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Introduction 
 
1. My name is Thomas John Moke, self employed contractor, of Ngāti 

Puhiawe, Te Whānau Pani hapū of Ngāti Hikairo. 

 
2. Relevant to my submission I was the establishing CEO of the 

Maniapoto Maori Trust Board from 1989 – 1991 and the CEO Tainui 

Māori Trust Board 1991-1999. Again relevant to my submission I am 

currently engaged as a contracted  adviser/ facilitator by the Office of 

Treaty Settlements and Te Puni Kōkiri. 

 
3. I was born in Wellington in 1952 and spent much of my younger years 

in Kāwhia living with my grandparents Rev Paahi Moke of Ngāti Hikairo 

and Kiti Te Miringa Kiti (Te Uira) Moke of Ngāti Mahuta. My grandfather 

was an acknowledged Tainui historian and Ngāti Hikairo kaumātua in 

his time. It is principally from him and my father Hōri Te Huia Moke and 

other whānau elders that I learned much of the history and teachings of 

Ngāti Hikairo and Kāwhia Moana. Indeed the basis of my evidence 

stems from their korero and from my own involvement in research and 

study undertaken to validate and support that kōrero.  

 
4. I do not propose to state my whakapapa in any great detail other than to 

establish my relationship to those tūpuna living and acknowledged as 

such at the time just prior to and during the arrival of European and the 

advent of Government impositions upon them. 

Whakamarurangi = Te Rārangi   Te Makaho = Kahutaiki 

Kopa = Panaha Pouaka?    Wī Hikairo = Matirewhaia 

Rewa    = John Cowell                                   

Hōne Kaora = Te Aomāngi 

Mamae  = Moke Pumipi 
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Paahi Moke = Kiti Te Miringa Te Uira 

Hōri Te Huia Moke = Ruruhira Waitere Palmer 

Thomas John Moke. 

Te Makaho had another wife Parehaere from whom Hōne Te One was 

born. Hōne Te One was a leading Ngāti Hikairo rangatira and a 

confidante of Tāwhiao during the events of that time.  

 

My Evidence 

5. I set out here some evidence on Ngāti Hikairo views on Te Pitihana, 

also known as Te Ōhākī Tapu.  For Ngāti Hikairo, Te Pitihana must be 

understood in terms of the opening up of Kāwhia and also our strong 

allegiances to the Kīngitanga that remain to this day.  

6. The points I cover in this evidence are: 

(i) The “opening up” of Kāwhia:  the Pouewe transaction and 

the Crown’s act of placing beacons and buoys in Kāwhia 

Moana in 1883; and  

(ii) Our understandings of Te Pitihana and Te Rohe Pōtae and 

tensions because of our allegiances to the Kīngitanga.  

7. I was raised by my grandparents. For a young person growing up in 

Kāwhia in the 1950s and 1960s it was a time of great transition. The 

elders of the time were indeed the last real connection to the events of 

the mid to late 19th century.  They were born and lived during the 

Waikato Land Wars, the establishment of the Kīngitanga resistance 

under King Tāwhiao, Te Pitihana, and the eventual opening up of 

Kāwhia Moana.   

8. For those of that generation the feeling of loss was undeniably real.  I 

along with many others grew up hearing the stories told by 

grandparents to grandchildren, listening to kaumātua and kuia talk of 

those times on the many marae around the Kāwhia Harbour.  They 

were not exclusively stories of those grim colonial times, they told of the 

people's life upon the land and sea over the course of many centuries 

since the arrival of Tainui at Kāwhia and before.  Everything began with 

whakapapa, establishing identity, who lived where, how they lived, who 
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fought who, their beliefs and practices, how all things interacted. 

Listening was in itself the educating process.   

9. Interwoven into the many lessons learnt, two significant themes 

continually emerged: an overwhelming commitment to the Kīngitanga 

and the forcible intrusion into Kāwhia by the Government.  

10. The korero I have from my grandparents was that a lot of our people 

were reluctant about Te Ōhākī Tapu and Te Rohe Pōtae because of 

their commitment to Tāwhiao. However, the Kīngitanga was never 

about ursurping rangatira control over our local and iwi affairs. In fact 

the Kīngitanga has been very supportive of Te Ōhākī Tapu and pursued 

it with the Crown. 

11. As these events took place in the time that our grandparents were born 

and lived was not difficult to appreciate the pride and commitment on 

one hand and sense of loss and grievance that they felt on the other. 

12. I and many others grew up learning from our elders the sadness and 

sense of anger they held towards what they saw as the Government’s 

unwarranted and uninvited intrusion upon them and their way of life.  

We learned of our tuupuna who were signatories to the Treaty of 

Waitangi, and therefore held an expectation that the Government would 

honour the agreements made.  We learned that Pōtatau to Wherowhero 

himself was sceptical of the Treaty and refused to sign himself although 

he did not object to some of his leaders signing. 

13. More importantly perhaps, what was the impact upon the people of 

Kāwhia following the Crown intrusion?  In essence the answer to that 

question is: the so called “Opening up” of Kāwhia and the confiscation 

of the people's rights to Kāwhia Harbour was the beginning. Every 

subsequent action by the Crown from that time stems from the 

alienation of the people from Kāwhia Moana. 
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The Opening of Kāwhia 

14. Kāwhia Harbour was "opened" by the Government in 1883 as part of 

the Crown push to open Te Rohe Pōtae for public works and Pākehā 

settlement. That is the context in which Te Pitihana emerged.  

15. Kāwhia was quite remote from the centre of Government aspirations for 

the region; however the opening up Kāwhia was of great political 

significance. It was the traditional home of the peoples of Tainui and 

indeed at the time the centre for the re-emerging Kīngitanga under King 

Tāwhiao who had a house at Karewa on the shores of Kāwhia Harbour. 

To us, it was clear the Government was determined to demonstrate 

forcefully to King Tāwhiao and his people that settler advance would not 

be halted, nor the power of the State resisted. 

16. At the heart of the matter was King Tāwhiao's "Rohe Pōtae" 

proclamation, the greatest thorn and obstacle to realising the 

Government’s intentions for the region. The "King Country" or “Rohe 

Pōtae” extended from Raukūmara at Kāwhia taking in all Ngāti 

Maniapoto lands and extending into Ngāti Raukawa, to the western 

shores of Lake Taupō and the northern regions of the Whanganui River.  

17. The construction of the Main Trunk Railway line joining Auckland and 

Wellington was at the core of the Government’s immediate desires to 

forcefully quell Māori resistance to European intrusion in the King 

Country. Halted at Te Māwhai (south of Te Awamutu, near Tokanui) 

and at Marton in the south, construction of the railway line met 

considerable resistance from those loyal to the Kīngitanga and 

resistance from King Tāwhiao himself. Delays in completing the line 

were a significant burden for the Government. 

18. Notwithstanding problems with the construction of the main railway line 

through the King Country, the Kīngitanga continued to assert its 

sovereign rights and rangatiratanga at Kāwhia. Tāwhiao continued his 

reluctance to open up the Rohe Pōtae. It was a problem the 

Government could not ignore. Entry levies to vessels entering Kāwhia 

Harbour and the eventual closing of the Harbour to Pākehā trading 
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vessels following the Waikato land confiscations had posed a significant 

challenge to the Government’s rule.  

19. Kāwhia Harbour was of strategic significance to the growing trade 

routes between New Zealand and Australia, and since 1830 a favoured 

port for many vessels plying the New Zealand and Australia trade 

routes. The arrival in Kāwhia of the early European settlers since 1825 

began to grow and by 1850 the Kāwhia and the Waipa region had 

developed significant and thriving commercial interests, owning trading 

vessels, producing goods, flax for rope-making, timber, establishing 

flour mill1 and were trading in the Sydney, Melbourne markets as well 

providing significant commodity volumes to Auckland. By 1883 

descendants of the original European settlers were well integrated into 

Ngāti Hikairo at Kāwhia and lived under our protection. Our people were 

immersed in this business as well. 

20. The "opening of Kāwhia Harbour" occurred in somewhat unusual 

circumstances. The alleged purchase of a small block of land, Pouewe, 

provided the opportunity for the Crown to gain a foothold in the very 

heart of Kīngitanga.  

21. The Crown acquiring land in Kāwhia was the lever that allowed the 

Government to attack the very heart of Kīngitanga, take control of 

Kāwhia harbour and remove any further potential of Waikato resistance. 

The Governments entry to Kāwhia was by way of purchase of 44 acres 

at Pouewe in a mortgagee sale. The Pouewe land was owned by way 

of Crown granted land by non resident owner J.R. Charleton after it was 

mortgaged. He was the son of long standing occupier of the land (under 

Māori protection) and original claimant of Crown title, George Charleton. 

Son J.R. Charleton was unable to repay the mortgage hence the land 

was put up for mortgagee sale. The sudden arrival of Government 

surveyors in 1883 was seen by Ngāti Hikairo as evidence of 

Government deception and fast footwork. The background to this title is 

disputed, but we will cover that matter at another hearing. 

                                                 
1  "Flour Mills of Kāwhia" Taylor White. 
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22. Our korero is that it was the acquisition of this land by the Government 

that provided them the opportunity to strike a blow at the heart of 

Tāwhiao and the re-emerging Kīngitanga. Although the Government did 

not confiscate any land in Kāwhia, the arrival of Bryce in 1883 along 

with 114 soldiers left no doubt in the minds of Kāwhia Māori, that it was 

the claiming the Kāwhia Moana without just cause that confirmed the 

Government’s anti-Kīngitanga intentions. 

23. Tāwhiao reminded Bryce in October 1883: "I have title…the Treaty of 

Waitangi."2 

24. Could Tāwhiao have genuinely relied on the Treaty to further his case, 

when it was generally known his father Pōtatau Te Wherowhero had 

refused to sign the Treaty? The question never arose since Tāwhiao 

knew that Kiwi Te Roto otherwise known as Kiwi Te Pihopa of Ngāti 

Mahuta and rangatira of Ngāti Mahuta interests in Kāwhia had signed 

the Treaty at Te Puaha o Waikato, along with other Waikato chiefs in 

March or April of 1840 and before Wallis and Whitley had carried the 

Treaty to Kāwhia. It is inconceivable that such notable Waikato chiefs 

would have signed the Treaty without reference to Pōtatau beforehand 

for he was by way of whakapapa and accomplishment "tuakana” to 

them all. It is also very conceivable that Pōtatau would have agreed, for 

he was a renowned and experienced strategist knowing that in those 

uncertain times, having a "bob each way" was a safe bet. 

25. Kāwhia Harbour was Tainui territory for many centuries before 

European arrival and remained so for much of the 19th century. 

Background to the Opening of Kāwhia 

26. The history of the opening of Kāwhia harbour is a strange one, and not 

one that makes for comfortable reading today. It was part of a process 

which the Government found it necessary to embark on in the wake of 

its military conquest over Waikato in the 1860s.  

                                                 
2  Waikato Times 9 October 1883. 
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27. By the 1870s the Government realised that a situation existed in the 

central North Island that was going to make further development of the 

North Island difficult. An "aukati" boundary line that forbade European 

entry had been created. Known as the "Rohe Pōtae" or King Country 

signified by King Tāwhiao who placed his hat over a map of the region 

declaring all those lands under that hat were under the protection of the 

Kīngitanga. Extending across five tribal areas including Ngāti Hikairo, 

Ngāti Maniapoto, Ngāti Raukawa, Tuwharetoa and the northern 

reaches of the Whanganui River the Rohe Pōtae aukati effectively cut 

off any plans by the Government for future development. More 

importantly geographical land links between Auckland and Wellington 

were at risk. How therefore was the Government going to build the Main 

Trunk Railway line, roads etc and other infrastructure? Clearly the 

Government would have to build relationships with Māori in the region. 

28. Government efforts began in the early 1870s with numerous visits to the 

King Country by Ministers of the Crown to meet Tāwhiao and others 

and to discuss terms for a settlement. Tāwhiao and Ngāti Maniapoto 

leaders Wahanui and Taonui were anxious to improve relations but 

suspicious of the Crown. Tāwhiao remained adamant that any 

settlement must include the return of all Waikato confiscated lands. 

Wahanui and Taonui on behalf of Ngāti Maniapoto sought to ensure 

Ngāti Maniapoto lands would not be subjected to the same fate as 

lands in Waikato. 

29. The Government refused to consider the return of all of the confiscated 

Waikato lands, although Tāwhiao was offered the return of some lands, 

such offers were rejected.  

30. By the early 1880s however the Government was becoming impatient. 

Construction of the Main Trunk line had stalled and the existing 

impasse between the Government, Tāwhiao and others showed no 

signs of ending. By that time a new Native Minister had been appointed, 

one John Bryce. Bryce came with direct action experience having taken 

a military force to Parihaka in 1881. He had a reputation. 
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31. In October 1882, as Minister of Native Affairs Bryce visited Tāwhiao at 

Whatiwhatihoe (Pirongia).  There he told Tāwhiao that "the flood of 

European civilisation was rising, and was not to be stopped."  And that 

Tāwhiao and his followers should learn to live with it. Bryce like his 

predecessors and other Ministers proposed the return some confiscated 

Waikato lands in specific areas, a pension, a house, and a seat on the 

Legislative council.3   

32. Tāwhiao as before did not accept the proposal. Bryce did not 

understand how important it was for Māori that the Government should 

return all their lands and that they should retain control over their lands. 

Early in November 1882, Tāwhiao declined Bryce's proposal and 

referred him to Ngāti Maniapoto chief Wahanui.4 

33. Taking Tāwhiao at his word and within two weeks Bryce wrote to 

Wahanui stating; "that the Government wished to open the King 

Country, to build railways and roads which would greatly increase the 

value of lands that they passed through. If Wahanui was truly a friend of 

the Government” he said “he would no longer keep his country closed- 

for this was a sign of enmity to the colony."5 

34. Our korero is that early in 1883 Bryce was back in the King Country and 

met with Wahanui seeking agreement that would allow him to journey 

through the King Country, and to send in surveyors to explore possible 

route options for the railway line. In April 1883, Bryce made his journey 

from Alexandria (Pirongia) to Waitara, uninvited, but unimpeded by 

Ngāti Maniapoto. His speech at Waitara must have confirmed 

Wahanui's fears when Bryce announced the King Country was now 

open to Europeans, to surveys, road, and railways. They feared the 

arrival of Europeans and the loss of their lands which they, like the 

Government, expected to follow in their wake.6 

 

                                                 
3  T.W Lewis, Memorandum, 4 November 1882, MA 23/3, N.O. 82/3713. 

4  Report on "Conclusion of the Native Meeting." New Zealand Herald 6 November 1882. 
5  Bryce to Wahanui, 15 November 1882. Printed in notes of Proceedings Royal Commission on 

Licensing, 1945, Vo1,33, pp 4831-2 
6  Petition of the Maniapoto, Raukawa, Tuwharetoa, and Whanganui Tribes AJHR, 1883, J-1. 
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The opening of Kāwhia Harbour - Crown motives 

35. The events taking place in King Country, the Government's 

determination to open up the region, the reluctance of Tāwhiao and 

others to readily agree, and the resulting delays and pressure on 

Government intentions for the Rohe Pōtae is the context in which the 

Opening of Kāwhia Harbour must be seen. It was another "prong" to 

Bryce's attack on the King Country. 

36. Indeed the importance the Government attached to Kāwhia had been 

spelt out some time before 1883 by the Officer Administering the 

Government, G.A.Arney. In April 1873 he wrote to the Secretary of 

State for the Colonies that: 

..."this exclusive and arbitrary control of an extensive and commodious 

harbour forms perhaps the most real, if not the only symbol of true 

sovereignty held by Tāwhiao." 

37. He went on: 

"It may be reasonably be expected that if the harbour of Kāwhia was 

once again opened to shipping, its shores will once again become the 

scene of European enterprise...."7 

38. By Bryce's time however, a different tone in Government dealings with 

the Kāwhia people is evident. It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that 

the Government was interested in opening Kāwhia Harbour, founding a 

township there, not so much for any social or economic purpose, but for 

purely political reasons, namely to impress upon Tāwhiao and his 

people the power of the State. It was a symbolic gesture. Kāwhia was 

known to be a favourite place of Tāwhiao and his people, it was the 

resting place of Tainui Waka, renowned for its fertile soils and its 

plentiful supply of fish encapsulated in the saying: 

“Te Piu o to mata o Kāwhia Moana  

Kāwhia a kai 

                                                 
7  Arney to Kimberley, 10 April 1873 AJHR, 1873 A-1A, p.16. 
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Kāwhia a Tangata” 

39. Previous Governments had recognised the importance of Kāwhia to the 

Kīngitanga by offering (in earlier proposals) to build Tāwhiao a house 

there and indeed to recognise his authority within the district, over his 

people and his land, and to consult before purchasing or leasing land 

within his boundary. 

40. It could of course be argued that the Government had a right to open 

the harbour (hailed at the time as the best on the West Coast), to erect 

beacons and marker buoys in case ships in distress, seeking shelter, 

should need them. If this was so then the Government had other 

options open to it and a different approach to relationships between 

Government and Ngāti Hikairo could have been pursued. 

41. It is however clear that Ngāti Hikairo (who had welcomed shipping at 

Kāwhia for many years, until the Waikato Wars) were also anxious to 

reopen the harbour, now that times were more settled. The matter was 

discussed on many occasions.  A newly constructed Māori owned flour 

mill had just been completed on the very site at (Pouewe) where the 

Government was soon to survey its township. Thus it can be concluded 

that re-opening of the harbour was a high priority for Tāwhiao and his 

people. However, our people wanted to control and govern our moana 

ourselves. 

42. The Government in fact chose not to consult with Ngāti Hikairo nor 

Tāwhiao about reopening Kāwhia Harbour but merely to inform them of 

what its intentions were. Despite Government intentions to erect 

beacons and buoys in the harbour in the interests of maritime safety the 

laying out of a township was seen to confirm the Government’s desire 

to thrust at the very heart of the Kīngitanga and to impress upon them 

the arrival of Pākehā presence in the region. As Bryce wrote to Tāwhiao 

two months before the arrival in Kāwhia of Government surveyors: 

"Friend, it is the intention of the Government very shortly to lay off a 

township at Kāwhia on the piece of land which belongs to the 



12  

 NGA903/1/296 

Government, and to mark out the Harbour so that vessels may enter 

and leave in safety. I write to tell you so that you may know."8 

43. Two months later, on 2 February 1883, the Government vessel Stella 

steamed up the harbour, and Bryce, accompanied by William Rollerston 

(Minister of Lands), his family, and Government surveyors came ashore 

at Pouewe and took possession of the land claimed by the 

Government.9 

44. Bryce and Rolleston did not leave Kāwhia aboard the Stella, rather they 

rode accompanied by Rolleston's family and Government officials 

overland to Pirongia - his way of proclaiming to the settlers that the 

inland route to Kāwhia through the Kīngitanga lands was now open and 

that the "aukati" had been broken. For instance, the Auckland Weekly 

News was quick to note the significance of the trip for the settlers: 

"The district through which the Ministerial party have just ridden is the 

very heart of the King Country... and the "aukati" is at length removed, 

and where two Ministers have gone surely anybody may travel. We 

assume that Mr Bryce will at once take some steps for the opening of 

the country."10 

45. It is not surprising that Tāwhiao was distressed and somewhat angered 

by the Governments actions; he had expressed his opposition on many 

occasions. When he received Bryce's notification of Government 

intentions for Kāwhia, he replied: 

" E hoa, māku te tikanga mō Kāwhia,....waiho ki a au te ritenga" 

46. Translated for Bryce by the Native Department as follows. 

"Friend, let me have the control of Kāwhia, leave me to make 

arrangements concerning it...."11 

47. When he later met Bryce at Kāwhia in October 1883 he made a direct 

plea that Kāwhia be left to him and his people: 

                                                 
8  Bryce to Tāwhiao 6 December 1882, MA 23/3, N.O. 82/3673. 
9  Waikato Times 8 February 1883. 
 
10  Auckland Weekly News 10 February 1883. 
11  Tāwhiao to Bryce, 16 December 1882, MA 23/3, N.O. 83/36; Waikato Times 30 December 1882 
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"there were other harbours he might claim; there was the Kaipara, 

there was the Manukau, there were others; but Kāwhia was the last, 

and could it not be left to him alone …..he.... had not been consulted.... 

about the opening of Kāwhia."12 

48. It is therefore understandable that the people of Kāwhia made some 

show of opposition to the arrival of the Pākehā to their harbour. 

However like Ngāti Maniapoto in the hinterland of the King Country, 

they were nervous of going too far, for fear of risking further 

confiscations, however they did make it clear they considered Bryce's 

actions to be deceitful and underhand. Thus when Bryce, Rolleston and 

the surveyors arrived in Kāwhia there was little enthusiasm shown by 

the local people, no powhiri or korero, something remarkable, very 

pointed omissions which made it clear to Bryce that Government people 

were not wanted nor were they welcome. 

49. Tāwhiao himself was not there as Bryce already knew; he had been 

away since December, travelling with many of the Kīngitanga 

leadership throughout the North Island. Tāwhiao later told Bryce: 

"If I had been here when the steamer came, I should have gone 

aboard and asked for harbour dues."13 

50. In his absence Werawera a wife of Tāwhiao went aboard the Stella the 

morning after its arrival. Impressing upon them that Kāwhia was Tainui 

territory and that they should pay the customary toll levied to all 

shipping. Bryce refused to pay. 

51. As the Government work in Kāwhia proceeded, our people became 

more agitated and angry. It must be remembered that over the past 

twenty years our people had learned to distrust the Government deeply; 

the loss of Waikato lands confiscated by the Government, the forced 

removal from those lands and, now, the trickery and deceit with which 

they viewed Bryce's actions did little to allay their concerns. Neither did 

                                                 

12  The Opening of Kāwhia Harbour" Memorandum by the Native Minister, AJHR 1884, Session 1,G-1. 

13  Waikato Times 9 October 1883. 
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Bryce on, nor during, his visit to Kāwhia do anything to allay those 

concerns. He made no speeches of explanation to the tangata whenua. 

In the absence of any Government information, there was much unease 

and suspicion amongst the people. In June 1883 a significant 

Kīngitanga hui was held at which Te Wheoro, Tāwhiao's spokesperson 

said: 

"that the land (Kāwhia) was not in the hands of any save the Māori. 

The harbour is ours, and if they (the Europeans) were told to go they 

must....they did not ask anyone to come here."14 

52. Signs of Pākehā encroachment continued. More buoys were laid out in 

the harbour; the survey of the road from Aotea to Kāwhia crept 

irrevocably closer to Kāwhia until it was only a day away; and in 

September, beacons were erected on the southern of the Kāwhia 

Heads. Our people were dismayed and angered, that the Government 

should carry out such acts in our territory without consultation or 

permission. We viewed such actions as extreme provocation and 

embarked on a program of destruction of what we saw as Government 

symbols of ownership, removing road survey pegs, and two days after 

their erection, the breaking up of the beacons, and the sinking of one of 

the buoys.  

53. Bryce took such actions as rebellion. For our people however this was 

at most a response of protest especially given that Bryce had come 

uninvited and gave no explanations. It was, our people thought, a 

minimal response, one that would impress upon Bryce and the 

Government the depth of feeling and to force the Government to 

declare its intensions.  

54. It was not long before Ngāti Hikairo and the Kīngitanga got its answer, 

although it was not one they would enjoy. Bryce did not come, instead 

he sent his private Secretary Mr Butler. The Kīngitanga leadership took 

this as a deliberate insult by Bryce — they wanted to talk "rangatira to 

rangatira" directly to Bryce.  Private Secretary Butler was sent back to 

                                                 

14  New Zealand Herald, 6 July 1882. 
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Wellington empty handed, although when he ordered the beacons to be 

re-erected he was told by one Kīngitanga leader Tihirahi that: "he could 

not re-erect them without instruction from Tāwhiao."15 

55. Bryce eventually came to Kāwhia again on 3 October 1883 to meet with 

Tāwhiao, and for the first time heard from Tāwhiao himself the reason 

for breaking up the beacons and removing surveyor's pegs: 

"the beacons, what did they mean? What was the object of them? 

Perhaps they implied a taking possession of the land...”.16 

56. Tāwhiao explained: 

"The land belongs to the Maoris and those posts were placed ……If I 

have done wrong it is on my own land."17 

57. Throughout their discussion Tāwhiao tried to impress upon Bryce that in 

traditional and customary terms such acts as the Government had 

carried out, on the land and the sea were fraught with significance and 

the people had no option but to deal with such symbols of aggression in 

a manner they had learned from their ancestors. Therefore it was 

necessary for the Government if it wanted to erect such marks on the 

lands and the sea that it consult with tangata whenua so that 

misunderstandings or offence did not occur: 

"I did not know that the beacons were to be erected... but you did" said 

Tāwhiao. 

"I was for some time ignorant that a road was being surveyed. What I 

wanted was that you should have consulted me. I hold that I have that 

privilege by The Treaty of Waitangi."18 

58. Bryce explained the Government’s position, saying that the Crown 

reserved the right to place buoys and beacons wherever it chose, 

without asking permission of the owners, either Pākehā or Māori and 

                                                 
15  New Zealand Herald, 28 September 1883. 

16  The opening of Kāwhia Harbour Memorandum by The Native Affairs Minister, AJHR, 1884, Session 
1,-G-1; Waikato Times 9 October 1883. 

17  Waikato Times 9 October 1883. 
18  Waikato Times 9 October 1883 



16  

 NGA903/1/296 

that the laying out of Kāwhia harbour with buoys and beacons had 

nothing to do with claiming land: 

"No lands had been taken without payment. The harbour was claimed 

under the sovereignty of the Queen... it was not intended to seize 

land.”19 

59. Our question is how could our people then trust Bryce's word and that 

of the Government when, already surveyors had pegged out plans for a 

road linking Aotea and Kāwhia across their own whenua? Bryce knew 

that Tāwhiao and Ngāti Hikairo would not agree to the sale of any lands 

in Kāwhia. But Bryce had already made up his mind before coming to 

Kāwhia.  

60. When Bryce came to Kāwhia he did not come alone. Rather he was 

accompanied by 114 troops under the command of Major Tuke. Their 

task was to ensure the protection of newly erected beacons and survey 

pegs. Two redoubts were established on the shores of Kāwhia harbour. 

However, Bryce made it clear the principal reason for the troop's 

presence in Kāwhia "to produce a beneficial effect on the Māori mind in 

the furtherance of law and order."20 

61. Once again our people were forced to watch a military force occupy and 

establish a post on their land. 

62. What needs to be kept in mind is that Bryce in coming to Kāwhia at this 

time was also in the midst of the Te Rohe Pōtae negotiations in 1883. 

All of these events at Kāwhia put a lot of pressure on Ngāti Hikairo. 

63. Our korero is that clearly there was no choice for Tāwhiao and our 

people. To actively resist the intrusion of the military was to invite again 

the bitter experience of further confiscations. To lose Kāwhia the final 

resting place of the Tainui Waka and the traditional homelands of the 

people of Tainui would indeed be a great loss.  

                                                 
19  The Opening of Kāwhia Harbour, Memorandum by The Native Minister, AJHR, 1884, Session 1 6-1 

Waikato Times 9 October 1883. 

20  The Opening of Kāwhia Harbour, Memorandum by the Minister of Native Affairs, AJHR 1884, 
Session 1, G-1. 
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64. A year later Tāwhiao and the Kīngitanga took all the grievances of his 

people and those of other tribes to England to lay them before Queen 

Victoria in whose name so much had taken place despite guarantees 

given in the Treaty of Waitangi. It was to no avail. Tāwhiao did not see 

the Queen, although there was great sympathy for his plight in London. 

The British Government referred his petition back to the New Zealand 

Government explaining to Tāwhiao that since granting responsible 

government to the colonies, all Māori matters must be dealt with by the 

Colonial Government. 

65. So the township at Kāwhia remained, as did the markers in the harbour. 

The Government had made its point using the threat of military force. In 

January 1884, the first sections of its Pouewe purchase were auctioned 

for a profit of some £4000. 

66. The Kīngitanga had been established in an effort to stem the tide of 

further land loss. In a ceremonial gesture all the lands in the region had 

been vested in the name of the head of the new Kīngitanga movement 

under his protection for and on behalf of the people. It was thought that 

if the King as the sole protector of the lands the chances of further land 

sales could be halted. The potential impact of a united Māori voice 

opposing the Governments land settlement objectives could have only 

served to accelerate tensions, particularly in Te Wherowhero's own 

territory.  

67. Kāwhia lands were part of the lands throughout the region "gifted" 

vested in the name of Pōtatau for his protection. Indeed it was at 

Tahāroa (southern side of Kāwhia Harbour) that the chiefs met and 

agreed, encapsulated in the saying: "Tuku mana, Tuku tangata, Tuku 

whenua". 

68. The land was first given to Pōtatau for him to hold on behalf of the 

people. Ngāti Hikairo gave the land to Pōtatau to be under his mana, 

the mana of the King. The first gift was to Pōtatau when he was King, 

and the second was to Tāwhiao when he was King, the latter was prior 

to the Waikato War. The second gift was made by Waikato and Ngāti 
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Hikairo and Te Kihirini (a.k.a Te Kanawa) was the spokesman; a deed 

of gift was signed by both. The document was lost. 

69. Years later in entering into Te Pitihana, Ngāti Hikairo again saw the 

collective of the five iwi as the best way of maintaining Ngāti Hikairo 

independence and wider iwi relationships and to keep the Government 

at bay.  I believe that the opening of Kāwhia harbour in 1883 was a very 

significant factor as to why Ngāti Hikairo joined Te Pitihana. 

70. Our chiefs sought the best position to allow the iwi to continue to 

maintain its independence and to control iwi affairs.  Hōne Te One and 

the iwi knew that if the iwi went alone they would have less chance of 

success.   

71. We understand that in 1883 the Crown and the iwi of Te Rohe Pōtae 

had agreed to allow the survey of the railway through Te Rohe Pōtae.  

In return the Crown would support and recognise the self-governance of 

the iwi in the region.  The terms of the petition of June 1883 set out 

some key ways in which the Pākehā laws would have to be changed if 

the iwi were to apply them in Te Rohe Pōtae.  From late 1883 our iwi 

expressly supported those agreements. 

Conclusion 

72. For Ngāti Hikairo what must always be borne in mind is that our 

becoming the fifth iwi of Te Pitihana or Te Ōhākī Tapu needs to be 

understood in terms of the Crown’s intrusion into and opening up of 

Kāwhia and also our strong allegiances to the Kīngitanga. The opening 

of Kāwhia put a lot of pressure on the iwi and it led to our joining the 

collective through Te Pitihana rather than going it alone as an iwi. We 

believe that the Crown made agreements with the four iwi and later 

Ngāti Hikairo.  At the heart of the agreements made between the Crown 

and the iwi of Te Rohe Pōtae from 1883 to 1885 was the protection of 

our self-governance and our way of life.  

73. Given the Crown’s intrusion into Kāwhia, Ngāti Hikairo looked to Te 

Pitihana as a means to protect us. Protection of our self-governance 

and way of life was imperative for our survival.   
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74. The korero I grew up with was that there was, however, a feeling 

among Ngāti Hikairo that our rangatira were caught between a rock and 

a hard place. They did not want to be seen as breaking from their 

commitment to Tāwhiao but they also sought to be part of Te Ōhākī 

Tapu. That was the korero of my grandparents about the tension for 

Ngāti Hikairo of being staunchly allied to the Kīngitanga as well as Te 

Pitihana. 

75. Our experience of the Kīngitanga is that it has never been about 

ursurping rangatira control over our local and iwi affairs. In fact the 

Kīngitanga has been very supportive of Te Pitihana and pursued it with 

the Crown. For example, the Kīngitanga publications of the late 1940s 

which our tupuna Tita Wetere was involved in drafting. These 

documents from King Koroki to the Crown clearly shows the support 

from the Kīngitanga for Te Pitihana. 
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