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RESPONSES to Questions for Thomas Moke 

1 Forcibly or assertively.? 

Firstly I would say using the word assertively as opposed to forcibly is really a matter 

of perspective. For Kawhia Maori experiencing the arrival of Bryce with armed 

soldiers uninvited and unwanted left no doubt that the use of force against them 

was indeed a real. Bryce himself had said as much should they resist his intrusion.  

Tawhiao opposed any Crown involvement in Kawhia and the reputation of Native 

Affairs Minister Bryce and his use of military force at Parihaka in 1881, left them in 

no doubt military actions upon “dissident Maori” was real.   

The Waikato Times report 12 December 1882 quote 

““Many of the Maori’s are very indignant at the idea the Government officials going 

there (to Kawhia) – they say...that Mr Bryce is trying to drive then into a war, and 

that has been his intention all along.... they will  greatly resent any European 

occupation of Kawhia....” 

2.1 Tawhiao had proclaimed the Rohe Potae as an exclusive region, his domain, for his 

rule and to the exclusion of European influence. It was a view agreed to by other 

Rohe Potae leaders, however,  mounting pressure from the Government escalated upon the 

arrival on the scene of Bryce left them in no doubt that to continue resistance would be to risk 

the same fate as had befallen Waikato and Taranaki. The only option open to them was a 

negotiated agreement that would give the Crown entry to the King Country, but would allow 

Rohe Potae lands for the most part to be retained in Maori hands.  
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3.1  I accept and acknowledge that a party of local Maori met with Bryce and Rolleston’s party upon 

their arrival in Kawhia, however in true tikanga terms showing just minor acknowledgement 

such as this is symbolic gesture intended to show contempt. That Tawhiao was not present 

further cast doubt in the eyes of Maori as to Bryce’s mana and that he indeed chose to come 

with a force in the knowledge that Tawhiao wasn’t there.   

The demand that Bryce pay harbour dues was a clear and unequivocal statement of such and 

is again a symbolic gesture. 

3.2 I disagree with the notion that there were few people in Kawhia at the time of Bryce’s arrival. 

It may well have been the case that few people actually greeted Bryce’s party, however again 

in tikanga terms, that Tawhiao was absent and Bryce knew, the people would have had a 

disdainful view of his arrival viewing that he lacked the mana to face “kanohi ki te kanohi” with 

Tawhiao. To send just a small party aboard his vessel and one led by a women is a symbolic 

gesture of disdain. Further the primary purpose of that small party was to ask for payment of 

harbour dues is again a show of disdain and disapproval at Bryce’s arrival. 

Further the people would have been reluctant to appear before Bryce, knowing their leaders 

were absent. 

4. That Bryce wrote to Tawhiao in Dec 1882 is correct however, Bryce may have advised 

Tawhiao but there was no consultation, Bryce’s letter was to inform him of Crown intentions. I 

do not agree that Tawhiao accepted or even agreed with Bryce’s intentions or even recognised 

those intentions as valid. Tawhiao had maintained his position and indeed on 9 October 1883, 

Tawhiao old Bryce directly  

“ I have a title...the Treaty of Waitangi.” 

 



5.          Bryce made it clear the principal reason for the troop’s presence in Kawhia. 

 “to produce a beneficial effect on the Maori mind in the furtherance of law and order.”1 

I would suggest strongly Bryce’s view here indicates clearly there would be no toleration of 

opposition. That fact that there was, suggests strongly that Bryce’s statement in this 

memorandum indeed it was viewed as rebellion.  

 

6.   I refer to the word “possibility” A reasonable assumption given previous military actions towards  

Maori opposition elsewhere. Land Wars and  confiscations in Waikato, Taranaki, Tauranga.  

A flour mill and several houses including one belonging to Tawhiao were hurriedly dismantled 

before the Government surveyors arrived. A Herald reporter asked what the rush was for, was 

told that: 

“The mill was removed to prevent Mr Bryce from confiscating it.”2  

What other view could locals have in the absence of any other information.? 

 

6.2 Kawhia was largely isolated from European influence at the time and therefore it 

would have been highly unlikely Kawhia Maori knew of such statutory changes that 

may have addressed the halting of further land confiscations. Even if they knew, 

such was the level of distrust towards the Government, they would have dismissed it 

as yet more Government trickery. 
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