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Most of tiec rescarch fer this thcesis was bhascd
upon twce types of sourcc meterianl, primary moterinl
~né¢ other roclevant sccondery moteri-ls The primary
gstrtigtienl materizal ecame from o aunbér of sources;
published governmentsl récordés @volilable 1ln libreries,
cspecinlly the Appendices to the Journsls of the Eouse
of Represcentatives, tac Rursl Valuation Rolls nmede
avellabhle by the Vaoluzr-=Gener=sl 21t the P:lmerstoﬁ North
Vazluntion Tepsritment; sné unpublishe€ loecrl body rcecorés
made =2veilisble by the Ponengin~ Cocunty Council.

The published gevernuentel strtisticsl rocords
formed the baosis of the metorisl 1n Appendix L.
Host of this material was aveileble from the Palmerston
North Public Library =2né¢ thoe ¥asscv University Library,
but for the pericd 1896-7 to 1916-17 it was found
in the Pohangins County Council's archives. The Valuation
Teportment reocords cuvering the Pohnngina Count&
from 1919 to 1963 provided data on the bosis of
indivicdual holdings. The Pchongins County Council's
archives provided material for the pericé since 1894
on ownership and tenure of heldings, the communications

system, and a volurble collectiovn of newspnper clippings



113

reclevant to the county from 1395 to ¢.1508., The
Manswantu Cntchment Board supplicé much of the
material on the nature and significonce of
conservation problens.

¥any of the oléer families of thce Pohangine
County kincly provided old cisries -né photcgraphs,
in particul=r Mr sné M¥rs N,C. Hogrsn, itrs V. Zpelmaon,
¥r ~nd Frs Welle Tuncan, Fr L. Miller and Mr A. Miller
whe provided volushble materizl.

To ¥r ¥M.J.G. Garlandé who kincély did thc cartograophy
and to others too numercus too mentiong I aolso wizh tc
egxtend my thanks. Acknowledgement is also macde for the

valusble ogsistonce rom the staff of the Geography

Department of Massey University end the typist Mrs. A.Burr.
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Introduction.

In the ficlé of historical geograpay there has
been much controversy on the relative merits and valicity
of particulsr methols of approach. Farly worl within
this field was concerned more particularly with-the
reconstruction of past seographies'. Darby (1) cites
J.F. Unstead wno descrihed historical geography as cutting
"horizontal sections through time", and Sir Halford
YacKinder who spoke of an historicezl geography which
involve¢ "the historic present'. Cerman geographers
agreed, for Hettner, writing in 1927, mentioned that
M eee @ hiztorical geography of any region is, in
principlec, possible for any period of its history, and
must be writicn separately for ezci period; there is
not merely one, but a multitude of historical
geographiea’ (2).

But this view, however, is not shared by all
historicezl geosraphers. Some, for insitance, would limit
historical geography to the study of those features of

ne past which are still evident in present-day landscapes,
while others feel that there should be little limitation

arising from the time clement in historical gecography.

Thus Preston Jomes steted that "the full perspective of
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the time sequence in so far as it is related to
geographic patterns and processses 1is essential if ﬁe are
to read the story of contemporary differences correctly"(3).
Cerl Sauer also envisaged such an approach in a study of
changing man-land relastionships throughout time (4).

Bach of these approaches has 'its merits as well as

" has been

its limitstions. The “cross-sectional method
hailed by its exponente as beling essentially geographical,
an assertion based upon the idea that as the geography of
the present slices through time present so should

histéricai geograpiyy through time past. In some instances
this method nas been limited to cross-gections in time,

as in Ralph H. Brown's "Mirror for Americans; I.ikeness

of the Eastern Seaboard, 1810" (5). As L. H., Clark added,
however, "To stop with ...cross-sectional reconstructions
would be to fail in an obvious opportunity, if not duty

of interpretation” (6). To overcome the obvious limitations
of the single isolated cross-section a series of such
cross-sections for pertinent dates can be used, a method
employed by Cumberland and Hargreaves in a series of
articles on sarly New Zealand (7). As each cross-section
would embody both description snd explanation it is

possible that repetition would occur; but on the other hand,

if each cross-section was limited to sitrictly contemporaneous
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materiel it would fail to interpret the elenent of
change, and¢ to mercly imply such would be both ina&equete
ané possibly misleoling.

It is possible, however, to bese cacih succeeding
cross~gection closely on thaet »rececing it. DTarby, in
rcferring to the work of S.D. Dodge who dealt with a
Corn-Belt township in this manner, maintained that this
method succeceded in the small arce involved (8). When
tiais methold is employec over a larger area, however, it
might involve more s»ecific reference to the " changes”
that have tcken placc since the preceding cross-scction.
Cumberlanéd's anc Hergreaves' accounts of New Zesland
between 1780 and 41881 useé this methol. Each cross-scection
wes both self-explanetory and related while the presentation
of past lendscapes was not lost in a chronological time
segucnce.

Carl Saucr's treatment of historical geography
differed (9). To him, as to meny othcer geographers, the
time secauence waa vital to uncderstand contemporary
¢ifferecnces which had been brought about through changing
ageographical processes. Such a concept involves a study
of evolution or change and¢ thc associated proccsses
operating through time. The emphasis within this field

mey vary, it may be upon the actual processes involved,
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upon the results of tlecse proccuses, or upon utie soclolog-
ical &end technological concepts underlying sucih prdcesses.
Often in this kinc of study the materizl is organisec on
the basis of verticel themes. The use of this metnod,
however, may cetroet from the total for the sake of
highlighting a particular feature with a series of single-
factor studies. C.T. Smith suggestel that the method of
vertical themes was "only a pertial solution” which
"extends the field without adeguately defining the whole™
(10). It is possible, however, to combine vertical and
cross-scctional methods, as was cone by J.0.M., Droek in
"The Santa Clara Valley, California® (11).

A numbcr of university theses may Dbe notec amongst
New Zealand studics in this field. Oliver's thesis, on
communications in the Hanawatu-Kairange arca used
vertical themes. Nicholls, writing on the Coromancel
Peninsula uscd the cross-scctional netnod with implied
vertical themes, while err's thesis on the Weikouaiti
Digstrict employved cross-scctions interspersed with
vertical narratives (12).

The remaining concept of historical geography is that
in which tihc approzch is directcd eiong the lines of
discovering the origzins of ceriain relict features in

an existing landscape ec.g. to study the past only in so

($1]

far as it has left vestiges in the present landscape.



iV

-In such a study it is often difficult to distinguish
between the specific relict features and the other
phenomena closely ascociated with them. Furthermore,
if they are noti separated then the problem arises of
recreating a fullscale geography of other past periods,
To avoid this a geograpiner may confine himself
largely to the present and refer back into the past only
when necessary for explonation. The use of such a
"flash-back method” can lead, however, to an imbalance
view. The problem with this concept; regardless of the
meticd of ¢

entation, is that atl too of't a past

C.‘-‘
W

HJ t‘i

phase, or facelt, of occupance has had a greater influence

upon ‘the present geography than the relict features

o

pergisting to the present would suggest.

There are, then, a number of methods available to
the historical geograpiher, each aiming to present the
material anslytically anc¢ each having its particulsr
advantages and digsadvantages The choice of the method
is largely dictated by the nature of the study, the
character of the landscape to be deslt with, and the nsture
and the availability of the material,

The method to be employed in this study is that of =
series of related cross-sections, a method recommended

by Darby for relatively small &reas, esPecially for showing
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change over the total unit (13). The underlying theme will
be that of the role of man in the evolution of the present
land use, setilement and communications pattern of the
Pohangina County. Rather than trace all changes
genetically this study will set out to aséess the contrib-
ution of certain periods chosen with reference to
significant changes over the whole county by a series of
cross-gections, cach taken at fairly significant dates.
The material available has exerted some influence
on the choice of method and dates of cross-sections. The
Rural_Valuation Rolls for the county, for instance,
presented a valuable source of information but were
available in detail only from 1819 to 19563. lLikewise
the available information for the county in the:
pre~European era centred around the period 1855-1806L,
The final choice of 1863 was bamed on the faet that not
only was most of the material related to this date but
it was also the last year of total Meori land tenure(4L).
The selection of the years 1906, 1936, and 1963
respectively, was bhased primarily upon an anslysis of
government statistical material (15). The year 1906
represents the peak of the pioneering era in terms of
population; livestock numbers, ané ares of cultivated

of :
land; 1936 was charagteristic, the earlier phase of a
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sheep-dominated mixed economy, with a minor peak in
population and dairy céttle numbers. After 1936 sheep
numbers Iincreased rapidly leading to a growing trend
towards an almost exclusively sheep economy. Between
1935 and 1963 the sheep and the cattle numbers increased
respectively by 82.9 per cent and 47.1 per cent although
population numbers hed dropned to the lowest point since
the establisment of the county. For both 1906 and 1936
the presénce of Turther Tairly comprehsngivée statistieal
material wasg also very important to the choice of the

specific date.

(i
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13. Darby, 1962, 133,

14, An important source fcr tihis date was the survey
of the Ahusturanga Block conducted by J.T. Stewart
in 1859-6C. There is extant a copy of his survey map
which contains details of settiement and vegetation
cover as well as other material. There is also a
typescript in existence which contains notes made
by Stewart on this survey. Information for this period

is scarce and this was a valuable source.
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15. The statistical material was available from 1896

onwards. The publications used were; Statistics of

{3

the Colony of New Zealand, Statistics of the Dominion

e

of Wew Zcaland, The New Zealsnd 0fficial Yeasrbooks,

Agricul tural

Statistics.





