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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL: 

1. This Amended Statement of Claim (“ASoC”) is filed on behalf of William Moana Reti

and Iris Niha (D), for and on behalf of the descendants of Opai Matenga and Zipporah

Matenga (D), and on behalf of the descendants of Robert and Edna Maraea Reti (D),

Wai 1722 (“the Claimants”).

2. The Claimants filed the Statement of Claim for Wai 1722 in the Te Paparahi o Te Raki

(Northland) Inquiry on 13 October 2011,1 The claim addressed the Crown’s acts and

omissions affecting Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi hapū across the rohe of Whangaroa,

Hokianga, Kerikeri, Waimate North, Te Kapotai, Waikare and Whangarei. The

Claimants continue to rely on those earlier pleadings and evidence, except where this

ASoC expressly amends or adds further details.

3. On 13 April 2026, the Claimants sought to change the status of Wai 1722 from

consolidated to aggregated. This was to enable participation in the Taku Ahurea, Taku

Tūākiri: Cultural Identity Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 3500), as identity matters had not been

fully addressed in the Wai 1040 district inquiry.2

4. On 3 June 2026, Deputy Chief Judge C T Coxhead granted the application and changed

the status of Wai 1722 from consolidated to aggregated. This ASoC now particularises

the identity and culture dimension of the claim.3

5. The Claimants say that Crown policies, legislation and practices have systematically

eroded the cultural identity, te reo Māori, tikanga, whakapapa connections and

mātauranga of Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi across the named rohe. These failures

continue to diminish the cultural identity, spiritual wellbeing and collective cohesion

of the Claimants and their whānau.

The Claimants 

1 Wai 1040, #1.1.269(a), Wai 1722, #1.1.1 (a). 
2 Wai 1040, #3.4.81. 
3 MD 1040, #2.7.44. 



6. The Claimants descend from Opai Matenga, Zipporah Matenga, Robert Reti and Edna 

Maraea Reti. The Claimants whakapapa to Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi and maintain 

customary connections with Whangaroa, Hokianga, Kerikeri, Waimate North, Te 

Kapotai, Waikare, Whangarei and the surrounding coastal environment. 

 

7. Prior to 1840, the Claimants' tūpuna maintained a rich and distinctive cultural identity 

expressed through te reo Māori, tikanga, kawa, whakapapa, mātauranga and the 

collective practices governing their respective rohe. Those cultural expressions 

constituted taonga guaranteed by Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi and were never 

surrendered to the Crown. 

 

8. Iris Niha gave evidence before the Waitangi Tribunal during the Whangaroa hearing 

week of Te Paparahi o Te Raki in September 2014, contributing to the record of the 

Claimants' cultural connections to the named rohe. 

 

Standing in this Inquiry 

9. The identity and culture grievances pleaded in this ASoC arise independently from, 

although they are closely connected with, the historical land and constitutional 

grievances advanced by the Claimants. The issues raised concern the cultural 

relationship between the Crown, Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi hapū and their taonga, 

and cannot be adequately addressed within the Wai 1040 district inquiry framework. 

 

Identity and Culture Context 

10. Prior to 1840, the Claimants' tūpuna maintained customary systems of cultural 

transmission across the named rohe. Te reo Māori, tikanga, kawa, whakapapa, 

mātauranga, tohunga knowledge, waiata and the collective cultural practices of 

Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi were sustained through intergenerational transmission and 

the continued exercise of customary authority over the named rohe. Those cultural 

systems constituted taonga guaranteed by Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi. 

 

11. The Crown's enactment of the Native Schools Act 1867, which required instruction in 

English and effectively prohibited te reo Māori in schools, directly disrupted the 



transmission of reo and mātauranga within Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi communities 

across Whangaroa, Hokianga, Kerikeri and the wider named rohe. The cumulative 

effect of that legislative policy was the substantial erosion of te reo Māori as a living 

language within the Claimants' communities across successive generations. 

 

12. The Crown's Old Land Claims programme and the exercise of pre-emption in the 

named rohe resulted in the alienation of extensive areas of ancestral land that had 

sustained the cultural practices and identity of the Claimants' tūpuna. That land loss 

severed the connection between the Claimants' whānau and the cultural landscapes, 

wāhi tapu, urupā and places of significance that anchored Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi 

cultural identity within the named rohe. 

 

13. The Tohunga Suppression Act 1907 criminalised important aspects of customary 

leadership and knowledge transmission within the Claimants' communities. The 

suppression of tohunga undermined the transmission of mātauranga, customary healing 

practices and spiritual knowledge within Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi communities at 

Whangaroa, Hokianga and Kerikeri, representing a direct Crown intrusion into the 

cultural governance of the Claimants' hapū. 

 

14. The progressive alienation of customary lands, waters and coastal resources within the 

named rohe through Crown legislative and administrative measures displaced the 

Claimants' whānau from the physical environments that sustained their cultural identity 

and disrupted the transmission of cultural knowledge rooted in those environments. 

 

Cause of Action 

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

 

16. The Claimants are Māori 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. 

 

17. The Claimants say that the acts, omissions, legislation, policies and practices of the 

Crown in relation to 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 

 

18. Tino Rangatiratanga: Article 2 of Te Tiriti o Waitangi guaranteed to the Claimants 

and their tūpuna the continued exercise of tino rangatiratanga over their taonga, 

including te reo Māori, tikanga, mātauranga, whakapapa, wāhi tapu and the cultural 

landscapes of the named rohe. The Crown failed to recognise and actively protect those 

taonga. 

 

19. Active Protection: The Crown was obliged actively to protect te reo Māori, 

mātauranga and the cultural identity of Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi as guaranteed 

taonga. Instead, Crown policies suppressed te reo and displaced the cultural institutions 

that sustained hapū identity across the named rohe. 

 

20. Partnership: The Crown failed to engage with the Claimants or their tūpuna before 

implementing policies that fundamentally altered the cultural life of Ngāpuhi and Ngāi 

Te Rangi communities. 

 

21. Honour of the Crown: The Crown's legislative programme, including the suppression 

of te reo Māori in schools and the criminalisation of tohunga practice, was inconsistent 

with the honour of the Crown and the obligations assumed under Te Tiriti. 

 

Treaty Breaches 

 

22. 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: 

a. failed to recognise and actively protect te reo Māori, tikanga and 

mātauranga as taonga of the Claimants guaranteed by Article 2 of Te 

Tiriti o Waitangi; 

b. enacted and administered the Native Schools Act 1867 and 

subsequent legislation in a manner that suppressed te reo Māori and 



disrupted cultural transmission within Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi 

communities across the named rohe; 

c. enacted the Tohunga Suppression Act 1907, criminalising 

customary knowledge transmission and undermining the cultural 

governance of the Claimants' hapū; 

d. administered Old Land Claims and exercised pre-emption in a 

manner that alienated the cultural landscapes, wāhi tapu and 

ancestral environments sustaining the Claimants' cultural identity; 

e. failed to consult or obtain the agreement of the Claimants or their 

tūpuna before implementing policies that fundamentally disrupted 

the cultural life of Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi; and 

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

Claimants in matters affecting their cultural identity. 

 

Prejudice 

23. 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 Māori within Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te 

Rangi communities across the named rohe as a living language of 

daily cultural life; 

b. the erosion of tikanga, mātauranga, whakapapa knowledge, tohunga 

practice and cultural governance within the Claimants' hapū; 

c. the severing of the connection between the Claimants' whānau and 

the cultural landscapes, wāhi tapu and places of significance 

ancestral to Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi within the named rohe; 

d. the weakening of hapū cultural governance and the collective 

structures through which cultural identity is maintained and 

transmitted across generations; 

e. the intergenerational diminishment of cultural identity and spiritual 

wellbeing within the Claimants' whānau; and 



f. continuing cultural disadvantage affecting present generations of the 

Claimants' whānau and hapū. 

 

24. The Claimants say that these prejudices remain current and continuing because the 

Crown has not taken adequate steps to remedy the intergenerational cultural harm 

arising from its historical policies. 

 

Relief Sought 

25. 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 Māori, tikanga 

and mātauranga of the Claimants and their hapū across the named 

rohe; 

b. Crown policies suppressed te reo Māori and eroded the cultural 

taonga of Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi contrary to the guarantee of 

tino rangatiratanga in Article 2 of Te Tiriti; 

c. the Crown failed actively to protect the cultural identity of the 

Claimants as guaranteed by Te Tiriti; and 

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

 

26. 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 

Māori and mātauranga within Ngāpuhi and Ngāi Te Rangi 

communities across the named rohe; 

c. engage directly with the Claimants regarding policies affecting their 

cultural identity, reo and taonga; 

d. facilitate the Claimants' reconnection with the cultural landscapes, 

wāhi tapu and coastal environments of the named rohe; 



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

Claimants; and 

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

appropriate. 

 

Leave to Amend 

27. 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         

 

 

 
_______________ 

Mireama Houra 

Counsel Acting 

 

 

 

 

______________ 

Monir Hossain 

Counsel Assisting  
 

 




