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In the diagram originally attached to both certifieate of title and vesting-order the
land now before the Court was shown not to be included, but was shown as an abutment
as “N.R.” or Native reserve. It was not in fact a Native reserve, and the Survey
Department representative assures the Court that he can find no plan which shows it as
such. This Court considers it was wrongly shown as a Native reserve.

As the intention of the Court of 1883 was to include as parts of the Wairarapa Moana
title all areas inside and apart from the lands alicnated in 1853 and 1855, the Chief Judge,
on 28th November, 1930, amended the certificate of title of 13th November, 1883, and the
vesting-ovder of 14th January, 1896, by appending to such orders new diagrams which
showed this arca of 200 aecrcs to be included in the title of Wairarapa Moana and the area
vested in the Crown.

The judgment of the Chief Judge in the matter is as follows:—

“Under the title of Wairarapa Moana a title was issued to this land then supposed
to contain 24,590 aeres, dated the 18th day of November, 1882, A qguestion arose as to what
land was included in the order, and the then Chief Judge was, on the 25th June, 1884,
asked for information and sald thal if it was to show the Jand and water outside the
alienated land he saw no difficulty. The Chief Judge veplied that it was required to show the
land and water ingide or apart from the alicnated land as the land dealt with was almost
surrounded by Crown-granted land. Upon these instruetions a plan was apparently
compiled, but it purported to show as a Native rescrve a portion to the south of the
Turanganui River, which apparenily should have been included. The plan rightly excluded
Ngaauapama Island, which was excepted from the title. By a Commission held about
1891 the question of what was included in the sale ta the Crown was gone into, and it was
reported that the whole land had hbeen sold, but certain provision was made for settling
claims that might be said to equitably exist, which was after carried out by Mr. Seddon
making certain arrangements.  This makes it clear, in conjunetion with the Chief Judge’s
direction, that an area of about 200 aeres should be ineluded in the title which afterwards
became vested in the Crown. A new diagram has been prepared showing the total to he
24,790 acres mnstead of 24,590 acres.

“Ovrdered, That the certificate of title of 13th November, 1883, and the order in
favour of the Crown of 14th January, 1896, he amended accordingly by making area
24,790 acres and adding amended diagram annulling the old one.”

(5) The petitioner, Rangi Tuanui Tamibana, could not explain what was meant in the
penultimate paragraph to the petition, and the Court could not assist him.

The following inaceuracies oceur in the petition:—

(6) («) The 200 acres in dispute is not part of the Tuhitarata Block, which is situated
somme miles to the northward.

(b) The grant to Raniera was not from the Tuhitarata Bloek, but from the Turanganui
(east side of Lake—Block 2) purchase.

(e) The Turanganui River was not the boundary between any two purchases, and
consequently any suggestion that this land was situated upon an intervening “ No Man’s
Land 7 lacks substance,

(7) The Court has no recommendation to make.

For the Court.
Jxo. Harvey, Judge.
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