Ranga; 
• Rangitoto A; 
• Tatua West; 
• Te Tihoi; 
• Tikorangi; 
• Tokanui; 
• Tokoroa; 
• Waotu North; 
• Waotu South; 
• Whaiti Kuranui; 
• Whakaaratamaiti; 
• Whakaipo; 
• Whakamaru Maungaiti; 
• Whangamata; 
• Wharepuhunga; 
• Te Whetu. 

6. This document is accompanied by the final version of the database presented in Excel 

spreadsheet form.  The data underpins the summary table presented in this discussion 

document.  The disposition tab lists all of the final blocks of land in the rohe which 

was subject to one of several actions – alienation to the Crown, alienation to 

Europeans, declaration under Part I of the Maori Affairs Amendment Act 1967 – or is 
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today Maori Freehold Land.  This is the base data from which has been removed any 

blocks which were superseded by partition, amalgamation or consolidation.  Some of 

these superseded blocks were included in an earlier version of the database but their 

inclusion was not consistent as the focus was on the final blocks for the purposes of 

completing the final analysis and they were removed as irrelevant in later versions of 

the database.  It should be noted that Whaiti Kuranui has been a very difficult block to 

compile data on because of the fragmented nature of the records available which at 

times provided contradictory information. 

7. This base data was sorted in two ways.  The first was to sort all land according to 

period of alienation with 1910 as the cut off point.  The purpose of this approach was 

to prepare a map showing the extent of Maori land around 1910 which could be 

compared with current Maori freehold land in the rohe.  The year 1910 was selected 

as an appropriate cut off point because it included the significant phases of Crown 

purchase activity in the Rohe Potae and the central North Island in the 1890s which 

continued into the first decade of the twentieth century.  This particularly affected 

Raukawa’s interests in Wharepuhunga, Rangitoto A, Maraeroa and Pouakani. 

8. This approach to determining Maori land in the rohe in the early twentieth century 

was adopted because there was no other comprehensive assessment of Maori land 

holdings in the rohe at this time.  The Royal Commission on Native Lands, otherwise 

known as the Stout-Ngata Commission, often provided detailed schedules of Maori 

land holdings in the areas they investigated in 1907 and 1908 but they did not do so in 

the Raukawa rohe apparently because of the ongoing influence of the Kingitanga.  

Wharepuhunga was the only substantial area of land dealt with by the commission in 

any detail.  The database, therefore, cannot specifically identify Maori land holdings 

as at 1910 but what it shows is the land alienated to the Crown or Europeans up to 

1910.  The balance which was not alienated is taken to be held in Maori ownership at 

that time.  Further consideration of this approach may be required once draft maps 

have been prepared based on the data but it remains the most robust way of assessing 

Maori land holdings at this time. 
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II METHOD 

9. This discussion document is designed to provide an overview of the land loss suffered 

by Raukawa.  It has been prepared from a database, which is available for review, 

compiled from three key sources: 

• Records of the Maori Land Court; 
• Survey plans held by Land Information New Zealand; and, 
• Blocks histories prepared for the Land History and Alienation Database 

compiled for the CNI inquiries. 

10. Data from existing research, primarily Terry Hearn’s report on Crown purchasing, has 

been added to the database where the sources are robust and no data is available from 

the Maori Land Court.  This situation has arisen primarily in relation to land acquired 

by speculators and awarded by the Native Land Court in the 1880s.   

11. The summary table includes the following data: 

• Estimated original area: the total area of land in Raukawa’s rohe (derived from 
the initial survey plans used during the title investigations); 

• GIS area: the total area of land determined using GIS software; 
• Estimated area awarded: the area of land awarded to Raukawa within the 

original area (if known); 
• European: land alienated to purchasers which became European land; 
• Crown: land alienated to the Crown; 
• Part I: land subjected to a statutory declaration under Part I of the Maori 

Affairs Amendment Act 1967 converting the title from Maori freehold land to 
European land; 

• MFL: Maori freehold land (which is current at the date of this discussion 
document). 

12. All data is given in hectares and historical areas given in acres, roods and perches 

have been converted to the metric area. 

13. It should be noted that where possible the original areas of blocks do not exclude 

roads though the loss of land through roads is accounted for in the final Maori 

freehold land figures.  It is difficult to account fully for land loss through roads 

because the specific impact on a particular block is often quite small but the 

cumulative impact on a larger area is significant.  However, the total area showing 

Maori freehold land excludes areas acquired for roads though this accounts for some 

of the variation in the totals but it also provides some indication of the loss of land 

through roads. 
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IV CONCLUSIONS 

14. Raukawa experienced several different phases of alienation: 

• Land awarded by the Native Land Court in the immediate post-war to other 
kinship groups because Raukawa did not participate in the hearing while they 
continued to support the king and live within the aukati; 

• Land awarded by the Native Land Court where Raukawa did participate in the 
hearing but the claims of Raukawa kinship groups were rejected by the Court; 

• Land awarded to Raukawa and acquired in large scale transactions to land 
speculators and other European settlers during the 1880s (primarily Whaiti 
Kuranui, Paengaroa, the Patetere lands and Tatua West incorporating 
Whangamata); 

• Land awarded to Raukawa and acquired by the Crown in large scale 
purchasing programmes, especially in Tauponui a Tia (Maraeroa, Pouakani 
and Te Tihoi) and the Rohe Potae (Rangitoto A and Wharepuhunga), which 
commenced in the early 1890s and concluded around 1910. 

15. Through the twentieth century, land still in Maori ownership after these several 

phases of alienation continued to be alienated both to European purchasers and to the 

Crown.  There was no discernible pattern to this alienation but additional areas were 

acquired from the 1920s to the 1940s.  Most significantly, the land speculators had 

left Raukawa kinship groups with small areas of land as reserves in Whaiti Kuranui 

and other Patetere lands (incuding Matanuku, Pakuranga and Whakamaru Maungaiti).  

Some of the blocks were alienated later in the nineteenth century and a number of 

others in the 1920s so that by the late 1930s, very little of these lands remained in 

Maori ownership.  Several further blocks were acquired by forestry companies in the 

1960s as forest planting increased. 

16. The following estimates have been extracted from the database (areas given in 

hectares): 

Area alienated prior to 1910 324,325 
Area alienated after 1910 95,153 
Area excluded by Court 119,953 
Area alienated to European 248,277 
Area alienated to Crown 171,230 
Area subject to declarations under Part I 2,192 
Maori Freehold Land 31,016 

17. This shows that the most significant period of alienation for Raukawa was up to 1910 

but that a substantial area of land was alienated through the twentieth century which 

seriously eroded an already depleted land base.  The best estimate of Maori land in 

the rohe available is that around 5% remains Maori freehold land.  This remains a 
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rough estimate because the decision to include blocks in the quantitative exercise is in 

the end arbitrary.  Some blocks where Raukawa have claimed interests have been 

excluded and in others that were included, Raukawa interests were held alongside 

others.  It has also not been possible to account accurately for some of the initial areas 

of a small number of blocks. 

18. What can be said with certainty is that what remains in Maori freehold title is not 

evenly distributed across the rohe.  In fact, two thirds of the land remaining is located 

in only ten blocks, in former Tauponui a Tia blocks (Maraeroa, Pouakani and Te 

Tihoi) and the former Rohe Potae blocks (Rangitoto A and Wharepuhunga).  This 

may be a consequence of the quality of this country and also because some significant 

blocks have been consolidated or amalgamated from earlier titles for the purposes of 

establishing development schemes (such as forestry ventures).  The limited demand 

for such land and the level of capital required to develop it may have allowed it to 

remain in Maori ownership.  Only small areas of Maori freehold land remain in the 

former Patetere lands (such as Whaiti Kuanui, Whakamaru Maungaiti, Waotu North 

and Waotu South). 




