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rI~HE ibllowing Documents and Corres-

.L pondeuce are p~rinted for public: in-
formation by order of t~e Provmcxal
Council of the P’rovinee’ Of ’raranaki.

W. M. CROMPTON,
Speaker.

virtue of an arrangement made by all that section
6f the Ngatiawa Tribe for the sake Of defenee
.against the Waik ato,~i 2. That a large number of
Natives, between 20~} and 300", were living upon

the block at the tinfe when it was offered for sale,
whose d~ellings au’d eulHv’aHohs were destroyed

’l’hat Tetra, as he no~t asge~tk;" n~cer inteadeg’ Its,
~:a¢.ll the-taahs, one of: which w’as:in his o~zn oeeupa-

~’r oF DEsPATCU ~ao~ Hti G sk~m ’¢ta,~I!tlon, aild did bltend to exceptfro,n sale a reserve
i)trlk~ ot~ N’eWCAST’I,E, K.O., TO Gov~aNo’n|200 acres, ahhoi~gh no’ such~ reserve was named:
SiR GEoaes GazY, K+,C.B: /in tile deed of sale, as ought to have been done.

DiJwnlng-street, | I proceed toexplai| to’you~the etfeet which these’
25th Augnst, 1863. ~la{ements have produced u pen my mind, both with

Sla,~l have the honor to acknowledge your de. respect to the transactions of 1859-60, and the
spateh No. 56. of the 27th’.May, eat:losing a Proc-
"[kmatlou by which you aono~meed the’ abandon-
meat of the purchase’of the land a/: dab w~aiiara,

which was olfered for sale to t~he Gbve/’nm~nt in
1859, and conditionally accepted by your prede-
cessor.
i-I ~ong, bt.it my~duty to ~onvey to you at once

]/~,the"lagt mail Jay appi’oval of the course which
you had thenresolved to take ; and I now proceed
tb:a~dressyou more fully upon the subject, with
reference especially to youi" D~spateh, No. 39, of
the 2~4[h April, and thiY communications between
yourself and your Ministei’s whiehit enclosed.

"i/he fa/~ts’uptm whlch’you’mainly ground the im-
portant decision at which you have arrived, and
which, strange to say, have only now been discover.
ed by your personal enquiries, and by Teira’s admis-
sions to the Native Minister (Mr. Dillon Bell) ap-
pear to be these:--l. That W. King’s residence on
the disputed land upon the South bank of the Wai.
tara was not merely, as had been always represented
by t~e sellera, by 1~ermiesion of Teira’s father, but in

measure which you’have now adopted.
If it be true that a number of families were re-

siding upon and cultivating p0rtion~ of the land
offered for .~ale (v’ariously estimated at from 10 to
120 acres out of the 980 acres which formed the
’, Block,")’[ have no doubt but that Goveroo/"
Gore Bi’oivne and his Ministers, upon discovering
tile fact, would have ca]’ef, dly reserved and respect-
ed such’ portions’, iti/i&/ord~ahce leith thedtivariable
practice of tlie N’ew Z~aland Governmeht, or evt~n
have refused to have any: further dealing~ with
parties who, likeTeira slid’ tile other’ sellers, had
been guilty of concealing fiZom the Governor so
important a clrcumstahce, rf again they had been
aware that W. King had established hh residencb
on the Soufh bat,k of the Waitara in virtue of a
general tribal arrangement for purposes Ofdefenee!
this fact mfght have formed an important elemen’t
in their decision, as to whether the purchase coul~t
properly and safely be proceeded with, On tlio
whole, lagree with you that your p~edeoessor if
he had’been in pdssessloti ’ofth6se filets, woul’d’nt~?
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have committed himself to the purchase, and I am
clearly of opinion that he would not have been jus-
tiffed in doing so. The information, indeed, which
you now supply converts into a certainty the doubts
which I expressed in my Despatch of November
27th, 1860, and upon other occasions as to the
prudence of the policy pursued by Governor
Browne and his Ministers, with an evident want of
sufficient knowledge of the case, as well as of fore-
sight of tl~e consequences, though with fair and
upright intentions, while it lessens the serious diffi-
culty of abandoning a publicly declared determi-
nation in the face of armed opposition.

I have said so much as to the propriety and
prudence of the Waitara purchase. But I must
add on the other has’d, that my view of the justice
Of exerting military force against W. King and his
allies remains uncha’nged. That chief’s conduct
from first to last, still seems to me to have bee,~
~nconsistent with any degree of submission to the
Queen’s sovereignty over New Zealand. rn Feb-
ruary, 1859, before th’e Waitara question arose, he
had given notice to the Governor that he wou:ld
allow no land to be sbld within a district e:Ctecdlng
forty miles north of the European boundary at
Taranaki~an interdict of a rebellious chara:cter to
which the reasons now or formerl¢ alleged: against
the Waitara sale can, of course, have no applica-
tion. In the same way at the pub!i:c meeting
where Teira offered the land and d:uring the many
months which elapsed before the su~’vey, he gave
no reason.~ for his oppositi6n, he offered no expla-
nations of it, either such as were provided for him
by others at the time. or such as might have been
drawn from the statements which you have now
conveyed to me. I’n shin:t, he never assumed any
attitude towards’the Governor, but one of defiance,
aud, to use the language of Chief JUStice Arney,
in the Legislative Council. never made "any in-
telligible claire’of right to the land or any other
declaratiofi than a declaration of war.

No one can dbub[ that had he entered into any
peaceable and loyal explanationsl they would have
been attended to, or that, if the Gbvernment sur-
vey had been allowed to proceed, the pahs and
cultivations would not have been interfered with,
nor anything done by Government officers incon-
sistent with the notice given by Governor Browne
stone months before--"that, if any mah could prove
his claim to any piece of land within the boundary
described, such clahn would be respected." ]
dissent, therefore, from the view of the matter
conveyed by the language Which, in your despatch
o’fthe $4th April, you place in the mouth of the
natives, viz., " That the l~eople of the Waitara.
without having been guilry of any crime, were
driven at the point of the sword from villages,
houses, and homes, which they had occupied for
ye.ars," the truth being that W. King and his. fol-
lowers brought these consequences upon them-
selves by their own conduct, and that the latter,
l~r from being evicted (as it were) for the purpose

of taking possessmn of the purchased land, them’:
selves, in the conscioUsuess of hostility, abandoned
their pahs, which were only destroyed after hostile

acts had been committed by W. King’s part),, and
military operations had actually commenced.

Again, with respect to the assertion which you at.
tribute to the natives, that they fought in the late

war simply " for their hearths and homes," and
not at all for the maintenance of"tribal right," or
the mana of the Maori king, or to prohibit the sale
ofland to the Crown, ev’etl by owners desirous to
sell, I can onty say that the gre~t body of the
evidence before me, including that of the ardent
and able defenders of W. King, to whom the
allegations now made seem to have been unknown,
makes it impossible for me to accept them as
worthy of credit. I hold, therefore, that no injus-
tice-and it.is with the question of justice only
that I am now dealing~was either intended or
done to W. King and his followers by the employ-
merit of military force to carry into effect the sur-
vey of thee Waitara land, for the pttrposes of ascer-
taining how much or how little of it was owned by
Teiraand the others who joined with him in the
saleto the Crown. I also believetliat, inthethen
state of mind of a portion of the New Zealand na-
tives, especially those of Taranaki, collisiml be-
tween them and Government was not to be avOidL.d
without great difficulty, rare forbearance, attd eveli
tolerance of conduct, which, under ordinary cir-
cumstance, would be incompatible with the digni~y
of the Crown.

These convictions, however, do not prevent me
from deeply regretting the evils of the late w~ir,
and especially so, if any of of the natives are mJ~l~r
the impression that it arose out of an act of inj,,,-
tice committed against them by the Governme,t.
I l~eartil.~; share you’r anxiety to remove, so far as
lies in our power, an)’ subh belief for the future 
and it was with thath ,pb that [ at once signified
to you my approval at the course you have taken
in relinquishing the completion of the Waitara
purchase, without tutther investigation, even
though tha~t course goes beyond what I believe
strict justice to require, and is exposed to the dan.
gers pointed out by your responsible advisers.
Those dangers’are, of course, increased by the us;
fortunate dh/~i3 ee bj, which the massacre of Lieut.
Tragctt a:hd his men took place before the an-
nouncement of the decision whioh you bad already
formed. I am, far, however, from blaming you
for the dela), caused by the discussions between
your Ministers and )’ourself upon so difficult 
question~ although_it~ould haveJ,)een better if the
re-occupation of the Tataraimaka block and the
abandonment of the Waitara, had been affected at
one and the same time; and I entirely concur in~

your opinion that the subsequent outrage eo,umit~
ted by the natives to the South, unconnected, ap-
parently, with W. King and the Ngatia’was, il nod
a sufficient reason for not doing what you ha~,d~.~"

tided ought to be done at the Waitara.
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In coneldslon, l have odlv to express my earnestl

!rope ,that the decided success gained by General
Cameron and the troops, together with a firm
attitude on your part, supported by your Min-
isters, will make it impossible for tile natives to
mistake tile nature of a policy dictated by the desire
to root out a belief in wrong done, and a st~spleion
of wrong intended against them, which might
fi~rm an obstacle in the way of tbeir reconcilment
with their European fellow-subjects, and with their
Sovereign.

I have, &e.,
NEWCASTLE.

Governor Sir George Grey, K.C.B.

COPY OF DESPATCH FROM Has GRACZ THE

DUKE oF NEWCASTLE, K.G., TO GOVERNOI~
Sla GEORO~ GREy, K.C.B.

Downing-street,
20th August, 1863,

SIa.--I have the honor to acknowledge the re-
ceipt of yore" Despatches No. 50 and 5,5 of the 14ill
nnd 25tb of May last, informing me of some parti-
culars which had only just come to your knowledge,
in connecuon with certain murders which were per-
petrated amongst themselves by Natives ill the Ta-
ranaki District during the Administration of your
predecessor, and calling attention to the embar-
rassin~ position in wbieh your Government is Dew
placed owing to die general mistrust which is felt
by the Natives in consequence of til’e protection en-
joyed by the murderers.

Ahh,m~,h it is much to be regretted that the~e
murders should have been committed’ without tile
punishment of the offenders, it would, I think, lie
i~ow impossible to abandon the Natives, including
I halo, one of tlle murderers of Katatore.~ who fought
on the side of the Government during the late war.

It ia true that Katatore waseau~ht by h’is enemies
unarmed ill consequence of fl Governrnent order
prohihiliog Natives from bringing arms into New
Plymouth and upon Colonial laud; but, on the
other band. Rawirl, whom he killed, was, under
the order of the Gdvernment, engaged In marking
out what he claimed as his own land for sale to the
Governor where lie was killed, and as Katatore
was not meddled with after the deed, it appears to
me that it would have been hardly possible to have
punished the next consequence of the blood-feud.
when Katatore in his turn fell into the hands ofthe
avenger,

I have, &e.,
NEWCASTLE.

Governor Sir George Grey, K.C.B.

MR. WELD’S RESOLUTIONS.

IgEW ZEALAND HOUSE OF

I~EPRESENTATIVES, NOVEMRF.R 25, 1863.

¯ ¢, ¯
]~ffr. Wltt~li moved, pursuant to notice, "That

this House do forthwith resolve itself into a Coin-"
mittee of the whole House retake into considera-
tion the Despatches of His Excellency Sir George
Grey on the Waitara question, which have been.
laid before the House this,session, by command of
His Excellency."

Seconded by Major RTCHARDSUN, and agreed to.
The House accordingly resolved itself into Com-

mittee.
Mr. W~LD- I rise to move the following reso-

lutions :--

" 1. That this House. having supported the mea
sures taken by His Excellency the late Go-
vernor of New Zealand. to repress the arm-
ed interference of W. Kiag of Waitara be-
cause, as set forth in its Resolution of August
16. 1860~in the opmion of the House such
measures were ’indispensable for the due
due maintenanceol~Her Majesty’s author-
ity’--considers, that the renewed and de-
finitive recognition by His Grace the Duke
of Newcastle. in his Despatch of August
25, 1863. ’ of the justice of exerting military
force agaillst W. King and his allies,’ has
happily rendered it unnecessary for tiffs
House to controvert or supplement state-
Ioents made by His Excellency Sir George
Grey, in his despatches on the W~.itara
q uestfon.

I
" 2. That. ill tile opinion ofthis House, tile good

faith of the Crown and tile interests of botli
races of Her Majesty’s subjects in this Co-
lony; demand that the chief Tetra and his
people should be protected from possible
illegal a~’~ression: and that in justice to
him, and in compliance with the request
contained in his petition to this llouse, the
investigation into the title to the Waltara
block promised by Governor Gore Browne
and by Governor Sir G. Grey should lie
completed at the earliest practicable period."

Sir, in moving the resolutions which I have just
read, it is my purpose to confinemyselfas strictly
as possible, to the reasons which have induced me
to adopt this course; and I trust that in doing so,
I shall neither forget the respect due to the re-
presentative of the C,-own. nor that due to ourselves
as the representatives of ttie Colony. I lmpe Sit’,
to treat this questton in as tem’perate a manner as
possible (hear.) I donot, in entering upon this
subject, intend to go into all the details of tile
vexed questions connected with the Waitara pnr-
chase. 1 an-, ready to do so ; but shall reserve that
part of the question until it may have been raised
and ventilated by other speakers. These resolu-
tions have appeared to me to be necessary in order
that tbis House may reassert its position, and maiu.
tain its self respeet. I do not however, think it
requisite to enter into any controversy with His
Excellency tile Governor upon the points upon
which unhappily a difference of opinion exists--a
course which at the present crisis of aff, drs it is well
that the Duke of Newcastle’s despatch has enabled
us to avoid ; but I do consider that if we sit here
without taking any action which may fix the posi.
tion of the House with respect to theae despat.ehe~,
we shall not only be lowering ourselves, but alsn
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.t|~e~Ctilony which we represent. (Hear,.bear.) 

ask the House to observe, that I commence by
~lloting the word~ of our resolutlou iu 1860. The
first thing that I want to do, is to define the posi-
tion that his House took then. at tile beginning of
the war; and I think that the more tJeeessary, be-
cause, at,y one who reads Sit’ George Gi’ey’s de-

~ , sp~atehest ttpott ~t~ki~,suh~t~’ I~ott~ Vt r~D~’e~’tt~ lhat’
position has been entirely ignored by him. ! am
perfectly ready to suppose that []is Excellency
imagmesthat he is fairly combating the view that
we have supported; but in so dolng he uses argu-
meats which render it necessary for us to re-afflrm
-what our view and sentiment then ri~al, ly was.
Now, I donut ask’any hoe. gentlemau who ma~
have d!ffered from me, and from those who acted
v)ith me, in the sessions of 1860 and 1861, to alter
the views which he may then have euterta,iued ; 1
merely ask Ilim to join with- me in affi/~miug tile
lille that the House theu’utldot’tb’iedly did take. I
say about that there can be no dispute~that stands
on record in tile reaolurloua~Oiose resolutions el
course are eoncluai’¢e ia expressing t’le feeling of
the House, but I may further observe tli,t the late
Ministry, in a meumraudum d~ated Taranakl, 30th

April, 1863, also b?ought" bef0re Ilia Excellency
the Governor tile position taken by the Ministry
and the Ilouse in 1860, in th’~ following Wbrds :-

’’File Assembly believed ia 186ff that tile time
had come, when dissentient nadves ought to b~
prot~eted by the Queeu’s Gbvernn)ent, from the
t/pllressi~m whleh was tlu’eaiet~ted’ by a i;tval all.
thorily; al~d Illat it WaS" t6’ uphold that riwd a--
thorbv at all risk~, thai th’e war v&aa i.ined ill by
the Waikato tribes, who were dispu:mg--n()t the
validity of Teira’s title--but tile authority and juris-
diction of tile Crowil."

Now, this is exactly the idea embodied in the
words " indispensable fbr the due inaintenanee el
Her Majesty’s authority," which l"have again in-

corporated in these re’,~oldfiSns/ (l-lear, bear.)
But tllere can be no doubt wha{sbever as to what
was the inte,~fion of the House ill t8B~. Not an
intention to obtain land, not an inteution to ad.

.jttdieate upon disputed titles, but an intention t.
uphold the authority of the Crowu in a matter o!
,jurisdiction ; ~here proof needed beyond that
already given, 1 should find it in the speeelles of
the then Ministry, who led tile IIouse in tiffs mailer
I remember my own speeches and those of m)
colleagues; when the hon.’geutlemau who now sit..
,next me, (Mr. Stafford) I myself, and Mr. Rich-
mend, who now no longer, F regi’et to say is
amongst its; when all three of us, then represent-
ing his Excelleney’s Government in this House,

":~(aY~’d’thh’-ft’he:/iu~dst]bn Was’not’a question of title
te land, but that though it should unexpectedly
h~appen that Tetra might }trove to have no valid
title to a single acre of land, that still we held

"and asked the House to affirm, the prineiple that
the.jurlsdietion of the Crown sbould not be disputed
i~y armed force. (Hear, hear.) I remember 
ewe worc]h which I qaoted again upon the eeea.

stun of a.vote of want of eonfitlenee being move¢~~

ill 1861 by tile hen. gentleman nppasite (Mr. Fox);"
wurda which I uttered on first joiuiug the S~affor~’~

miuistry, aud on the fil’st occasion that 1 addressed
tMs House as a memher of-that ministry, I then’
~poke te this el%st :~’rhe qilestioh lies ill a nut.
shell ; we do not ask any. else to say that Tetra iJ
"the owner of thia brad. If troy. o’,’h’er ulan his a

claim, let him came in and prove it. but de not
"let him enme with anna in his hand ; let him come
In apeaceabIe manner; let him show his title to
auy part of the blo’ek’; he shall have it : But, the
Government will not submit to armed dietatiou.
(Hear. bear.) At tbe same tign’e we referred 
thelaud league of Manawal)ou. by which dsath
was threatened" te an.9 nativ’e who should Sel’l’
land, even though his owu, to Enropeans; we
pointed out Wi Kingi astbe representauve at Wet-
tara of that league ; wt, poh~ted out also. tbat at a
great meeting held ah6ut that time at Waikato, it
had been’ said, " if the question was simply a~ to
the ownorship" of Teira’s land. the Gbveruor might
be ill tbe riRht, but tile Maari king’s flag has goutt
there, that ling nbw waves’over Waitara, and eoa-
sequeally we will not give it up." .This resolution
d)en, correctly expresses th:e stand taken by th¢
Governmentiu 1860; and adopted be the llouse,
(llear. he~ar,) Ioam uot going at this moment 
argue aa to whether we"took’that view rightly o41"

wrongly ;:that is a qaestiun, te use his Exeelleney’~
phrase, which remains te be tried at tile " bar Of
History," (Laughti:r~)’b~, ,nj, o’b’jeei is simply 
defit~e the line which the liemse took, a’.’.d one or
two of the’grotmds’up.n whtcb rightly or wrongly
it did so. That poai’tiou haei.g beau takeu, it’
does appear tb"m* of importance that itsho~ld b¢
correctly recoguized, and that we should lint Ill
despateh6s of:his Excellency. be a,~gUtned to have
advoe/tted a policy upou grounds whi’eh we reall)-
did no’t’tuk’e. (ttear.) F’ortuuately;’as l said be-
fore, l~am able to express uty ophl;oll tb,lt owing
to lh6 dospateh of ttls Glass the Duke ofNi~weas-
tie, dated’August 25, 1863, it will not be u, eee~sar,¢
for ug’tti initiate any controversy with his Excel-
leney’the O’overnor;’that despatch is such a com-
plete ~pproval of the "¢iewg s~pported by this
Hous~ on the ground of justice, that we are hap-
pily relieved from arty such necessity whieh might
have’ been unfortuuate in tile present erisis of the
affairs of the Colony. The Duke seems at oue~ to ’
have unrdvelled tile skein, struck every leading
clue; and unfolded it all, in a clear and forcible
mallnerwhieh 1 cannot but feel it would be alike
useless and presnmptuous for me, or for auy otlier
member of this House to attempt’toemulate or t~:
supplemeut. (Hear, hear,) With one part |lt,r
deed of his despatch I eauuot concur. His Greet
disapproves, but disapproves iu qualified aud,
guarded language, iudeed I may say hypotheticall.7~
disputes the wisdoat of the policy of Governor
Gore Browne and his miuiaters in the first action~

taken at Waitara I he guards that disapproval o are~.e
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fully, " If it be true," he says of data on which his
conclusion is based, and again his opinion on this
point is evidently modified in the paragraph in
which he alludes to conduct " which under ordin-
ary circumstances would be incompatible with the
dignity of the Crown," nevertheless on the whole
it may be said that the Duke does not approve of
a course of action which has unfortunately involv-
ed, or appeared to involve heav.y expenditure on
the part of the home Government. 1 could not
indeed hope that the Duke of Newcastle, writing
as an English minister, should applaud the wisdom
of a policy which must to him appear as the im-
mediate cause of that expense. Now, [ have not
thought it necessary to allude to this point in the
resolutions which 1 have proposed. I believe that
there are in this assembly a considerable number
(though as I think, a very depided minority) 
members, who hold in that resi~ect views more or
less in unison with those of the Duke of Newcastle,
and I do not think it advisable that the unanimity
which I hope to attain upon the main question,
should be endangered by.the introduction of a
secondary issue. For my own part, I am of the
same opinion that I have always been. In my
eyes the Waitara war was not only necessary and
inevitable, due regard being had to the mainte-
nance of the authority of the Crown, and the rights
of the weaker natives; hut for that very reason
also right in policy, and if the .~ame circumstances
ware to occur again, I would take the same course
again. (Cheers:) I do say, Sir, that difficulties,
arose and stood in our way, that no human fore.
sight could have conceived. Who could have sup-
posed that Colonel Gold with a thousand men,
soldiers and volunteers, would he foiled, even in
t)~e open country by a few hundred natives. It
was such misfortunes as these that marred what
would have resulted in the greatest possible advan-
tage to both races. Had the forces been in the
hands of a man of ordinary capability ; I firmly
believe that hundreds Of thousands, nay millions of
l~ounds ; and hundreds, I fear I may say thousands,
of lives, would’have been saved to England and to
the Colony. (Hear, hear.) And that three years
ago the relations between the two races might have
been put into a l celtics towards which we are now
wading through ~ prodigal expenditure of blood
and money. Therefore my opinion of the policy
which I then supported, is unchanged bY the acci.

dent of its success net having fulfilled my first ex-
pectations, but as I imagine that there are very
few such phenomena to be found in the military
world as Colonel Gold, so I believe that it might
have been tried again and again and would have

Succeeded~that the chances were ten to one i~I
favor 0fits success. (Hear, hear.) Still I cannotI
hope that at D, arguments of this House could he
~:lt~eel~ed to alter the opinions formed on this point]

~IY Hik Grace the Duke of Newcastle. Indeed:asl
iIP"~rnilt~er~ 0]r 0pi’ni0n, i~t se6ms to me that no amount
efdmputation ever; as a rule, convinces anybody,

(Mr. Fitzgerald, hear, hear,) consequently I should
never be so sanguine as to expect to convince ray
honorable friend the member for Ellesmere. I as.,
sure my hen. friend that [ fully believe him to be
proof against all argument. (Laughter.) As 
have sald, I think it quite unnecessary to endeavor
to pledge the House on the question of the advisa-
bility of the Waitara policy, that is a question of
the past~ and I am perfectly content to leave it
open : hut it is otherwise with the other part oftha
subject. It appears, Sir, to me that his Excellency
Governor Sir George Grey has been singularly un-
fortunate, either in those from whom he obtains
his information, or in his mode of obtaining it, or
in the form of language in which he endeavours to
impart his ideas ~and information when obtained.
(Hear, hear.) I cannot but refer to statements
which his: Excellency has made. or is reported to
have made during the recess, and which to me are
simply astounding. I will instance two cases, I
remember one speech at or near Otaki in which
His Excellency is reported to have spoken ofgen-
era’l opposition received by him fi’om Roman Catho-
lic natives, in terms which would convey the idea
that the Cathdlie natives were leaders of the King

movement and of the insurreetion; now every hen.
member who knows anything whatsoever of the
matter is aware that such an, impression would be
absolutelg at variance with the real feels of the
ease. (Hear, hear, and assent from Mr. Dillon
Bell late minister for native all’airs.) We" know
that the chiefs of the insurrection arechiefly Church
of England and other non-Roman Catholic natives.
(Hear,) Then there was another statement which
at the time struck me as an exceedingly remarkable
one~ and at which indeed the whole Colony stood
aghast with surprise, for our attention was particu-
larly drawn to the province of Taranaki and we
were open-eyed with ~inxiety to see what the Go-
vernor would do when he arrived there, fur.nished
by the Colonial Assembly with funds, backed by
its resolutions, with every, power at .his disposal
that the liberality, of the Home Government could
bestow, what would he say to those settlers of
Taranaki who With uuparalelled courage and con-
stancy, had for a period of three years supported
without flinching, sufferings difficulties and dangers
which might have daunted any less del;ermined or
less energetic body o.fmen, even of our own race,
still more of any less determined or less energetic
race than British Colonials, .What did his Excel-
lency say. to those men ? Why the first thing that
we heard was that a deputation front them had
waited on the Governor, and we heard too, (with
feelings which I almost hesitate to describe, lest I
might be led un wittingly to trespass on that respect
which we all feel is due to the representative oftha
Crown) we heard Sir, that his Excellency had
absolutely stated to that depu, tation~ repr~seuting a
body of men Whose difficulties h’ad been one
of the causes of his mission to this: countr£t
that he was not aware of tha state Of snf-
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f~rlng that they Were in, (hear hear, Mr. Atkidson,
more than that, he said that he "was very much
surprised at what we told him") and this was af,’er
liis Excellency had been about eighleen m.nth-
iu tl’~e country. I repeat it was with a very paint’o!
fi~eUng that we of tile Soutl!ern Is!and I[~Trd ,,
statement which did look like a very strong self.
condemnation, and one I should hardly expected
to have neard from hls Exeellency’s own month.
(hear hear,) I will not attempt to multiply in-
sllanees, but I must say that the same fatalit3
Which appears to have attended [ti~ Ekeelleucv’s
speeches’ seems also to have heen imported into
his despatches. (hear,) I have already dealt with
the omission to state the true grounds o’pon whiel!
this House supported tile late Governor ill his ac-
tions at Tayanaki, but unfortunalely there were
also, to use the Duke of New’castle’s w’ord~
’:arguments lint into the mouths of the Natives"
quite distinct.from those which, in my opinion a’
least, animated the great body of the native race
We See in these despatches nothing about the let.
ters of W. Thomp:ou tile leader of the K~iflg move-
ment with their aspirations ~fter a distinct Natloo-

a’l Sovereignty, We hear nothing of tile deelavati[m
made when Sir George Grey met Wi Khlgi’s na-
tives, the very natives who formerly occupied laed
at Waitara and now hold Malaitawa, when Sir G.
Grey was dlstintly toh|, as witnesses" cau prove,
*~ We are not tightlag about the lau,I ill W~dtara,"
not for ’ hearths’ and ’ homes,’ "but to lip hold the
King’s authority against the Queeu’s authority."
l might pursue the suhj ~et paragraph by paragraph
and page by page, but I do not wish to’take up the
time of the House unnecessa,’ily, what I have said is
sufficient to show that we must not by silence render
nurselvesliable to mi~eohstruetion. I now will pro
teed to my Second resolution, and here I shal! only
ask hen. gentlemen to observe, that I merely de.
mand on the part of Teira what Governor Gore
Browne had ’promised him, what Governor Sir G.
Grey has promised, and what if we are to believe

his Exeellency’s despatehes, even semi-hostile na-
tives are in some form or other anxious for ; I can,
however tiffs may be, see no possible reason why
the title should not be investigated~no reason why
any hen. gentleman should get up and refuse this
investigation wMeh has been, called for on all sides
and still less can I for a moment imagine that an~

hen. gentleman could wish that ’Peira who had suf-
fered much through his adherence to the " Queen’s
party" should be allowed to remain unprotected
aga~St aii~fid 6f [li~ga!aggression. ( Hear hear.)~
I do not at all wish te assume that Tetra has rights
to the land ; the posRion 0f the late Governor and
those who Supported him would not be in the least
impugned, could it be proved that Tetra had no
till0 tea single acre of the land, though I am as

to gain any party triumph, l~have q~oted s~eeche~
made in this House, now I will refer to a speech’
mad,, in anothec place in 18.30 by an hen. gentleman"
then Attorney General, amemberof the Stafford’
ministry and an exponent in that other place, of the~"

policy of the !hen Government;that ho, n. gentle-
~oan (now the headotthepresenlgovernment) spoke
to this e~eet ;--" 1 abs.lntely refuse te go into the
question of Teira’~tttte at all, I don’t care whether
Feira has laud or has not land. I only say that tics
position takeu by the government is that of resisting
~ggression. I will tell the Council that I believe"
that Tetra has a good title, but [ say that ia not the~"

point at issue." Thus l may fairly affirm that ir~

is not to seek’auy party triumph that I ask fi~r this"
investigation, hut that justice may be done. As,

te proteetiol~ I will say ;that it would be a wicked~

tud disgraceful thing, unheard-of in any part of
the world, (:mless possibly in this) that a man de-
pending upo. tile English crown for support, who~

i~as loyally risked his llfe and property should be
thrown into the hands of his enemies. I’ believe
,uch a c,mrse cannot be c6~ltemplated by anyoue,
retstill I ask the Hansels use all means in their
power to prevent the possibility of Teira’s being
dispossessed of that hind without the investigatiot,~

of claims, which lie has always been wiliigg to fore--"
go should they be disproved. (Hear, hear.) 

~IviIl now only. repeat that the Resolutions do not
.dedge the H’buse to’any sweeping approval of the
)articular views ofany party in former sessions, but
merely state the then action of the House, recog-~

uising the fact that the Despatch of His Grace the
Duke of Newcastle has happily averted a possible"
controversy with His Excellency the Governor;:
and secondly, asking a simple act of justice, sane-
tioned by two Governors, and demanded by all~

parties; excepting by that of W. King of Waitara.-
(Hear.)

Major R|CHAanSON seconded the motion, which
being carried unaniumusly, the Resolutions were
reported to the House, aud ordered to be trans-"
mitted to His Excellency the Governor, with a re-
quest that they might be forwarded to Her Majesty’s-
Secretary of State for the Colonies.

Government House,
Auckland, 26th October, 1863.

My LoRD DuxE,~I had the honor ofreeeiving~

on the 22ud instantf your Grate’s despatch No. 8&~

of the 25th of August last; I thought it my duty
to communicate it at ouee to my responsible advi-
sers, and I hav~ a0eidoo~adhy.J, earned 12~t it ,ha!
hy direction of the Colonial Secretary been pub-
tished and espies of it distributed to s~me of the
members of the General Assembly. This has been
done without my having been consulted on the
isubject, and I have not yet been informed that it:

mdch as ever ofopini0n that Teira will be sliown was intended to publish ib nor has sprinted copy
te h~ice as large ~atid as goo~l a title as [ have ever of it been sent to me.
aupp/~sed:hi’m f0have] if is injuStice to Teirahim~ 2, I ~b not meniion this in the way of com. .
aalft~ I preamtbm mveshgatiou, not at all reorder pin!st; for I am ~re the ColoniaF Secretary. h~



dec/t/~aat [~ thought best for the public service,
and that in not mentioning to me what he inten-
ded to do, and in not sending to me any copy o!
the printed paI~er, he merely forgot to take snob
~steps from the pressure of other important ~altels
upon his mind ; but, as the despatch has been pub-
lished, and I fear that some of the remarks io il
might complN:ate the u|timate settlement of affail’s
with the natives of tMs cmmtry, and tllat one re-
tnark in it, I have no doullt uai.tentioualiy made,
"/’effects uujustly upon myself, ] have enclosed a
tnemorandum, upon a few points in it, which, if
your Grace thinks fit to read will, I am sure, sat-
isfy you.

That William King gave a reason for his opposi-
tion to ’[’e Teira selling a piece of land at the pub-
lie meeting at which that chief offered it for sale,
and on several occasions subsequently.

That the natives used the language Which l
appear to 3,our Grace to put into their mouths, in
my despatch of the 24th of April, on many pre-
vious occasions, and that this language of theirs had
been transmitted to your Grace, sometimes Mmost

in terms of ha,able supplication.

That the natives had been informed, not that
they were interfering to prevent a survey to ascer.
fain the ownership of land, but to prevent the sur-
vey of the Queen’s own land, which had heen ac-
qu’ired for her Majesty by p~rchase from Teira.
¢#hose title to it had been investigated and found

to be good, and was not disputed by any one.

That W. Kin~’s letter to the Governor, of Feb.
rnary, 1859; cannot be characterised as an inter-
dict of a rebellious character, but was apparently
~ntended to be a respectful letter.

3. I regret that seCceral misunderstandings con-
nected with the wliole of this subject have arisen
from the difficulty of the natives makitlg themselves
thoroughly understood by forelg’n authorities, from
the figurative nature of their language, from the
few persons who uodei’stand it well, and from the
consequent misinterpretation,, omi~,ions, or emis’ven

prints, which from time to time take place, in
the most important documents. I am well aware
how great a disadvantage and dimculty your Grace
must labour under f,’om this cause alone.

4. Whilst looking at papers to guide me in wri-
ting the enclosed memorandum, in addition to the
two impoctant mi’~interpt’etations, or omissions,
g.hieh I have pointed out, f find a translation print-
ed for the purpose of giving information to your
Grace and the GeneralAssembly, and which was
laid before that body, in which the natives sav--I
presume from a nfisprint~that their desire was " to
retain pose~sion of the low handed down to them
from their ~an~estors and father ;" as though they
wished to ab~tlre the Queen’s bws--whilat, upon
reference to:the original, 1 fitl~l that what they said
~aa, that "their desire wast0 ~ta~ possession of

the land handed[ down to ahem ~y thei’f ,~u6edOti’
and father."

I have, &c..
(Signed) G.G.a z,r.

ENCL0"SURg TO DESPATCH 139, 26TH OCTOBEa/
1863. }lgMorAt~vu~.

ht the Secretary of State’s despatch No. 88, of’
the 25th A’tlgust, 18~3, the following remarks are
made in reference to the conduct of a cider named
William King.

" ht the same way at a public ~ meeting where
Teira offered the land, andduring the many month~
which elapsed before the survey, he (William
King) gave no reasons for his opposition, h6
afforded no explanation of it, either such as was
provided for him by others at the time, or such .as
might be drawn fi’om the statements which you
h:,ve now conveyed to me."

In reference to this point it will be’ found by an
enclosure to Governor Browne’s despatch’, No. 10,,
of25th J’uly, 1880, thatiu the official account of
the meeting of the 25th March, ~,859, it is reported
that Willia,u King gave a reason for his oppositioa,
to th~ sale of the piece of land, insisting on hls own
possessio~ofit. In his leffer to the Governor of the
25th April, 1859, this chief again gave the Gover:
nor the same reason against the sale of the land,
saying :’~¢I will not agree to our resting place
being sold, for that resting place belongs to the"
whole of us." Again on the 29th November, 1859,
this same chief i~formed Mr. Parris that the reason
he would not con~ent fo the sale of the land was¢
" That the land belonged to Taylor together with’
all of us."

Although attention was at first specially called
to this point in Sir George Grey’s despatch No. 96,
of l lth August, 18~3’, it will be fouh~d that the na-
tives in 1860. with ahnos~ eaYnes’t passion, asserted:
that William King’s ans@ef Was such as it now
really proves to have been, and that it had been
misinterpreted. Thdr all’cautions on this point
were, at that time, either not attended to, or not
believed. But their statement is that William
King answered as folrows :-:-

"Yes, his (Teira’s) title is good to his own pieces

within the boundaries of that land two or three
pieces. Our title is equally good to our own

pieces, some have one. or two, or three, or four,
within that block. IViIliam King stated thi~, but

what he said has been misinterpreted by the Land
Cbmmlssioner of Taranakl. who asserts that William
King said the whole of the laud was Teira’s. It
was his determination to take the land by force,
and his ignorance of the Maori language, which
made him pervert what William l~ing said."

The question of a sale of this piece of land in-
volCed the interest and conduct of many other per.."
sons besides William King, and it will be founcl in
various letters transmitted by Governor Browne
that the natives invariably alleged the same reasons
for opposing, the sale of this" piece of" land whist@
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Teira offered to dispose of, although some of those
were only received during the progress of the war ;
as for instance :--" It was a land of complicated
claims, the property of the whole tribe, the site of
villages andcultivations,# ’ and besides that, William

King and his tribe were in occupation.of it.;"
Upon reference to the enclosures°t’o rG0’v~rnor

Browne’s despatches, it wilt be found that the
natives urged in letters transmitted to the Secretary
of State, sometimes in terms of humble supplica-
tion, lauguage oiten identical with that which is
stated in the Secretary of State’s despatch No. 88.
ofthe25th August, 1863, to have been put into
their mouths, in Sir G. Grey’s despatch of the 24th
April of the same year.

The following extracts from such native letters
will show this :--

" Was it by their permission that our lands, in-
herited from our ancestors, became our property,
which lands have all been taken from us, at the
point of the sword ?"

" Was it they who gave our ancestors all their
cultivated lands," which I have already mentioned,

°’ when the~: went from Waikanae, Which cultiva-
tions t~ie soldiers have taken with the edge of the
sword ?"

" We have portions of the land at ~aitara within
the boundaries of the laud which Teira wr~mgfully
Sold to the Governor. This land belongs to us,
and to those who were dri~,ea off that land: and
belonged to the ancestors of us all."

" How can they justif~¢ tile denial of our clahns,
or of those who have been forcibly driven from
it?

" lu our opinion, Teira’s act was a great crime,
and nothing can be said in his behalf, which can
hide his unjust act."

" Is thieving, indeed then, a legitimate oeeupa-
tlon? It has been said to be a wicked one. It
rnust be that only a theft by a Maori i~s wrong’;:’but
when an European eomruits one, it isa land able
a’¢tion.

’" If that land shall be permanently wrested from
th’emj then this sayji~g will b’e handed down through
ail’fuiu’re generations, ’ that land was forcibly, and
u nlaw’Kdly , taken away hy a Governor appoithed
by the Qttedn of England.’

"They say the land all belongs to Teira. No;
that land belongs to tl;~ all--to orphans and to
v/idows.

"$1muld we lookto the Qileen--or to whom?
~e had. always thought th:at the law.aff~rd~i.pro.

tection from wrong .f W’e’tire, tit the present time,
wholly at a loss as to "#bat course to adopt.

" Now, we are altogether perplexed ; and ex-
claim, alas ! alas ! this is a new proceeding on the
part of our Queen. The good which used to be
associated ~ ith the mention ofyourname,.and which

caused the Maoris of this island to regard you only
its our mother, has been Inst. Your name was then
a~e,t’to the h,arts of your Maori peepl,.

" Your Majesty’s name also became strange (~’
this people. Now, for the first time, we have beeff’
bunted with evil. Oh! mother;do not listen to
fabrications, while are probably being written to
you, to the effect that the Mantis are fighting
against yuur sovereignty ; it is a fabrication. Un-
derstand thaliihis’is really a quarrel about land.

" They were loving subjects of yours¯ Their
object was not to trample upon the law; b,t rather
to retain possession of the land which was handed
down to them by their ancestors, and father.
They did not wish t6 sell thai land, This unwarrau-

Iable proceeding has odcasioned grief and confu-
sion to all of us, because we know that this system
is not yours~this taking away, without cau.se, Of
the land of other peoplei and of the orphan and.
widow.

" ’the Queen’s sovereignty has been acknowled-
ged long ago. Had it been a fight for supremacy
ever), man in this island would have been up in
arms. But in the present ease the fighting is con.
fined Io the land which is being taken possession
Of.~t

They also unit, ersally contended, not only that
they had committed no erlme against the Queen.
but that some of them l~ad previously rendered her
Majesty valuable services, whic’h they had done.

In re~ard to the statement" nade in the Secre-
tary of S~’ate’s despatch, that far from Willi-’qn
King’s followers being evicted, as it were for the
purpose of taking possession of the purchased land,
they themselves in the consciousness of hostility
abandoned their pus." It should be borne in mind
that the troops did not take possession of the land
until the 5th of March¯ and on the 22nd of Febru-
ary, the Government had issued a notice to the na-.
tires warning them that fi’om that date the law of
fighting Was about to commence in the district of
Taranaki; the Europeans were on the same day
informed that active military operations were about
to be uhdertaken against the natives.

ThisrJ0t~ce, followed by the march of armed
troops, ordered to maintaht occupation on behalf of
the Crown, of a block of land purchased by the
Crown, from Te:Twit0, wonld probably not make
the natives think that in abandoning their villages
they did so in the consciousness of hostility. Their
own statement is that they were forcibly driven
from it.

In the Secretary of State’s despatch, No. 88, of
the 2,,51h of.the. August, the following paragrtsph-
occnrs :

" l hold therefore that no injustice, and it is with

justice only that I am dealingT, was either intend-
ed or done to William King and his followers by
the employment’of military force to carry into
effect the survey of the Waitara land, for the pur-
pose of ascertaining how much or how little of it
was owned by Telra and the others whojbintd wltl~"
hi,n in the sale to the CroWn."



It is presumed that no one will for a moment
contend that the Governor intended to do an in-
j.lustiee to the natives, but this much should be said
m their defence.
¯ A_ reference to Governor Browne’s despatch, No.
27, of the 22nd March, will clearly show that the
military force was sent to the Waitara, not for the
purpose of carrying into effect the survey of the
Waitara land, for the object of ascertaining how
much and how little of it was owned by Teira and
others who joined with him in the sale of it. The
enclosure to that despatch distinctly explains as
follows :--

" Prevlously to the march of the troops, a mani-
festo had been published in the Maori language,
and widely circulated by special agents amongst
all the tribes in the Northern Island."

That manifesto declared as follows :--
"The Governor accepted To Teira’s offer con-

ditionally, on its being shown that he had an un-
disputed title."

Te Teira’s tide has been " carefully investigated
and found to be good. It is not disputed by any
one. The Governor therefore cannot allow Wil-
liam King to in terfere with Te Teira ill the sale of
his own land."

" Payment for the land has been received by Te
Teira. It now belongs to the Queen."

"William King has interfered to prevent the
survey of the Queen’s land, by her own surveyors.
This interference will not be permitted."

What the natives are here told appears to be
that William King has interfered to prevent the
survey ~f th0 Qtieen’s’land, Which hact been ae-

~tuired by purchase from Tc Teira, whose title to
t had been investigated and found to be good,

and was not disputed b~," any one, not that he in-
terfered to prevent a survey to asdertain the owner-
ship of the land in dispute.

Again, the Secretary of State’s despatch, No.
88, of the 25th August, 1863, states :--

" In February, 1859, before the Waitara ques-
tion arose, he, William King, had given notice to
the Governor that he would allow no’ land to be
sold within a district extending forty miles North
of the European boundary at Taranaki, an inter-
dict of a rebellious character to which the rea-
sons now, or formerly alleged against t he Waitara
sale, can of course have no application.

By the treaty of Waitangi, the chiefs and tribes
Of New Zealand, and the respective families and
individuals thereof, were guaranteed the full, ex-
Clusive, and undisturbed possession of their lands
and estates, forests, fisheries, and other properties,
which they may collectively or individually pos-
sess, so long as it is their wish and desire to retain
the same in their possession.

At the date of WiLliam King’s letter, which is re-
~arded as an interdict of rebellious character, the
natives of Taranaki and its. neiglibo~rhood Were :
~fld had been for some years, engaged in a series

I of blood feuds, in which the Government had fre~"
quently heen earnestly solicited by the natives to
interfere, to prevent the loss of life which ,sas
going on, but the Government declined to do so.
And these feuds had all originated in disputes re-
garding portions of land which the Government
wished to purchase from various native claimants.
It was under these circumstances that an assem-
blage of land-owners had met, and thus a runang~
chosen for that year, agreed that they would still
decline selling portions of their land. within cer-
tain limits. Many of these people had previously
sold very large tracts of land to the Govermnent,
to meet the wishes of the Europeans. Their letter
to the Government was written and signed by the
chief, William Ki~ag. It is submitted that the
letter itself is a respectful letter ; and this unfor-
tunate circumstance has taken place, that in the
printed translation of the letter those respectful
words at its conclusion are omitted, "My love, is
this letter to you." A correct translation of the
letter is herewith enclosed, as there is at least one

~other important omission in the printed translation,
which is that which, it is believed, has been
always laid before the Government.

The object the natives had in making such an
arrangement amongst themselves, as is disclosed in
this letter of William King’s, is explained in their
own language, in another’native letter :--

" It was settled so in consequence of your bad
system of purchasing land. For we had lost num-
bers of our people through this same land purch-
asing. Whenever the Govermnent shall have
laid down some equitable system of land purchase,
and when calm is once more restored, then the
tribes who are for selling will sell their lands under
a properly regulated system."

G. Gust.
Auckland, New Zealand.

26th October, 1863.

~ESOLDTION pASSED BY THE HOUSE OF REPREj

SENTATIVES ON FRIDAY, llTIi DECEMBER,

1863.

" That this House, having had under con-
sideration the Governor’s message No. 15, with
tts enclosures, and also his Excelleney’s des-
:patch ~to her Majesty’s Secretary of State for
Jthe Colonies of the 26th October, 1863, with
’the memorandmn enclos.ed~, resolves, That this
l.~Iou§e did not, by its rd’solution of the 25th
November last, desire "tO express any opinion as
to the accuracy or othet’wi~o of the tht:ee state-
ments specified in thb anclosure to the Gover-
nor’s messagb No. 15, inasmuch as those state-
ments do no~ appear to affect the question of
the justice of exerting military force agains~
William King and his allies; but this House
does ¢ont|,o~ert the statements on the pffrt or"
the natives as ~o the cause of the quarrel°"




