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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL:

1. This Amended Statement of Claim (“ASoC”) is filed on behalf of Henry Matangi, Hori
Hemara Niha (D), Iris Nihi, Te Aroha Hina Matangi (D), Alwyn Niha, and Te Awhi
Peter Niha, for and on behalf of the descendants of Hori Niha, Niha Hamuera, Hoana
Kariki, Eruera Niha, Taitiana Rewi, Hoori Eruera Niha and Materoa Taki Hotorene (D),

Wai 371 (“the Claimants”).

2. The Claimant filed the Statement of Claim for Wai 371 in the Te Paparahi o Te Raki
(Northland) Inquiry on 10 May 1993.! That claim addressed grievances arising from
the administration of Maori Land Development Schemes and the compulsory
amalgamation of ancestral Pipiwai lands affecting Te Orewai hapt of Ngapuhi. The
Claimants continue to rely on those earlier pleadings and evidence, except where this

ASoC expressly amends or adds further detail.

3. By Memorandum of Counsel filed on 13 April 2026, the Claimants sought to aggregate
the status of Wai 371.2 On 3 June 2026, Deputy Chief Judge C T Coxhead granted that
request, enabling participation in the Taku Ahurea, Taku Tuakiri: Cultural Identity
Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 3500) and other kaupapa inquiries.>

4. Relying upon that direction, the Claimants file this ASoC particularising the identity
and culture dimensions of Wai 371. The Claimants say that Crown policies and
legislative measures have systematically eroded the cultural identity, te reo Maori,
tikanga, whakapapa and matauranga of Te Orewai hapii, and that those failures
represent a continuing prejudice that diminishes the identity and cultural wellbeing of

the Claimants and their descendants.
The Claimants

5. The Claimants descend from Hori Niha, Niha Hamuera, Hoana Kariki, Eruera Niha,

Taitiana Rewi, Hoori Eruera Niha and Materoa Taki Hotorene. They are members of

! 'Wai 1040, #1.1.43
2 Wai 1040, #3.4.80.
> MD 1040, #2.7.44



Te Orewai hapii of Ngapuhi of Ngatihine, with whakapapa connections to the Pipiwai

Valley and the Te Horo Block.

Prior to sustained Crown intervention, the Claimants' tiipuna maintained a distinctive
cultural identity expressed through te reo Maori, tikanga, whakapapa, kawa, and
relationships with the Pipiwai landscape and the ancestral lands of Te Orewai. That

identity was never surrendered and is guaranteed by Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi.

Standing in this Inquiry

7.

The Claimants advance this ASoC in respect of matters falling within the scope of the
Taku Ahurea, Taku Tuaakiri: Cultural Identity Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 3500). These
matters were not considered within the Te Paparahi o Te Raki district inquiry and arise
independently from, though are connected to, the historical land and constitutional

grievances previously advanced.

Identity and Culture Context

8.

Prior to 1840, Te Orewai hapti maintained a rich and distinctive cultural life expressed
through te reo Maori, tikanga, kawa, whakapapa, matauranga, tohunga knowledge
systems, waiata, and the collective practices governing the Pipiwai Valley. Those
cultural expressions constituted taonga guaranteed by Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi

and were never surrendered to the Crown.

In 1965, the Maori Affairs Department compulsorily amalgamated the ancestral
Pipiwai lands pursuant to section 435 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953. Several titles were
consolidated into Te Horo 2B2B2B against the express objections of the Claimants’
tipuna. Individual customary interests were removed without consent. The land was
placed under departmental control through a Maori Land Development Scheme. In
1986, the Department transferred the Te Horo lands to the Te Orewai Te Horo Trust and
they were never returned to the rightful owners. These actions severed the Claimants’
whanau from the papakainga that had sustained their identity, tikanga and way of life

for generations.



10.

11.

12.

13.

Following the 1840 Crown education policy te reo Maori was systematically removed
from the Claimants' communities. The Native Schools Act 1867 made English the sole
medium of instruction. Te reo Maori was silenced in classrooms across the Pipiwai
Valley and the wider Whangarei district. Children of the Claimants' whanau were
separated from their reo and their matauranga not by choice but by law. What was lost

in those classrooms passed as harm from one generation to the next.

Crown policies did not stop at land and language. The suppression of tikanga Maori as
a governing system within hapii communities dismantled the cultural structures that
had held Te Orewai together. Customary practices governing birth death marriage and
the resolution of disputes were progressively displaced by Crown law and Crown
institutions. Wahi tapu and urupa became inaccessible as ancestral lands passed out of
hapt control. The transmission of whakapapa oral tradition and matauranga weakened
with each generation that grew up disconnected from the land and the reo. Crown
policies did not merely change how the Claimants lived. They changed who the

Claimants were.

The displacement of the Claimants' whanau from the Pipiwai lands to Whangarei, as
recorded in the original Statement of Claim, separated successive generations from the
physical landscape, wahi tapu, urupa, and places of cultural significance that sustained
Te Orewai hapii identity. That displacement was a direct consequence of Crown land

administration policy and has produced enduring cultural harm.

Crown policies governing the administration of Maori land and the exercise of Maori
governance failed to recognise the cultural and spiritual dimensions of the relationship
between Te Orewai hapii and their ancestral lands. The administration of the Te Horo
lands through the Te Orewai Te Horo Trust without adequate recognition of or
engagement with the customary descendants of the land further eroded hapi cultural

authority and collective identity.

Cause of Action

14.

This claim is brought pursuant to section 6(1) of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975.



15.

16.

The Claimants are Maori within the meaning of section 2 of the Treaty of Waitangi Act
1975 and are entitled to bring this claim on their own behalf and on behalf of the

descendants identified in this pleading.

The Claimants say that the acts, omissions, legislation, policies and practices of the
Crown in relation to Maori cultural identity, whether individually or collectively, have
caused and continue to cause significant prejudice to the Claimants, and that those

prejudices are inconsistent with the principles of the Treaty of Waitangi.

Treaty Principles

17.

18.

19.

20.

Tino Rangatiratanga: Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi guaranteed to the Claimants and
their tipuna the continued exercise of tino rangatiratanga over their taonga, including
te reo Maori, tikanga, matauranga, whakapapa, wahi tapu and the cultural landscape of

the Pipiwai Valley. The Crown failed to recognise and actively protect those taonga.

Active Protection: The Crown was obliged actively to protect te reo Maori, matauranga
and the cultural identity of Te Orewai hapii as guaranteed taonga. Instead, Crown
policies suppressed te reo and displaced the cultural institutions that sustained hapt

identity.

Partnership: The Crown failed to engage with the Claimants or their tiipuna before

implementing policies that fundamentally altered the cultural life of Te Orewai hapi.

Honour of the Crown: The Crown's administration of Maori land and cultural policies
was inconsistent with the honour of the Crown and the obligations assumed under Te

Tiriti.

Treaty Breaches

21.

By reason of the matters pleaded above, the Crown has acted, and continues to act,

inconsistently with Te Tiriti o Waitangi and its principles. In particular, the Crown:



Prejudice

22.

failed to recognise and actively protect te reo Maori, tikanga and
matauranga as taonga guaranteed by Article 2 of Te Tiriti o
Waitangi;

enacted and administered the Native Schools Act 1867 and
subsequent education legislation in a manner that suppressed te reo
Maori and disrupted cultural transmission within Te Orewai hapt;
failed to recognise the inseparable connection between cultural
identity and ancestral land in administering the Maori Land
Development Scheme and the Te Horo lands;

administered the Te Horo lands and the Te Orewai Te Horo Trust in
a manner that excluded customary descendants and undermined the
cultural governance of the hapt;

failed to consult or obtain the agreement of the Claimants or their
tipuna before implementing policies that fundamentally disrupted
the cultural life of Te Orewai hapt; and

failed to act reasonably, honourably and in good faith towards the

Claimants in matters affecting their cultural identity.

As a direct consequence of the Crown's acts, omissions, legislation, policies and

practices, the Claimants have suffered, and continue to suffer, significant cultural

prejudice. That prejudice includes, but is not limited to:

a.

the substantial loss of te reo Maori within Te Orewai hapti as a living
language of daily use;

the erosion of tikanga, matauranga, whakapapa knowledge and
cultural practices within the Claimants' whanau and hapt;

the severing of the connection between the Claimants' whanau and
the Pipiwai landscape, wahi tapu and places of cultural significance

ancestral to Te Orewai;



d. the weakening of hapii cultural governance and the collective
structures through which cultural identity is maintained and
transmitted;

e. the intergenerational diminishment of cultural identity and spiritual
wellbeing within the Claimants' whanau; and

f. continuing cultural disadvantage affecting present generations of the
Claimants' whanau and hapt.

Relief Sought
23. The Claimants respectfully seek findings that:

a. the Crown has acted inconsistently with Te Tiriti o Waitangi and its
principles in relation to the cultural identity, te reo Maori, tikanga
and matauranga of the Claimants and their hapi;

b. Crown policies suppressed te reo Maori and eroded the cultural
taonga of Te Orewai hapu contrary to the guarantee of tino
rangatiratanga in Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi;

c. the Crown failed actively to protect the cultural identity of the
Claimants as guaranteed by Te Tiriti o Waitangi; and

d. the cultural prejudice suffered by the Claimants is continuing.

24. The Claimants further seek recommendations that the Crown:

a. formally acknowledge the cultural breaches identified by the
Tribunal;

b. develop and resource policies that support the revitalisation of te reo
Maori and matauranga within Te Orewai hap;

c. engage directly with the Claimants regarding policies affecting their
cultural identity, reo and taonga;

d. facilitate the Claimants' reconnection with the Pipiwai ancestral
landscape and wahi tapu;

e. provide appropriate redress for the cultural prejudice suftered by the

Claimants; and



f. provide such further relief as the Tribunal considers just and

appropriate.
Leave to Amend

25. The Claimants reserve the right to amend, supplement or further particularise this
Amended Statement of Claim as further evidence becomes available, as additional

historical material is filed, or as directed by the Tribunal.

Dated 13 July 2026
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