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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL 

THE CLAIMANTS SAY: 

The claimants 

1. This amended statement of claim is filed on behalf of the following claimants: 

1.1 Rosita Dixon, Geraldine Taurerewa, Sharlene Winiata and Phillip Ponga. 

2. The claim is filed on behalf of Tamahaki; Uenuku; Ngati Hinekura; Ngati 

Rangitautahi; Tamakana; Ngati Ruru; Ngati Pare and Ngati Tumanuka within 

whose traditional rohe the claim area is located. 

3. The claim area is the southern region of the Rohe Potae; including Ohura 

South, Waimarino, Taumatamahoe and Maraekowhai. 

4. The claim area does not purport to constitute the tribal boundaries of the 

claimant group or the hapu to which they belong, but is a boundary solely for 

the purposes of the Rohe Potae Inquiry. 

The claim 

5. The claimants say they have been, are, or are likely to be prejudicially affected 

by the ordinances, Acts, regulations, proclamations, notices and other statutory 

instruments, and the policies, practices, actions or omissions of the Crown as 

further set out in this statement of claim. 

6. The claimants further claim that all of the Acts, regulations, orders, policies, 

practices and action taken, omitted or adopted by or on behalf of the Crown 

referred to are and remain inconsistent with the terms and principles of the 

Treaty of Waitangi. 

7. The Claimants put forward evidence in the Whanganui Inquiry concerning land 

issues, and seek to put forward evidence in this Inquiry concerning their 

Tupuna Taumatamahoe, and his influence and actions in support of the 

Kingitanga on the Whanganui River. 
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Generic pleadings adopted 

8. The claimants adopt the following causes of action as set out in the main claim 

document filed in this Inquiry: 

8.1 Breach Rohe Potae Compact-Te Ohaki Tapu; 

First cause of Action- Breach of the Rohe Potae Compact- 

8 The claimants adopt the generic submission on this matter and say further The 

Crown failed to recognise the traditional authority and control of Upper 

Whanganui Iwi and hapu, beyond the aukati, 

Particulars: 

9 The upper Whanganui supporters of Kingitanga maintained an aukati on the 

Whanganui River from around 1860 until 1885. This was part of the wider 

aukati maintained by the Maori King movement.  Part of the area of the King 

movement’s aukati was a large area known as Tuhua. 

10 The aukati began at Parinui, a short distance upriver from the Tieke stream. 

This stream is in the Taumatamahoe block, opposite Tieke marae, which is on 

the other side of the river in the Waimarino block.  The entire Taumatamahoe 

block was included in the autaki, apart from a small area downstream from 

Parinui. It is said that the man in charge of the aukati at Parinui was named 

Taumatamahoe, and that the Taumatamahoe block is named after him1.  

11 Premier William Fox, saw Tuhua as an area where the Kingitanga autaki could 

be broken down.  Advance payments for land interests were made in the upper 

Whanganui blocks, often secretly, to Maori who claimed ownership.  

12 Negotiations began for the purchase of Retaruke, and the neighbouring Kirikau 

block, in 1875. Both blocks went to the Native Land Court for the determination 

of title ownership in 1876.  Following this, there was renewed opposition to 

surveying, which led to a suspension of land purchase negotiations in 1877.  

13  Negotiations had resumed by 1879 as advance payments, or payments made 

                                                
1 #WAI 903 #A42 - 12 
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before title to the land was determined by the Native Land Court, were made 

then by Government agents in the Tangarakau block in 1879. This block later 

ceased to exist and the southern part of it became part of the Taumatamahoe 

block.2 

14 On 19 February 1879, the Tangarakau block was brought under the provisions 

of the Government Native Land Purchase Act 1877.  Section 2 of this Act 

prohibited private purchase in Native land blocks where the Crown had paid 

money to acquire shares or where negotiations to do so had been entered into.  

From February 1879 only the Crown could purchase the shares of Maori in the 

Tangarakau block.3  

15 Government officials in 1879 were interested in acquiring the Tangarakau block 

because it bordered on the Rohe Potae of the King movement and in the mid-

1880s were concerned with negotiating a settlement with the King movement 

and the Iwi associated with it, through whose lands the main trunk line was to 

be constructed.  

16 Attempts by Maori to maintain the aukati, or to maintain any strategy or policy 

in regard to Taumataumahoe, and other land blocks, were weakened by 

Government negotiations, and were later be undermined by the operations of 

the Native Land Court4.  

Breach 

17 The Crown pursued an aggressive purchase program in Maori land on the 

Upper Whanganui River which had been pledged to the Kingitanga. 

Particulars: 

18 In the 1860s the Kings territory was referred to loosely as lying between 

Whanganui and Auckland5.  

                                                
2 Ditto- p13 

3 Ditto-p14 

4 Ditto –p21 

5 #A78 - p37 
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19 As early as 1860 the Tangarakau River area- to the west of the Whanganui 

River was considered as part of the land pledged to the King.6 Inland travel 

routes between Whanganui River and coast continue to be controlled by 

Kingitanga supporters.7 

20 Important aukati were established in the middle reaches of the Whanganui 

River in response to the Taranaki wars and the strong influence of Pai Marire 

between 1864-1869.  At this time was an outer line around the confluence of 

the Tangarakau River, and an inner aukati in the vicinity of the Ohura River 

confluence. 8 

21 Crown agent Richard Woon was stopped on the Whanganui River in March 

1877, and in 1880 still reporting the aukati in existence at Puketapu The chief 

enforcer of the blockade at this point was Taumatamahoe- a Tupuna of the 

claimants. 9. 

22 The existence of another semi autonomous state caused anxiety, and Crown 

agents were instructed to advance money on lands in the vicinity of the King 

Country. This was intended to tempt and pressure Maori in the territory away 

from support for the King and Kingitanga policies. 10  

23 The advance purchase payments also effectively helped with the government 

policy of encircling the Rohe Potae by allowing the crown to claim interests in 

land along the southern border from Nga Kahui Maunga to the Taranaki 

confiscation line ’11   

                                                
6 #A78-p86 

7 #A78- p86 

8 #A78- p 86-87 

9 #A78 –p120 

10 #A78-p 260 

11 ditto 
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24 Crown purchasing for this purpose caused friction among the River community, 

and the breakdown of traditional authority. Objectors were disregarded, and 

were characterized by the Crown agents as being a small minority.12 

25 The Tangarakau block between the Whanganui River and the Taranaki 

confiscation line was proclaimed as being prohibited to private dealings in 

1879, and a large chunk of land which had been acknowledged as belonging to 

the Kingitanga, became tainted by the Crowns interest. 

26  By 1883, the Rohe Potae chiefs had decided on a policy to only include land 

they were sure was free from any claimed deals, in their petition boundary. For 

this reason they pulled their boundary further north from the Tangarakau River. 

27 The boundary, as the petitioners explained, only included lands ‘remaining to 

us’. It was not a traditional rohe or even the lands originally pledged to the 

King. It was the external boundary of the territory still free of any land dealings 

as far as they were aware, and included lands still clearly under their authority 

and control. In effect, it was the boundary of their remaining Rohe Potae.13 

 

Prejudice 

28 As a result of the breaches set out in the preceding paragraphs, the 

claimants have suffered the following prejudice:  

28.1 Fragmentation of their land holdings and resources which have 

greatly reduced their value; 

                                                
12 #A78-p 261 

13 Ditto-p871 The petition of  June 1883  states: 

During the present year certain persons were selected by the hapu’s to define the 

boundaries of our lands, and erect posts to mark out the lands still remaining to 

us, your petitioners, upon which the European, to the best of our knowledge, has 

no legal claim. 
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28.2 They have been prevented from or hampered in the proper 

economic utilisation and development of their remaining land 

and resources;  

28.3 They have been hampered in their exercise of tino 

Rangatiratanga. 

Recommendations sought 

29  A recommendation that the Crown compensate the claimants for the prejudice 

suffered as a result of the acts, omissions, legislation and practices of the 

Crown identified in this statement of claim.  

30 Such other recommendations as the Tribunal thinks fit. 

 

DATED at Whakatane this 9th day of December 2011. 

 

 

 
Mark McGhie 
Counsel for WAI 1393 

 

 

 

 

 




