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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

My name is Morehu McDonald. | am a lecturer and an
historian with Bachelor of Arts and Master of Arts (Hons)
degrees in history from Auckland University. As part of my
master's degree, | completed a research paper entitled
‘Rewi Manga Maniapoto: A Study in the Changing
Strategies of Nineteenth Century Maori Political
Leadership’* My research examined the reasons for the
establishment of the Kingitanga, the British military
invasion of the Waikato, and the role that Rewi played in
establishing an independent sovereign Maori nation under
the Kingitanga. Much of the evidence in this brief of
evidence is drawn from my master’'s thesis and so it is
attached to this brief of evidence and marked “A”

| have been involved in preparing and presenting research
reports and oral history reports for the Waitangi Tribunal
and the Crown Forestry Rental Trust for Treaty of Waitangi
claims for about 10 years.

| am the Chairperson and Lead Negotiator for the Ngati
Hinerangi lwi, which is in the process of negotiating the
settlement of their historical Treaty claims with the Crown. |
am also a member of the Tainui Chairs Forum, which
regularly meets with King Tuheitia to discuss Tainui tribal
affairs. | am a trustee of the Ngati Mahuta Pepepe Land
Trust and a number of Ngati Hinerangi blocks within the
Matamata and Tauranga regions.

THE REASON FOR THIS TREATY CLAIM

4.

| am a member of the Rapata whanau of Kihikihi and Te
Awamutu. My Grandmother was Tata Rapata of Ngati
Ingoa, Ngati Ngutu and Ngati Paretekawa. She married
Morehu Rawiri of Ngati Hinerangi from Okauia in
Matamata.

When | was a child my Mother, Heeni Rawiri, often told me
that it was my duty to recover the land that was taken
unjustly by the Crown from her mother's whanau, hapu,
and iwi.

My Mother told me that her mother said that they had been
made landless as a result of their tribal lands being
confiscated by the Crown in the aftermath of the Waikato
Land Wars. The land was taken because her people
fought against the British in defence of their homelands,
and as punishment for their support of the Kingitanga.

! Thesis presented in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the degree of Master
of Arts, by Brian Morehu McDonald, University of Auckland, 1977.
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THE PURPOSE OF THIS BRIEF OF EVIDENCE

7. With this brief of evidence, | show that our tupuna fought
the Pakeha in self-defence. Rewi Manga Maniapoto
(“Rewi”) was not the aggressor. Rather, he and those who
fought with him were merely reacting to the transgressions
of the Pakeha. Since the Pakeha were in the wrong, the
raupatu of our lands was also wrong.

8. The purpose of this brief of evidence is to show that the
Kingitanga was formed in the interests of Maori
nationalism. Although the protection of Maori land was
central to the Kingitanga, it is my evidence that the land
issue was a sub-set of the main issue — mana Maori
motuhake. It is no accident that the Kingitanga’s coat of
arms brandishes the words “mana motuhake”. In my brief
of evidence, | focus on the actions and words of Rewi
during and after the war years because | believe that he
embodied this nationalistic cause.

9. The maintenance of sovereignty is inherent in the brand of
nationalism practised by Rewi and the Kingitanga. The
growth and longevity of the Kingitanga is testimony to the
maintenance of Maori nationalism and Maori sovereignty.

WHAKAPAPA

10. The Rapata whanau belong to Ngati Ingoa, Ngati Ngutu
and Ngati Paretekawa, all hapu of Ngati Maniapoto. Ngati
Ingoa are also of Tainui descent. Attached and marked “B”
is my whakapapa from Maniapoto and Ingoa.

11. Ngati Ingoa descends from our tupuna, Ingoa, who was
the younger brother of Te Kanawa, the paramount chief of
Ngati Maniapoto.

12. Ngati Ingoa are closely associated by whakapapa with

Ngati Paretekawa in Kihikihi, Ngati Ngawaero of Kopua
and Ngati Ngutu in the Kakepuku and Kawa region.

Ngati Ingoa history and mana whenua

13. With regard to the history and whakapapa of Ngati Ingoa, |
refer the Tribunal to the brief of evidence of my
whanaunga, Hari Rapata.

WAR AND RAUPATU

Debunking the aggressor myth

14. Many Pakeha historians such as Norris,”> Gorst,® Rusden,’
Cowan,’ Craig,® Wallis,” Miller,® Rickard,’ Rutherford,*

% A Norris, ‘Armed Settlers, 1864-1874’, page 39
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Paterson,’* McMillan,** Sinclair,*®* Ward ** and Clark,"
have portrayed Rewi as a fire-brand trouble-maker, whose
ultimate goal was to drive the Pakeha into the sea. In
doing so, Rewi (and the Kingitanga) has been painted as
the aggressor. The purpose of this historical mischief-
making was the justification of Pakeha aggression against
the Kingitanga. Another purpose was to denigrate Rewi as
a leader by commonly depicting him as a malevolent Maori
rebel, with little political acumen or diplomacy.

15. In my evidence, | will show that there were many
dimensions to Rewi's leadership. He was a dedicated
advocate of Maori nationalism. His purpose was to have
Maori remain a strong and independent people. And he
would do this by defending his people against the ruthless
ambitions of European colonialism. Because if anything,
Rewi was a political realist. He was fully aware of the influx
of British troops, arms and ammunition through the port of
Auckland during the late 1850s and early 1860s. Rewi was
aware of the militarism that was inherent in the Crown’s
construction of forts, blockhouses, redoubts, and roads in
and around the tribal lands. He knew what this military
build-up meant for his people and so his leadership
became focused on countering European aggression and
preparing for war in the defence of his homelands.

16. Rewi’s political strategy was relatively pragmatic. He would
preserve tribal lands from invasion by supporting the Tainui
people and their Taranaki allies. If European aggression
could be stopped in Taranaki and in the Waikato, Ngati
Maniapoto would remain secure. Rewi’s political strategy
included the unification of Maori against the British forces.
The vehicle for unification would be the Kingitanga
because it was the only institution that could leave old and
debilitating rivalries behind. Despite being ensconced in
the Waikato, the Kingitanga was not tribally oriented.
Rather its orientation was nationalistic so it could include
all Maori threatened by British imperialism.

% JE Gorst, ‘The Maori King’, London, 1864, page 95, page 184

* GW Rusden, History of New Zealand, Vol 2°, London, 1883, page 131

® J Cowan, ‘The New Zealand Wars, Vol 1, Wellington, 1922-3, page 237

® D Craig, ‘South of the Aukati Line’ Te Kuiti, 1962, page 44

"M Wallis, ‘Maori Leaders in War’, (M.A. Thesis), 1934, page 111

® M Miller, ‘Race Conflict in New Zealand’, 1814-65, Sydney, 1966, page 99, page
114

% LS Rickard, ‘Wiremu Tamihana’, page 86, page 87

1% 3 Rutherford, ‘Sir George Grey’, page 486

L A Paterson, ‘The Maori Problem, 1852-63, O.U, 1973, page 340

2N McMillan, ‘Gustavas Ferdinand Von Tempsky’, page 13

3 K Sinclair, Origins of the Maori Wars’, Wellington, 1961, page 253

1 A'Ward, ‘A Show of Justice’, page 99, page 158

' P Clark, ‘Prophet of Peace — Te Ua & Pai Marire’, 1862-66, A.U. 1974, page 64,
page 75



Tribal Background

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Manga — later called Rewi Maniapoto — was born in 1807.
He was of both Waikato and Ngati Maniapoto descent. He
belonged to the Ngati Paretekawa hapu of Ngati
Maniapoto. His mother was Pareheke, and his father was
Kawhia, also known as Te Ngohi. A copy of the Waikato-
Maniapoto genealogical table illustrating Rewi Maniapoto’s
whakapapa is attached and marked “C”.

During the mid-seventeenth century, fighting broke out
between the iwi of Ngati Toa and Ngati Maniapoto
intensified over claims to lands in the Kawhia district. The
feuding would eventually facilitate the formation of the
Kingitanga. By the end of the eighteenth century, the
feuding developed into full scale war. On one side there
were Ngati Maniapoto and the Waikato peoples and on the
other side stood Ngati Raukawa and Ngati Toa. The
decisive battle took place at Hingakaka near Ohaupo. It
resulted in the defeat of Ngati Toa and their Raukawa,
Taranaki and East Coast allies by the combined Waikato-
Maniapoto forces. During the battle, Maniapoto warriors
deployed the famous kawau maro battle formation in a
decisive action that won the day against overwhelming
odds. The name Hingakaka is a reference to the many
chiefs who fell in battle, adorned with the red feathers of
the kaka. This, in turn, is a reference to the significance of
the battle to the country as a whole.

It is my evidence that the success had by the combined
Waikato-Maniapoto forces at Hingakaka facilitated their re-
combination decades later against the British. More
importantly however, the national scale of Hingakaka was
such that in essence it was a civil war. Accordingly the
Waikato-Maniapoto victory facilitated acceptance by other
iwi of a Waikato-based king when the kingship was touted
around the country during the late 1850s.

Between 1819 and 1820, full scale war erupted again
between the Ngati Toa/Raukawa group and Waikato-
Maniapoto. At war's end, Ngati Toa and Ngati Raukawa
were forced to give up their lands and this lead to an
important re-shuffling of boundaries in the Kawhia and
upper Waikato area. But as one result, Ngati Maniapoto
hapu were now placed in a fortuitously strategic position.
Their new territories would soon be the focus of
commercial and missionary activity at Kawhia harbour,
Otawhao (Te Awamutu), Kihikihi, Te Mawhai and Orakau.

Moreover, the war further cemented the relationship
between the Waikato and Maniapoto people that was
forged at Hingakaka (and previously). So when invasion by
the British loomed some 40 years later, the necessary
cohesion and understanding between the iwi was already
well established.



Rewi’s Formative Years

22. The essence of traditional Maori leadership was closely
concerned with the maintenance of tribal territory from
outside encroachment. Important too was the preservation
of mana and the preservation of allied whanau and hapu
political units. Rangatira such as Rewi were also focussed
on the protection of tribal access to strategic economic and
food producing resources. Proficiency in war, oratory skills,
knowledge of genealogies and tribal history were essential
gualities that were also instilled in Rewi.

23. According to Maniapoto tikanga, political leadership was
held by males of aristocratic status who were courageous
and skilled in war, competent in administration and had a
deep concern for tribal welfare. Most importantly, rangatira
had to have the personality of a leader.

24. These features of Rewi's leadership tutelage counter the
one-dimensional war-monger image popularly portrayed by
the Pakeha leadership he opposed, the media of his day
and by historians since. My evidence is that the rigorous
leadership training Rewi underwent from mentors such as
Potatau Te Wherowhero, Peehi Tukorehu and others
meant that he was the consummate political-warrior leader
by the time history came knocking on his door.

25. But Rewi’'s formative years were substantially affected by
developments that would round out his set of leadership
skills. As he grew up and progressed to manhood, Rewi
saw the coming of the white man, musket wars, missionary
zeal, the end of slavery, the end of cannibalism, disease,
epidemics, technological advances, agricultural
transformation, a revolution in transportation and pre-
occupation with trade. By the time Rewi became the King
movement’s war leader, he had lived through 4 or 5
decades of profound Pakeha influence. This experience
added further dimensions to his leadership by increasing
his understanding of the Pakeha world and the colonial
desire for expansion.

The Forces of Change

26. Initially, Ngapuhi of Northland were responsible for much of
the diffusion of European ideas, agricultural methods and
technology to Waikato-Maniapoto Maori during the early
1800’s.'°

27. The Waikato tribes were first exposed to the power of
European technology when in February 1822, Hongi Hika
led his Ngapuhi forces to attack the Waikato tribes

18 A. Clark, ‘The introduction of European food crops into Waikato 1800-22’, TAJHS,
Vol. 8, No. 1, page 3.



28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

harbouring in Matakitaki Pa. Many of the 5,000-6000
Waikato people in the pa were slaughtered by musket fire.
The survivors fled to the Upper Waikato and Mokau area to
take refuge amongst their Ngati Maniapoto kin. Whilst
there, the Waikato tribes resolved to acquire muskets of
their own.

Envoys were soon sent north to trade flax for firearms.
From 1824 onwards, there was a rapid acceleration in the
acquisition of muskets and this increased further with the
arrival of European traders.

In the early 1830s, just as the missionaries were beginning
to probe the Waikato-Maniapoto region, European traders
penetrated inland to the Upper Waikato and Waipa Valley.
Their trade in muskets with local Maori made them a target
and they were repeatedly attacked by Ngapuhi.

The Ngapuhi attacks wrought significant change. They
changed population demographics so that when the first
missionaries arrived in Otawhao in 1833, the population of
the area was significantly higher with displaced Maori from
far and wide living there alongside tangata whenua. But by
virtue of its huge population, Otawhao was now the focus
of Waikato-Maniapoto political power.

Traditionally, Maori had a season for warfare.*’ This was
between November when the food crops had been planted
and early autumn, when they had to be harvested.
However the Ngapuhi incursions upset the order of
seasonal warfare. Also, prior to the nineteenth century, the
scale of warfare was limited so that there were relatively
fewer casualties and little territorial change. This too would
change as the wholesale displacement of peoples became
a feature of the new fighting and mass Killings.

An additional outcome of the Ngapuhi attacks was the
arms race that ensued. Only when Waikato-Maniapoto was
saturated with muskets, was it considered safe enough to
return to abandoned tribal lands.

One dire outcome of the arms race was the drop in
agricultural production as iwi and hapu focused moreso on
harvesting flax than they did on harvesting food. Normally
balanced diets gave way to subsistence living. The years
of harvesting flax from the damp swampy areas it grew in
adversely affected the health of those engaged in toil that
seemed never-ending. But by the time fighting against
Taranaki was at its height in about 1831, the ratio of
muskets to fighting men in Waikato-Maniapoto had risen
from 1:14 in 1824 to 1:2 in 1831.*°

" A Vadya, ‘Maori Warfare’,
'8 A Clark, ‘Commercial Penetration of Waikato’, pp. 12-13
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34.

The technological innovation of the musket conditioned
Maori leadership to change and readjustment. Fighting
strategies, field tactics and structural defences of fortified
positions were altered to accommodate the new weapon.
This lead to a new kind of leader. Those who could best
adapt to and utilise the new technology.

Missionaries and the Appearance of ‘Civilisation’

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

In 1834, the first Church Missionary Society inland mission
station was established at Mangapouri near the confluence
of the Waipa and Puniu Rivers. Soon the CMS had
established a mission station at Otawhao. Also in 1834, a
Wesleyan mission was established at Kawhia and by 1840,
the Roman Catholics were at Rangiaowhia. Attached and
marked “D” is a map of the mission stations and Maori
villages in the Waipa from 1833-1846.

Whereas the early traders never tried to influence Maori
societal or cultural norms, the missionaries on the other
hand considered it their “divine duty” to transform the
Maori. They zealously set about assimilating Maori into
Western civilisation through education, agricultural training
and orthodox Christianity.

Undoubtedly, the Christian influence brought many
benefits. Schools, churches, farms and mills were built.
Many Maori could now read and write and there was a
level of economic prosperity. However, at the same time,
there was uncertainty and distrust of the Europeans. The
goal of destroying Maori social and cultural institutions did
not go unnoticed. Eventually Waikato-Maniapoto Maori
would react against the cultural imperialism that was
distorting them and reject the missionaries and
westernisation outright.

When Maori refused to submit to European domination, the
most vocal Europeans calling for their forcible subjugation
were the missionaries. Some even became government
spies and informers thereby aiding and abetting the
Crown’s ambition of territorial conquest.

Rewi and others witnessed the duplicity of many of their
Christian fathers. The distrust and suspicion they
harboured was eventually vindicated. However what was
alarming was that if the missionaries’ could about-face,
there was no doubt that the Crown was also capable of
doing so.

Maori Nationalism — A Reinterpretation

40.

It has been suggested by some historians that the
motivating force for the creation of Maori nationalism is the
increase in interest in education after 1858 and the
renewed interest in Christianity that spurred a conscious

8



41.

42.

43.

44.

attempt to develop an identity and maintain control over
their future.™ Such explanations are rejected.

Maori nationalism in the form of the Kingitanga movement
became focussed on the Waikato region where Maori
retained their independence and self-determination, where
greater secular progress had been made, where their
mortality rate was lower and where relatively less land had
was sold to the Pakeha.” In finding rational and logical
explanations for the rise of Maori nationalism, historians
have mainly focussed their attention on easily identifiable
external societal and structural forms and conditions rather
than human values, attitudes and emotions.”* Thus the
picture portrayed by most European historians of
European-Maori colonial conflicts is not that of a desperate
struggle on the part of the Maori to defend house and
home from invasion and foreign domination, but rather a
somewhat romantic game.?

European historians have posited a romanticised view of
the Maori approach to war with the Pakeha, in that “the
Maori had his own code of war, the essence of which was
a fair fight on a day and place fixed by appointment, which
the best and the bravest men should win”.?® It is no
surprise that the author of this comment should conclude
that:

it can be said of the Maori Wars, as of few others,
that ultimately they had a happy ending. Pakeha
and Maori now live and work together in perfect
harmony, for... they are all New Zealanders.*

It is my contention that the most vital contribution to
nationalism comes from intangibles such as the restoration
of self-respect, the building of morale, the stimulation of
social solidarity and the venting of fears of real and
potential threats. Nationalism thus is said to make a claim
on the total personality of the individual, on emotions and
sentiments as well as their reason, on internal values as
well as external behaviour. It further invokes a particularly
intense bond, loyalty and attachment to one’s land or
territory which when threatened by outside forces, comes
to symbolise the epitome of their people hood and culture.

There are two other essential corollaries to Maori
nationalism. These are the doctrines and ideologies of self

¥ K.R. Howe, ‘Missionaries, Maoris and ‘Civilisation’ in the Upper Waikato, 1833-
1863. A Study in Culture Contact with special reference to the attitudes of the Rev.
John Morgan of Otawhao, M.A., A.U. 1970.

9 bid., page 187

L For example, K Sinclair, “The Origins of the Maori Wars’, page 78.
2T Gibson, The Maori Wars, 1974, Reeds

2 |bid.
% |bid



45.

46.

determination and patriotism. In the debates in the United
Nations on the Covenants of Human Rights, the right of
self determination has frequently been considered the
foundation on which all other rights rest. Self determination
denied, it is said, and no other right can be secure.?®
Similarly patriotism, the aggressive defence from and
rejection of alien intrusion or rule is based on cultural
needs which aim to secure and maintain a people’s rights
to its own territory and human resources. Both well-being
and socio-economic development, furthermore, are
considered unattainable in the shadow of imperialism. Only
when the national identity is safely entrusted to indigenous
control, and not alien hands, is it possible to move
confidently ahead on the path which leads to wealth,
strength, collective security and modernisation.”®

Nationalism for Maori implied what nationalism meant for
European countries in the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries i.e. “nation — ism”, the process by which a
cultural nation becomes a political state. It is held that
every national culture must be a state in embryo. Political
unification thus is seen as a necessary objective.?’

Colonialism meant the certain destruction of Maori political
and cultural independence, the forcible imposition of alien
domination, and the crippling effects of dependency. The
most important point in Maori history was reached when
Maori nationalism confronted European imperialism and
colonialism — and essentially it was to be a struggle for
supremacy between two civilisations. Maori defended the
concept of freedom and independence from alien
subjugation, while the European advanced the concept of
‘white  supremacy’, territorial expansion, economic
exploitation and political domination.

The Maori King Movement — Strategy for a Threatened Society

47.

48.

The formation of the Maori King Movement was a reaction
of Waikato-Maniapoto Maori to European expansionism
and it sought to secure independence. The Kingitanga was
born out of an era of anxiety and crisis, where instead of
being hopeful in terms of prosperity and progress, Maori
increasingly felt uneasiness and dread about the loss of
lands. During the 1850s, Maori-European relations began
to strain. By the late 1850’s, Maori distrust of the settlers
and their government had grown and issues over land had
intensified. Essentially, these were the concerns that would
lead to the establishment of the Kingitanga.

It was in this context that Rewi Maniapoto would emerge,
representing disenfranchised Maori eager to compensate

% |bid.
®pg7

*" R Emerson, ‘Nationalism and Political Development’, page 89.
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for their feelings of displacement at the hands of the
Europeans through a surge in new political ideas,
consciousness and radicalism.

49. Rewi Maniapoto was an exponent of Maori nationalism and
acted as kaiwhakahaere for the King. He signed an edict
by the King’'s Runanga in 1859 announcing to the colonial
government that no European magistrates were to be
permitted within the Kingitanga’s territory, that no native
was to be imprisoned by the Governor and no roads were
to be opened within their territory.?® One of his outstanding
qualities was his skill as an orator. Throughout his political
life, he would rely on this ability.

50. According to perhaps his most devout adversary, J.E.
Gorst, Government agent in the Upper Waikato,

He [Rewi] was neither to be bribed, cajoled nor
coaxed into pursuing any other object than the
advance of Maori nationality.*

51. Attempts by European politicians and historians alike to
discredit Rewi’s true worth as a politician have propagated
the erroneous belief that he did not support the King
Movement in its initial beginnings and that he only became
active in political affairs in order to provoke war between
Maori and European. The extension of this simplistic view
would have us believe that he had no political motivation
other than the love of war and the ambition to become a
fighting chief. The historical record discounts this.

52. Rewi was recognised as a man of great importance in
Waikato-Maniapoto society. He was approached by Wi
Tako and Matene Te Whiwhi, the two men who originally
conceived of the King Movement, to take it up and bring it
to full fruition. The outbreak of war in Taranaki in 1860
would test the King Movement’s resolve and political unity
but it would also promote Rewi’s rise in the King
Movement.

53. In the following statement by Rewi, his concept of Maori
nationalism is made clear and so is his commitment to
achieving it:*

| objected because | saw that there could not be
two chiefs for one house, or two captains for one
ship. | said: “Let us fight the Europeans and if they
kill us all, let them take our lands.”

54. It is clearly revealed that Rewi had long since accepted the
inevitabilities of conflict between Maori and European. This

2 AJH.R., E-N0.9., 1862, p.6., J.E. Gorst, May 28.
2 M Wallis, ‘Maori Leaders in War’, M.A. Thesis, 1934, p.122
%9 C.W. Vennell, Such Things Were’, page 62.
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is also shown by his reaction to Wiremu Nera’s pro-Pakeha
speech at Paetai in 1858 where Nera condemned the idea
of a Maori King. Rewi angrily flung the Maori flag at the
foot of the Union Jack thus symbolising the subjection
which Nera was advocating.*

55. Rewi made persistent predictions of conflict and war
between Maori and Pakeha. However his prophetic
warnings and his rhetoric of conflict revived among Maori
the none-too-distant memories of inter-tribal fighting and
the accompanying disasters of war.

56. As an institution to resolve conflict, warfare had been
discredited and undermined by the doctrines of peace
espoused by the missionaries. Therefore, when Rewi
came to predict conflict and even war as the logical
outcome of deteriorating Maori-European relations, many
Maori were quick to regard such a view as emanating from
a man eager to create discord between the races for his
own ambitions. Such beliefs were duly fanned by
nineteenth century politicians who sought to create in Rewi
Maniapoto a convenient political scapegoat in whom they
could project their own hostile intentions and place the
responsibility for war.

57. Rewi’s predictions of war did not make him a war-monger.
Rather, the war prediction illustrates his political realism.
War in Taranaki came as no surprise to him. It merely
confirmed all that he had been saying since the King’'s
inception in 1858.

Spark of War - the First Taranaki War, 1860-1861

58. Te Atiawa chief, Wiremu Kingi, had rightly rejected the
proposed sale of the Waitara lands by his nephew Te
Teira. Despite this, surveying of the disputed Waitara
Purchase continued which Wiremu King opposed using
non-violent tactics such as the obstruction of surveyor
parties and pulling up their pegs. For the European settlers
who had been hemmed into the New Plymouth settlement
and denied access to the rich lands held by Wiremu Kingi
and his people, this was intolerable and they pressured the
Governor to provide a military solution to the Waitara
dispute.

59. On 17 March 1860, the Pakeha settlers got what they had
asked for with the assault by the 65™ Imperial British
Regiment and Colonial forces on Wiremu Kingi and his
people at Te Kohia pa. This signalled the outbreak of the
First Taranaki war.

60. Soon after the fighting began at Waitara, an Atiawa envoy
was despatched to enlist the support of the King

% M Wallis, ‘Maori Leaders in War’, M.A. Thesis, 1934, p.122
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61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

Movement. At a meeting held in Ngaruawahia, Kingite
leaders debated the issue. Ngati Maniapoto leaders spoke
in favour of supporting Wi Kingi whereas others, such as
Wiremu Tamihana, preached non-intervention. Rewi called
a meeting of his own tribe to decide whether they would
join the fight. It was decided that a deputation should
proceed to Taranaki to investigate. Upon its return, Rewi’s
council acquired King Potatau’s ascent to their desire to
aid Wiremu Kingi and his people.

Rewi and Epiha of Ngati Mahuta lead a force of mainly
Ngati Maniapoto. Upon arrival at Waitara, they went
immediately into action at Puketakauere Pa. Their
involvement there helped bring about a decisive victory for
the Maori forces.

It was important for Rewi and the Kingitanga to become
engaged in Taranaki because of the proximity of Kingi’s
tribe, Te Atiawa, to Rewi’s tribe. If Kingi and Te Atiawa
were to fall, the southern-most Ngati Maniapoto lands
would be endangered. To have ignored Kingi in his
struggle against the settlers would have left Rewi isolated
and without allies when it was his turn to face the brunt to
European expansion. Furthermore, Te Atiawa’s pleas for
assistance gave Rewi the opportunity to work to preserve
the collective security of his own territory by containing the
spread of colonialism in Taranaki.

Furthermore, Rewi fought in the Taranaki because Maori
had no hope of obtaining justice by conventional means
and because the extermination of all Maori was the
prevalent European goal.

After 12 separate engagements between March 1860 and
March 1861, the fighting in Taranaki ended just as
inconclusively as it had begun. Tamihana declared the
award of the truce as follows:

Waikato back to Waikato. Atiawa away to
Mataitawa. Ngati Ruanui return to your home. Let
the soldiers return to Taranaki. As for the Waitara,
leave it for the Law to Protect.*?

Rewi was amenable to a peaceful settlement of the
dispute. He had no desire to fight just for the sake of it.
However he did want justice to prevail in relation to the
Waitara dispute.®

The death of Potatau Te Wherowhero in 1860 saw the
appointment of his son Matutaera as king. As it turned out,
the passing of Potatau Te Wherowhero would facilitate
Rewi’s rise in power within the King Movement.

% 3. Cowan, ‘New Zealand Wars’, page 148.

#pog
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67. During the Taranaki wars, Rewi invoked a traditional Maori
military strategy of defensive-positional warfare tailored
specifically against the Pakeha. An example of this is the
tactic of having a Maori group hide in a pa to attract British
troops, attack the exposed troops and then retreat just in
time to escape capture. However, the great weakness of
this lay in the building of fixed fortifications that could be
invested and attacked. And the British soon adapted to this
style of fighting. The weaknesses of this military strategy
were quickly perceived by Rewi and so he would
eventually adopt a new military counter-strategy - guerrilla
warfare. Rewi applied this counter-strategy to great effect,
when soon after Cameron began his invasion of the
Waikato, Rewi led his men into the Hunua Ranges to carry
out a guerrilla campaign behind Cameron’s lines. Rewi’s
initiative was to hold up the General's advance for at least
three months.*

68. At the end of the Taranaki wars, many Maori assumed that
the danger had passed, with Grey being reinstated as
Governor. However, Rewi was sceptical about this period
of peace. Instead he wanted the European government to
admit their error and restore Waitara to its lawful Maori
owners.

69. Rewi’'s military and political intervention in the Waitara
dispute was vindicated by the findings of the 1927 Royal
Commission on the Waitara Purchase and the causes of
the Taranaki War. The Commission would state that:

a. It is clear from the facts ascertained by the
Governor and the Native Minister that Teira was
not entitled to sell the Waitara Block without the
consent of Wiremu Kingi and his people.

b. When martial law was proclaimed in Taranaki and
the Natives informed that military operations were
about to be undertaken against them, Kingi and
Te Atiawa were not in rebellion against the
Queen’s sovereignty. And when they were driven
from their lands, their pas destroyed, their homes
set fire to, and their cultivations laid waste, they
were not rebels and they had not committed any
crime.

C. The Maori were treated as rebels and war was
declared against them before they had engaged in
rebellion of any kind, and in the circumstances
they had no alternative but to fight in their self-
defence. In their eyes the fight was not against the
Queen’s sovereignty, but a struggle for house and
home.

% J. Cowan, ‘New Zealand Wars’, page 252.
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70.

These findings, 67 years after the First Taranaki War, must
resonate for all Maniapoto hapu because of the parallels
between the Taranaki land wars and the war for their
lands.

The Movement Towards War — A Theory

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

Most explanations of war cite a pattern of having an
aggressor who exhibits tension and initiates hostile action,
and the victim takes hostile action on the perception of a
threat from the aggressor. This framework, consisting of
rising tension, rising military preparation and increasingly
hostile action, can be applied to the war between Waikato-
Maniapoto Maori and the Pakeha to show who the true
aggressor was.

Two contrasting theories can explain this progression. One
identifies a single dissatisfied state or party as the agent of
change. The other is one state or party provoking the
other.® In addition, war can be either success-oriented,
where the focus is on either economic or political goals, or
conflict-oriented, where the focus is on the struggle itself.
With the conflict-oriented model, the war provides jobs,
position, influence and national dynamism, or the war
recovers a wounded national pride and aids in nullifying a
perceived incompatibility with the opposition by way of
removing an obstacle to the attainment of new goals, or for
the continued achievement of already realised goals.*

There are three motivational and perceptual concepts that
compel a state toward war: *’

a. Goals that can be advanced through war;
b. The perception of threat; and
C. Hostility toward other states.

When a perception of threat leads directly to violence, it is
possible to speak of preventive or pre-emptive attack. If it
appears that the cost or likelihood of winning a war can be
materially improved by the early launching of a surprise
attack, the surprise attack becomes even more likely. The
more vulnerable the other’s force is, the more that can be
gained by such an attack.®®

Defensive preparations can often spur military action but
these are often initiated by perceived threats. To be
perceived as a threat, the other side must be seen as
having the capability and intent to interfere with the goals
of the other party. Another crucial factor in the movement

% VG Pruitt/RC Snyder, ‘Theory and Research on the Causes of War’, page 58

% Ipid., page 22.
* Ibid., page 58
* Ibid., page 23
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76.

77.

towards war is the phenomenon that has sometimes been
called war fever, or mass (popular) hostility. War fever is
often the result of propaganda produced by governmental
elites in order to prepare their people emotionally for war,
invoking rationalisation of goals such as defending national
honour or punishing aggression.

Another cause for war is nationalism, or the love of one’s
state. This entails a focussing of attention, drive and
positive emotion on symbols of the nation. The stronger
this sentiment, the more hostility will be generated by
experience of frustration or threat from another state. It
follows that people of newer states, where nationalism is
often stronger, should react more violently to provocation
from abroad.

In light of the brief analysis of the causes of war above, |
turn to consider the circumstances surrounding the
progression to war in the Waikato.

Crisis Approaches the Waikato

78.

79.

80.

81.

Grey’s change in policy towards Maori was supposedly
verified by his ‘New Institutions’ scheme, which aimed at
introducing a measure of local government throughout
Maori districts. However Maori leaders saw through the
belated attempt at reconciliation. The scheme was
designed to lull Maori into a false sense of security while
Grey prepared to invade the Waikato. For instance, it was
noted that he did little to initiate peace talks in the Waitara
and this failing contradicted the supposed intent behind the
‘New Institutions’.

On 16 December 1861, Grey declared at a Kingite meeting
at Taupiri that the King Movement was bad and should be
given up. Grey also announced his intention to begin a
road from Auckland to the Waikato. These announcements
also contradicted the supposed intent behind the ‘New
Institutions’. The ramification of Grey’s road building
proposal was obvious to one and all.

On his return from the Waikato, Grey gave orders to
Cameron to begin working on the Great South Road and
by Christmas of that year, 2,300 soldiers were at work. A
second road was also being planned between Raglan and
the Waipa River, with Wiremu Nera overseeing its
development.

No provocation had been given by Waikato-Maniapoto
Maori to justify Grey’s hostility. It was clear that Grey had
finally decided to resolve the incompatibility of Maori and
European goals with military force.

16



82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

In March 1862, Rewi received news from Taranaki
concerning a proposed road being cut through the
disputed Waitara block to the Mokau River.

Rewi and Wi Kingi expressed their opposition to the
building of the roads in a letter dated March 1862. Rewi
moved to stop Wi Nera building the road from Raglan with
threats of physical harm. The perception of threat inherent
in Grey’s military preparations along the Waikato border
was to initiate a defensive reaction from Rewi and his
followers.

By the end of 1862, it was apparent that Tamihana was no
longer as influential as he had once been. Already he was
absenting himself from meetings and runangas within the
King Movement. Most European historians would have us
believe that this was in fact due to the predominance of the
so-called ‘extreme party’, represented by Rewi and others.
The corollary of this view is that the Kingitanga had been
subverted by a handful of dissident rebellious Maori who
were clamouring for war and that the ‘reasonable’
Tamihana had lost control of the movement as a result of
the actions of this minority. My evidence is that this view is
erroneous and misleading.

As | have said, by this time Tamihana was seldom at
Ngaruawahia. Furthermore, when his plan to go to
Auckland to meet the Governor was strongly opposed by
other Kingite leaders, Tamihana had to back down.
Although Tamihana was still highly regarded, Rewi was by
now the leading force in the movement.

On 24 March 1863, after an anti-Kingitanga issue of the
government-backed publication Te Pihoihoi, edited by J.E.
Gorst, Rewi initiated the removal of press, editions and
editor from the Waikato. However this was not a unilateral
act on Rewi’'s part. Rather it was in accordance with the
policy Kingite leaders developed at an earlier meeting at
Peria held in September 1862:

The road not to cross Mangatawhiri;

The Raglan road not to cross Waitetuna;

The steamer not to come into Waikato;

All quarrels about land to cease and be left to
investigate;

Debts due to Europeans be paid; and

Europeans living among them to be kindly treated
— those who are evil to be sent back to Auckland.

aoop

)]

Gorst’s expulsion was not solely as a result of the anti-
Kingitanga publication. Other events during his tenure in
the area contributed, including his plan to train a ‘Maori’
police force from among the ‘loyal’ tribes of the lower
Waikato, his plan to build them barracks, his plan to erect a
bullet-proof blockhouse that could house 120 men and the
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88.

89.

90.

plan to build an industrial training school at Te Awamutu
(which could be easily converted to house British troops).
Rewi saw to it that none of Gorst’s designs got off the
ground.

On the day of Gorst’'s removal, a party of Ngati Maniapoto
arrived outside his home in Otawhao. Rewi made a speech
to the assembled Maori saying that when Grey first came
to New Zealand he showed no signs of hostility, but now
Grey was ceaseless in his machinations against the
Kingitanga. Rewi announced that at Taupiri, Grey had said
that he would dig around the King until he fell. They looked
to see where the spades were at work and they saw Gorst
with his two schemes at Kohekohe and Te Awamutu.

The idea of Gorst’s expulsion did not originate with Rewi. It
originated from all the Runanga, they approved of it and he
only carried out their wil. At a public meeting at
Ngaruawahia, Patara Te Tuhi acknowledged that King
Matutaera had made Rewi’s act his own.

By this action, Rewi was now firmly at the forefront of
Maori political leadership. Despite this, he continued to
appeal to King Matutaera and Tamihana out of respect for
them. His involvement in Taranaki and the removal of
Gorst established that he was a man of action. It also
established him as the target of Pakeha disdain and
outrage.

The Crown’s Search for a War Pretext

91.

92.

93.

94.

Most historians on the causes for the invasion of the
Waikato have alleged that Rewi was the principal
aggressor. It is alleged that he and the extremists of the
King Movement planned to attack Auckland. My evidence
is that Grey and his supporters propagated the myth of an
attack on Auckland.

First of all, during the 1840s, Potatau Te Wherowhero had
placed his korowai over the fledgling capital and this could
not be violated.

Secondly, an attack on Auckland had no chance of
success and this military reality was not lost on Rewi and
his supporters. The town was too well defended at the
time. There was the 2l1-acre fortification known as the
Albert Barracks, with a limestone wall half a mile in length.
Attached and marked “E” is a plan of the Albert Barracks.

There was also the fort known as Britomart Barracks,
which was closer to the water. Attached and marked “F” is
a plan of the Britomart Barracks. There were gun-boats in
the harbour and an organised defensive system in case of
attack. Every able-bodied colonist in and around Auckland
had to do his share of military duty. The state of Auckland’s
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defences had always been a dominant feature of British
military strategy in the North Island. From its foundation as
a capital, Auckland had known the presence of redcoats.*

95, Further to these defences, a line of blockhouses had been
built around the outskirts of the town. These were on the
present site of the hospital, on Observatory Hill in the
Domain, in Freeman’s Bay and the corner of Karangahape
Road, Pitt Street on the Great North Road and at
Newmarket. Furthermore, Fencible settlements had been
organised in Onehunga, Otahuhu, Panmure and Howick.
These were designed to give a protective ring around
Auckland. Attached and marked “G” is a map depicting the
military frontier around Auckland to 1865.

96. This system was tested and succeeded in fending off a
Maori attacking force from Tauranga on 17 April 1851.%

97. Any fighting force mounted to take Auckland would have to
be large, well-armed, cohesive and it would have to
operate in secret. Rewi knew that his forces possessed
few if any of these features. For a Maori war party, the idea
of attacking Auckland would invite disaster. Rewi never
seriously considered an attack. He never planned one. So
where did the alleged plan of attack have its origins?

98. The idea of a Maori attack was fomented by Grey’s
propaganda machine. He did this to condition the settlers
for the imminent invasion of the Waikato, to harden racial
attitudes and to bring the humanitarians into line behind
him. Grey knew that the claim of an attack on the
‘defenceless’ city of Auckland would arouse indignation
and alarm. In aid of Grey’s cause, the newspapers of the
time spewed increasing fury, indignation and hostility
towards the King Movement.

99. Thus by the time the General Assembly met on 19 October
1862, the legend of a native invasion of Auckland was
firmly established. In his address during the session’s
opening, Grey declared that the Waikato tribes had
planned the indiscriminate slaughter of the Europeans and
that the plan had been frustrated by vigorous defence
measures.” The following statement appeared soon after
in the Southern Cross newspaper:

We have beaten back the wave of invasion.

100. There was no plan to attack and slaughter European
settlers. This existed merely in the minds and imaginations
of the settlers and their politicians because they were
intent on provoking hostilities between the races.

% Finn Scrap Book, No. 9., ‘Memories of the past: Auckland from 1847’
“© Finn Scrap Book, No. 9., ‘Memories of the past: Auckland from 1847’, page 31.
*' M Miller, ‘Race Conflict in New Zealand’, 1814-65, Sydney, 1966, page 108
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101. Prior to the invasion of the Waikato, letters from
Government spies warned of impending Maori attack.
There were a great number of missionaries among this
group of spies and due to their relationships with and
knowledge of Maori, no one in the European community
doubted their claims of a plot to exterminate them.

102. On the other side of the coin, Rewi and the Kingitanga had
every reason to believe that invasion by the British was
imminent. As early as April 1862, a military post for 450
men had been constructed at Te la along the river border
of the Mangatawhiri. A stockade capable of holding 50
men was erected at Havelock Bluff overlooking Te la. More
and more British troops were beginning to arrive from
overseas. They were all aimed in one direction — the
Waikato. Grey’s troop concentration in the lower Waikato,
his roads, his spies and his armed steamers constituted an
unmistakable threat of war.

The Point of No Return

103. The first definite move to war was made by the British. On
4 April 1863, British troops were ordered to re-occupy
Tataraimaka land block, which had been taken by Taranaki
Maori as security for the disputed Waitara. The action was
a direct contradiction of Grey’s earlier promise to
investigate the Waitara dispute. The occupying Maori
forces withdrew immediately. Earlier, Rewi had committed
to taking up arms in the event that Tataraimaka was
forcibly taken by the Crown. And so in response, the
Kingitanga sent a force of 200 Ngati Maniapoto. However
a larger force could not go because of the need to defend
the Waikato front.*” Grey’s tactic of taking Tataraimaka
was meant to draw the Kingitanga away from the Waikato
but this was seen through. Nevertheless, the King
Movement was now faced with the prospect of fighting on
two fronts.

104. Grey’s actions at Tataraimaka prompted Rewi to increase
the Kingitanga’s readiness for war. Soon after 9 British
soldiers were killed on the road to Tataraimaka in May
1863, Rewi and 200 men set to work on a system of
earthworks on the banks of the Waikato River.
Accompanied by an entourage, he then appeared in
Taupo, Tuhoe, Taranaki and Thames, appealing for
support with ardent patriotic oratory. Some chiefs were
enthusiastic and others were not. At a meeting in
Rangiaowhia following the re-occupation of Tataraimaka,
Wi Tamihana condemned Rewi and pledged that Ngati
Haua would not participate in the war. Rewi rose without
speaking and thrust out his tongue at Wi Tamihana.
Tamihana asked of the significance of this, to which Rewi

*2 AJHR, 1863, E-No. 3, pp 11-13
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replied, “It means | shall go where? Right into the mouth of

the Governor’s canon”.®

Invasion of the Waikato

105. On 8 July 1863 Grey ordered General Cameron to move
his forces across the Mangatawhiri River and prepare for
an offensive attack against the King Movement. To justify
the invasion, Grey cited an imminent attack on Auckland.
The allegation of an imminent attack was a fabrication
given that at the time, Rewi was away at Taupo attending
the tangi of the chief Te HeuHeu. If Rewi had been so
intent on attacking Auckland, surely he would not have left
the Waikato undefended.

106. Cameron’s troops crossed the Mangatawhiri River on 12
July 1863. The first battle was at Te Koheroa on 17 July.
Before the fighting started, Grey gave the King Movement
no opportunity to refute the allegation that Auckland was
about to be attacked.

107. As previously stated, Rewi and his Ngati Maniapoto forces
were instrumental in holding up General Cameron’s
advance into the Waikato for up to three months. Using
guerrilla warfare, Rewi’s Ngati Maniapoto warriors attacked
Cameron’s troops behind his lines in the Papakura,
Pukekohe and Hunua areas. This gained the Waikato-
Maniapoto forces invaluable time to construct defensive
fortifications at Meremere, Rangiriri and Paterangi. They
also gained time to plan the defence of their tribal
homelands.

108. Rewi was too sensible to meet Cameron in the open field,
having learnt from his experiences in Taranaki. Between
the battle at Te Koheroa on 17 July 1863 and the next
major battle at Meremere on October 30, there were 13
different battles, all of which took place behind Cameron’s
forward position just north of Meremere. Maori casualties
during the fighting of this period amounted to 84 killed and
20 wounded, while the British lost 33 and 47 were
wounded.*

109. From Thames to the Manukau, and especially in the
Hunua forest, Rewi and his forces harassed their invaders.
However in September 1863 a large group of Rewi’s
warriors were killed at the Wairoa River in the Hunua
forest. His forces then fell back to the fortified position of
Meremere. Rather than attacking the defensive position at
Meremere, Cameron decided to wait for the arrival of an
iron-plated war steamer from Sydney before attacking the
pa in October.

*3 Gorst, ‘The Maori King; or the story of the quarrel with the Natives of New
Zealand’, London, 2™ ed, K Sinclair, Hamilton, 1959, p.236
* Cowan, page 252.
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110. With the arrival of the war steamer, true to Maori military
strategy, the position was abandoned and efforts went into
building a fortification at Rangiriri.

111. Rewi did not fight at Rangiriri but fell back to strengthen
other Kingitanga defences. Rewi’'s fighting spirit was
unsurpassed. He fought in more battles than any of his
contemporary leaders. Rewi stated himself:

| fought the Pakeha at Te Mauku, Waiari and
Orakau, and | think they will admit | did so fairly... |
originally urged war with the Europeans, but | was
not the one to give it up. | said ‘Let us all die, and
then the Europeans can have our country.*

112. After the battle at Rangiriri, which was won by the Pakeha
by an act of deceit, Cameron had no desire to take on
another strongly defended pa fortification. His forces had
suffered a near humiliating defeat at the Battle of Rangiriri
mostly because they were unfamiliar with the Maori military
strategy of trench warfare. On seeing the strongly
entrenched position of Waikato-Maniapoto warriors at the
Paterangi pa just north of Te Awamutu, Cameron backed
down from a full frontal assault and instead attacked the
undefended village of Rangiaowhia. Here his troops Killed
innocent women, children and old men. To Waikato-
Maniapoto people, Cameron’s actions at Rangiaowhia
constituted a war crime.

113. After the fighting at Rangiaowhia and Hairini, the British
soldiers advanced on Kihikihi capturing and razing to the
ground Rewi‘s whare, Huiterangiora. Rewi and his people
gathered at Tokanui on the southern side of the Puniu
River. From there they travelled southward to Otewa on
the Waipa where a meeting was held at Wharepapa, a
large village about three miles south of the Puniu River.
Here it was unanimously decided to continue the war and
to confine the fighting to the northern side of the Puniu.*®

114. Rewi set out to consult with Wiremu Tamihana who had
withdrawn to his pa, Te Tiki o Ihingarangi near Cambridge,
about the future conduct of the campaign against the
British and settler colonial government. But not long after
Rewi had set off with a small party to meet with Tamihana,
they encountered a party of about 140 Tuhoe under the
chiefs Piripi Te Heuheu, Hapurona Kohi and others. At
about the end of 1863, Rewi had made a recruiting journey
to the Rangitaiki area to gain the assistance of the Ngati
Whare and Tuhoe people. Two casks of gun powder and
the promise of support were readily given.

> C Vennell, ‘Such Things Were’, page 141.
% J. Cowan, ‘New Zealand Wars’, Vol |, page 367.
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Orakau

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

As previously stated, when | was a young child my Mother
often told me stories of her great grandfather, Te Whareiti
Rapata. He took part in the Battle of Orakau in March-April
1864, fighting against British troops just outside of Kihikihi
township.*’” Attached and marked “H” is a plan depicting
Orakau Pa.

My Mother would recount stories about how Te Whareiti
Rapata and other Maori defenders withstood the onslaught
of about 1500 British soldiers for three days and nights
while under constant bombardment from the British
artillery. Rewi was the rangatira in charge of Orakau.

The defenders of Orakau Pa were from Ngati Maniapoto,
Ngati Raukawa, Ngati Tuwharetoa, and Tuhoe.

When asked by the British to surrender, Rewi and the
Maori defenders gave their now famous riposte —

Ka whawhai tonu matou, ake, ake, ake.
We shall fight forever and ever.

A precursor to Rewi's famous battle cry was first
expressed by him at a great Kingitanga meeting in
Ngaruawahia in the early 1860s when the question of
going to Taranaki to support Wiremu Kingi was being
discussed. On this occasion Rewi was known to have
stated:

Kaore ahau e whakaae kia mutu te whawhai, ko
taku tohe ano tenei, ake ake tonu atu

I will not agree that the fighting shall cease, | will
maintain this forever and ever.

During the siege of Orakau, when asked to surrender by
the British, Rewi, as the supreme commander of the
garrison of Orakau said,

My words at Ngaruawahia still stand.

On the third day of the siege, out of ammunition, food and
water and surrounded on all sides, the garrison decided to
make a daring break-out from the encircling ring of British
soldiers, cavalry and artillery. Out of a total number of
about 300 defenders in the Orakau pa, about half survived.
Rewi survived as he had predicted in the recounting of a

*" Personal Communication of Claimant is supported by written account recorded by
J. Oliphant, ion 17.4.1935, entitled, ‘Story of Rihi Huanga (Mrs Roland Mainwaring)’,

p29
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dream to the Tuhoe contingent present. Our great great-
grandfather, Te Whareiti Harauira Rapata, also survived.

122. My Mother told me that it was during the break-out that Te
Whareiti Harauira Rapata was wounded, shot through the
side and bayoneted to ensure he was dead. But the
swamp saved him because he was able to recoil into the
swamp to lessen the damage of the bayonet. Despite this
he survived and managed to escape by dragging himself
through the swamp to escape across the Puniu River to
safety. The story of Te Whareiti Rapata being shot during
the break-out from the siege is corroborated by the written
account provided by Te Whareiti Rapata’s first wife, Rihi
Huanga or Mrs Roland Mainwaring:

My husband’s name was Te Whareiti. He was a
rangatira of the Ngati Ngutu tribe. He fought at
Orakau and Taranaki. He was wounded at
Orakau; he was shot through the side. He died in
1920 and was buried at Rewatu on the Puniu
River where Te Huia lives.*®

123. The Rawiri and Rapata whanau descend from Te
Whareiti's second marriage to Meteria Te Ao of Nga
Rauru. They found each other and love during the fighting
in Taranaki. Our great grandfather, Pura Rapata, told his
son (our uncle) that he recalled seeing Te Whareiti Rapata
at Mangatoatoa marae. He walked with a stoop, almost
doubled in half, said to be due to the wounds he received
in his escape at the Battle of Orakau.

124, Later in life, having grown up hearing the stories about the
heroic stand at Orakau and how our people had suffered
as a result of our lands being confiscated, | decided to
study Rewi and his role in the land wars. The basis of this
study was to provide a clearer insight into the political
leadership of the Kingitanga and the motivations within the
King Movement and Ngati Maniapoto at the time of the
invasion of the Waikato.

The Aftermath

125. Immediately after his escape from Orakau, Rewi continued
to put his mind to defending his Ngati Maniapoto
homelands from invasion. He at once erected a strong line
of defence at Rotomarama and Paratui, a few miles further
south. However, the attack from the British forces did not
eventuate. Instead General Cameron and his army were
ordered to Tauranga to open a new theatre of war on the
eastern side of the country against the Ngaiterangi, Ngati
Ranginui and Ngati Hinerangi allies of the Kingitanga.

“8 Written account recorded by J. Oliphant, on 17.4.1935, entitled, ‘Story of Rihi
Huanga (Mrs Roland Mainwaring)’, p29
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126.

127.

128.

129.

Following the war, approximately 1.2 million acres of
Waikato-Maniapoto land was confiscated by the Crown as
punishment for their part in the Waikato land wars.

From the end of the Waikato land wars until the opening of
Te Rohe Potae during the 1880s, the Kingitanga
leadership continued to foster their nationalistic goals.
Despite defeat by the British, Rewi had not lost sight of the
goal of an independent Maori state under the Maori King.
The aukati was established to delineate the embryonic
Maori state and Europeans were forbidden on pain of
death to cross it without permission. For many years after
the war, King Tawhiao lived in Ngati Maniapoto territory
where he passed laws, maintained a standing army,
printed money and determined their own course without
interference from the Pakeha.

In April 1864, the same month as the Battle of Orakau, Te
Ua Haumene’s followers attacked a stockade at Te
Ahuahu in Taranaki. Rewi urged Tawhiao to align with Te
Ua in a hope of strengthening the nationalistic objectives of
the Kingitanga and its leadership with the popular new
religious doctrine. Tawhiao took up the new religion. He
became its spiritual leader within the Kingitanga and
developed his own spiritual teachings of Tariao.

In 1869 the prophet and leader of the Ringatu religion, Te
Kooti Rikirangi, arrived in Te Rohe Potae seeking refuge
from pursuit by colonial soldiers and Maori kupapa
mercenaries alike. Rewi granted him refuge in the hope of
forming an alliance with Te Kooti and his followers from
Tuhoe and other parts of the country. They supported the
creation of an independent Maori state. However, those
less astute leaders within the King Movement at this time
viewed Te Kooti with suspicion thinking he had come to
depose the King and to impose his faith over them. Te
Kooti denied this and his words were captured by Wiremu
Kingi who related the following account:

That it was not in him to transgress the laws of
God by destroying his anointed. That every man
had his mission in life from above; some were
masters others were servants. He was a servant,
sent to punish the wicked. The sword had been
placed into his hands and he would use it. He
came to greet the King and to rouse the Waikato
to take up arms. It was not right that the tribe who
initiated the quarrel with the Pakeha, dragged the
island into the sea, and made many fatherless
and widows should remain quiet while the sword
was being lifted in other places.”™®

*9 AJ.H.R., 1870, A-No.8b, The Story of Te Kooti’s Campaign related by Wi Kingi’,

page 28.
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130. However, Te Kooti's defeat by colonial forces in the Battle
of Te Porere dissuaded Rewi from joining forces in battle
with him.

131. Unfortunately, others in the Kingitanga leadership did not
fully appreciate Rewi’'s foresight and efforts in attracting
wider support for the nationalistic goals. From this point on,
relations between Rewi and Tawhiao began to sour and
this led to accusations that he had abandoned them.
However, Rewi continued undeterred by the criticism to
fulfil his dream of an independent Maori state.

132. From 1879 on, Rewi would change from his isolationist
strategy. Instead he would support a controlled opening of
the King Country that ensured that the King’s authority. His
proposal was published in the Northern Luminacy on 28
June 1879:

Rewi’s wish is for the Government to utter that which
will prevent Maori selling or even being tempted and
also for the government to be bound not to buy.

Let the boundary line be agreed upon first then the
great thing will be settled after (meaning the railroad
and allotting ground for stations). The great object of
the boundary line is to make all lands within it
permanent or inalienable Maori territory, after that is
settled then Rewi will undertake that land is granted
for the construction of the railway. All lands inside the
boundary to be governed by native rulers...In reply to
a question: If Rewi does not come to terms with the
Government? The following was the answer given — In
that case they will have a government of their own,
and settle their own disputes.*

Confiscation of Hapu Lands

133. After the land wars, the Crown confiscated lands belonging
to our hapu of Ngati Ingoa, Ngati Ngutu and Ngati
Paretekawa that were north of the Puniu River. As attested
to by my whanaunga Hari Rapata in his brief of evidence,
the raupatu of our whenua had a devastating impact that is
still being felt to this very day.

134. The New Zealand Settlements Act made provision for
compensation to be paid to those who established that
they were either loyal to the Crown or neutral. However
this was a completely inadequate protection for the
innocent and the Crown rarely acknowledged those groups
that were innocent. This position taken by the Crown also
failed to acknowledge that some groups were forced to
defend themselves when they were attacked. That they

% J.C. Anderson, MS papers, A Turnbull.
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136.
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139.

were both innocent and/or forced into battle with the Crown
was not contemplated by the legislation.

Soon after the raupatu, the Crown created a number of
reserves for hapu such as ours that had had their lands
taken. However we were not able to take advantage of the
offer of lands and they were spirited away to other hapu or
to the settlers. This had the effect of adding insult to injury.

By 1913, Ngati Maniapoto hapu had long been calling for
the return of their raupatu’d lands. Despite this, the Crown
maintained that the hapu whose lands had been
confiscated were either rebels or un-surrendered rebels
and our pleas were deliberately ignored.

In 1914 a Commission of Inquiry for landless people of
Waikato and Ngati Maniapoto hapu was held but it
continued to ignore our pleas for the return of our
confiscated lands. Again this was rubbing cruel salt in our
wounds. The raupatu wreaked havoc and ruin on our
people but to aggravate the situation even more, the
Crown’s meagre attempts over the years to atone for its
evil-doing has only worsened the pain we feel.

When | was writing my master’s thesis | spoke to two
Grand-Uncles, Pat Rapata and George Kapunga. They
recalled how the hapu were driven south and off their
lands by the British military. This meant that our land was
lost but that we also lost a lot of our traditions.

Te Whareiti Rapata is buried near Kihikihi with my
grandfather on top of him. My Uncle Pat wanted to make
the site into a marae for Ngati Ingoa, as we have been left
largely landless by the war.

SOVEREIGNTY AND CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS

140.

141.

142,

In this section | provide evidence in support of our
sovereignty claim which is that our tupuna did not transfer
sovereignty to the Crown. Their actions showed this and
our adherence to the Kingitanga continues to show this.

Since time immemorial, my people have acted
autonomously as self-governing tangata whenua in Te
Rohe Potae. We exercised sovereignty prior to European
settlement and worked to maintain our sovereignty despite
the intrusions of the colonial government.

Our people maintained an independent political
organisation over our rohe that was strictly controlled by
tikanga, kawa and other regulatory mechanisms. Our
sovereign authority flows from the fact that long before the
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arrival of Europeans, Ngati Ingoa occupied and controlled
our land.™

Our tupuna were aware that in 1834, the Northern chiefs
chose a national flag designed and produced for them by
the British Crown to be used to ensure that Maori were
internationally recognised as a nation.*?

In 1835 and thereafter, leading rangatira, including Potatau
Te Wherowhero signed He Whakaputanga o Nga
Rangatiratanga o Nu Tirene (the Declaration of
Independence), asserting their sovereign power and
affirming Maori autonomy.*® Given our hapu’s close ties
with Potatau and in light of the mana he wielded amongst
Waikato-Maniapoto Maori, my evidence is that he signed
He Whakaputanga on behalf of Ngati Ingoa as well as
many other hapu.

It soon became apparent to our tupuna that British officials
wanted more control over Maori. Despite recognising our
sovereignty and independence, the British began their
attempt to dominate the Maori and force a cession of
sovereignty.>

Te Tiriti and the Treaty of Waitangi was then drafted and
signed by important Maori rangatira. Notably however,
Potatau Te Wherowhero refused to sign the Treaty.”® In
any event, the Maori text of the Treaty contains an
affirmation of Maori sovereignty.

On May 21 1840, Captain Hobson issued two
proclamations declaring British sovereignty. The first, in
respect of the North Island, was based on the treaty of
cession. The second, in respect of the South Island and
Stewart Island, was made on the basis of the doctrine of
discovery.*

However, given that Maori sovereignty had not been ceded
by Te Tiriti o Waitangi, Hobson’s proclamations did not
amount to a transfer of Maori sovereignty to the British
Crown. Our view though is that the Maori version of Te
Tiriti o Waitangi affirms Maori sovereignty and does not
transfer it.

Our tupuna were deeply concerned with the spread of
European influence from the 1850’s on and as a result,

*! Mason Durie, Te Mana, Te Kawanatanga: The Politics of Maori Self-
Determination (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998) at 2-3

°2 Orange, ibid at 20

*% See note 12 above.

> O’Malley, supra note 11 at 58

°> O’'Malley, ibid at 63

*® Hobson cited Captain James Cook’s discoveries of 1769 as the authority for the

proclamation.
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they fully supported the King Movement to maintain their
authority.”’

The Kingitanga movement began in 1845 with a visit to
England by the Ngati Toa and Te Atiawa chief Pirikawau.
From this came a desire to create a kingdom in line with
that of England.®® During the second half of the 1850’s, a
number of influential Maori leaders began to canvass
support for a national pan-tribal political movement under a
Maori King.

In 1852, the New Zealand Constitution Act 1852 was
enacted which worked to disenfranchise Maori by denying
Maori the right to vote for or be represented in the new
settler assemblies.

Following a visit to the Waikato District in 1856 by
Governor Gore-Browne, and despite assurances of
inclusion in the political processes, our tupuna declared
they would never recognize the New Zealand government
in any way.*® As a reaction, section 71 was inserted into
the act that allowed for the proclamation of native districts
within which Maori custom would prevail. However this
section was never used.

Our tupuna continued to strongly oppose land sales in Te
Rohe Potae, and they did so by placing a tapu over the
area from the “whole of the South bank of the Waikato
from Taupo [to the sea] and the North bank, from its
confluence with the Whangamarino and up that river to its
source.”® The majority of British were then excluded from
that territory.

The territory of the Rohe Potae manifested Maori authority
united under the Maori King.®*

It was a common understanding of the day that lands
included within the territory were included in a land league
but that they remained under the mana of the chiefs who
held influence over their people and the land.

It is interesting to see that the British recognised the
authority of the Kingitanga even through their everyday
media. Through the early 1860’s, newspapers regularly
used terms such as “Maori Kingdom” and “King Country” to
describe the separate territory of Te Rohe Potae.®

> Cathy Marr, Te Rohe Potae Political Engagement, 1864-1882 at 18

*8 O’Malley, ibid, at 165-170

%9 Browne to Labouchere, 9 December 1856, GBPP, 1860 [2247] at 409

% Report from J G Johnson to Donald McLean, 6 October 1854, AJHR, 1861, c-1,
Ep 105-106. Cited in O’Malley, supra note 11 at 160

Y Marr, ibid at 10
%2 Marr, ibid at 40
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Despite warnings that war would come if the British military
crossed the Mangatawhiri River, this crossing took place
on 12 July 1863 and it precipitated the war in the Waikato.

Our Te Rohe Potae tupuna fought to protect themselves
from the invading British forces, to protect their lands from
colonial rule and to uphold their sovereign authority. They
were successful at protecting the rohe, which also
strengthened the aukati surrounding the rohe

For the next two decades following the land wars, Rohe
Potae Maori existed in a separate, self-governing territory,
unified under the King and protected by the ideals of the
King Movement.®®

However, the threat of land sales never ceased. Our
tupuna were under continual threat of losing their lands
especially when the Native Land Court began its
operations. Our tupuna were forced into engaging with the
Native Land Court in order to protect their land interests.

After a while, the Kingitanga began to change the manner
in which they would uphold their mana motuhake. As
opposed to isolationism, our tupuna looked to negotiate
with the Crown over opening up the Rohe Potae for the
railway. Although their tactics may have changed, the
nationalistic goals remained intact. For instance, the
leading rangatira of the day, including Rewi, sought to put
a boundary around the Rohe Potae to keep the Native
Land Court out. The intention was to maintain chiefly
authority within. Eventually the Compact was entered into
with the Crown to effect this arrangement but the Crown’s
leaders misrepresented their intentions. Crown officials
such as Ballance omitted to tell our rangatira that large
amounts of Maori land were targeted for the settlers and
that more land would be taken for the railway than was
agreed to. Ballance and others did not relay to our chiefs
that the Native Land Court was unavoidable.

By 1885 the government had opened a land purchase
office within the territory and instructed its agents to begin
purchasing blocks of land along the route of the proposed
railway line. While Maori leaders were in Wellington
working on proposed land management systems, the
government was involved in land purchases along the
railway.

The Crown then developed a new Native Land Court policy
that encouraged large scale land title investigations.

Consistent throughout the Compact negotiations and the
ensuing period was the fact that there were divergent
understandings between the parties as to what had been

8 Marr, ibid at 42
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agreed to. It is clear however that our Rohe Potae tupuna
sought to retain their authority.

As | have said above, although the Kingtanga did not win
the war against the Crown, this does not mean that the
goal of mana motuhake was given away. If anything, the
Kingitanga embodies mana motuhake. As long as there is
a Kingitanga, we will fight for our constitutional rights.

CROWN FAILURE TO PROTECT LAND BASE

166.

In this section of my brief of evidence, | set out evidence in
support of the Crown'’s failure to protect our remaining land
base.

Puketarata (Kawa Block)

167.

168.

169.

170.

171.

172.

173.

174,

The Puketarata Block was formed from the Hauturu East
No.2 Block.

This land block lay within the traditional rohe of Ngati
Ingoa, between where Te Awamutu and Otorohanga are
now located.

On 15 October 1888, Henry Edwards made a title
investigation application to the Native Land Court on behalf
of Ngati Matakore for the entire Kawa block, which
amounted to 52,000 acres. This application included the
Kakepuku, Maungarangi, Ouruwhero, Pokuru and
Puketarata land blocks. At a subsequent hearing the Court
was informed that the following hapu had interests within
the Kawa block - Ngati Punga, Ngati Tipi, Ngati Tikitana,
Ngati Pahawaero, Ngati Paretawhaki, Ngati Wera, Ngati
Hinerangi, Ngati Manu, Ngati Uetonga, Ngati Paretaha,
Ngati Paretu and Ngati Paihau.

There were objections by Hughes on behalf of Ngati
Paretapoto and by Hoponi Te Kamanga on behalf of Ngati
Parekohuru

Puketarata was a block of 17,000 acres. When it went
through the Court, it was then partitioned into 19 blocks.
Of this, the Crown was able to acquire 7,653 acres by
March 1894.

Between 1894 and 1899 the Crown acquired a further
4,605 acres.

Between 1901 and 1907 the Crown acquired a further
1,991 acres.

Our Ngati Ingoa tupuna never received any interests in the
Puketarata block despite its close proximity to other land
blocks we received interests in and despite the fact that the
land block is situated in our traditional rohe.

31



175. Furthermore, not only did we not receive out rightful
interests in Puketarata, but the Crown went on to buy huge
tracts of the land, such that there are now just 13 blocks
left in Maori ownership that amount to less than 200 acres.

Tokanui

176. On 27 June 1889 the Native Land Court sought to
subdivide the Tokanui block from the Rohe Potae. There
was a delay in getting a list of owners as persons with the
necessary knowledge were away cutting flax.

177. On 4 July 1889 the list of owners was still unavailable.

178. On 8 July 1889, Hapeta Te Pakaru requested an
adjournment in proceedings as he did not want the list of
owners submitted in his absence.

179. On 8 October 1889 there was extensive discussion on the
list of owners and who was to be included or excluded.

180. On 21 October 1889, the Tokanui block was awarded to
118 owners.

181. Despite extensive discussions regarding names to be
included or excluded from the list, the names of our Ngati
Ingoa tupuna were excluded from the list of owners. A
copy of the ownership list for the Tokanui block is attached
and marked “I”.

Ouruwhero

182. On 27 October 1888, the Ouruwhero block was subdivided
from the Rohe Potae in a block formerly known as Kawa.
The claimant case for the Ouruwhero block proceeded
under Ngati Unu, Ngati Matakore and Ngati Ngawae.

183. John Ormsby counter-claimed on 6 November 1888.

184. On 9 November 1888 the Court decided that the tupuna
identified by John Ormsby had no claim on the land and
the entire Ouruwhero block was awarded to the Claimants.

185. On 13 December 1888, a list of 205 owners was issued for
the Ouruwhero block (9,430 acres).

186. Ngati Ingoa’s traditional lands included Ouruwhero and my
tupuna Whareiti Harawira was included in the ownership
list. A copy of the ownership list for Ouruwhero is attached
and marked “J”.

187. It is my evidence that although our tupuna received

interests in Ouruwhero, the Crown’s rampant purchasing
tactics combined with the individualization of Maori land
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title facilitated the alienation of our lands in breach of the
Treaty principles. Furthermore, purported meetings of
assembled owners that were held prior to the alienation of
our lands did little to safeguard our tupuna’s interests.

Kakepuku

188.

189.

190.

191.

192.

193.

194.

195.

On 11 August 1888 Tukorehu and others made an
application to the Court for a hearing of what was to be
called the Kakepuku-Kawa Manga Block.

The area of land included in the Kakepuku title
investigation included the lands that were within the Ngati
Ingoa traditional rohe prior to the war.

These blocks of land lie to the south west of the Te
Awamutu township and around the small maunga of
Kakepuku.

During hearings before the Court in April and May 1889,
evidence was given by a number of withesses on behalf of
claimants to the land, none of whom purported to
represent Ngati Ingoa. The only mention of our ancestors
was by the witness, Tikitini, who stated in evidence:

After the European war the first persons who
occupied this land were Te Whareiti and Paetahi.

On 8 June 1889 the Court delivered its judgment on the
Kakepuku and Pokuru Blocks and awarded essentially all
of the Kakepuku Block to Te Mapu Te Tahuna, Te Anga
Toherora and others connected with them. The Kakepuku
Block comprised approximately 11,759 acres at the date of
the Court’s decision in 1889.

Although our tupuna received some interests in the
Kakepuku land block, between 1890 and 1892, the
Kakepuku Block was partitioned into 14 separate blocks.

As a result of extensive partition orders and alienations
after 1892, the Maori owners of the Kakepuku Block today
hold interests in just 10 blocks which together comprise
approximately 153 acres. These blocks are all small,
uneconomic and widespread.

As | have indicated in paragraph 187 above, it is my
evidence that although our tupuna received interests in
these land blocks, the Crown’s rampant purchasing tactics
combined with the individualization of Maori land title
facilitated the alienation of our lands in breach of the
Treaty principles. Furthermore, purported meetings of
assembled owners that were held prior to the alienation of
our lands did little to safeguard our tupuna’s interests.
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By title investigation dated 29 October 1890, my tupuna Te
Whareiti Harauira, Te Wharau Whareiti and Te Weri
Whareiti were awarded interests in Kakepuku No. 9, which
block consisted of 2554 acres and 2 roods. A copy of the
Court Order is attached and marked “K”.

On the same day, land purchase officer George Wilkinson
telegraphed the Under-Secretary of the Native Land
Purchase Department, P Sheridan, informing him that 28
owners in the Kakepuku 3 block were willing to sell.
Wilkinson recommended that a valuation be made.

On 30 March 1892, Sheridan recommended that
Kakepuku subdivisions be purchased at 6 shillings per
acre which was approved. Wilkinson was authorised to
offer this to the owners.

On 31 January 1894, Wilkinson wrote to Sheridan that he
was surprised that the list of owners for Kakepuku No. 9
had 11 more names on it than the original order. The result
of this development was a proportionate reduction of the
purchase money all round.

It would appear that Wilkinson then approached owners in
Kakepuku No. 9 offering to purchase their share.

The Crown applied to the Native Land Court for a
determination of their interest in Kakepuku No. 9. The
application was granted and the area was partitioned out
and named Kakepuku No. 9A. It consisted of 593 acres
and 2 roods. A copy of the Court Order is attached and
marked “L".

Those individuals who did not sell their shares were then
listed as the owners in Kakepuku 9B, which includes my
tupuna Te Whareiti Harauira. A copy of the Court Order is
attached and marked “M”.

The Crown took advantage of its monopoly on land
purchasing from Maori and so the price paid by the Crown
for Kakepuku 9A was wholly inadequate. Prior to the sale
to the Crown, no valuation of the land was carried out and
this reduced the amount received from the Crown for the
land.

Noxious weed taking

204.

205.

On 22 September 1908, Kakepuku 9B8 No.2 was
partitioned. It contained 282 acres 1 rood and 30 perches.

My tupuna Te Whareiti Harauira was named as an owner

in the section. A copy of the Court Order naming Te
Whareiti is attached and marked “N”.
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Pokuru

212.

213.

214,

In 1950, the Crown enacted the Maori Purposes Act 1950.
It contained a section entitled “Provisions Relating to
Unproductive Maori Land”.

Section 34 of the Maori Purposes Act provided that where
the Court was satisfied the land was unoccupied, or not
kept properly cleared of noxious weeds, or that any rates
had not been paid and the amount had been charged upon
the land, or that the owners had neglected to farm or
manage the land diligently, and that the land was not being
used to its best advantage in the interests of the owners
and in the public interest, or that any beneficial owner
could not be found, the Court could make an order
appointing the Maori Trustee as agent for the owner or
owners of the land, for the purpose of alienation.®

Three years later, the provisions were refined and replaced
by Part 25 of the Maori Affairs Act 1953. The provision for
the vesting of land in the Maori Trustee were retained
under section 387 of the new Act. A number of new
requirements were added however. For example, no order
could be made unless the Court was satisfied that the land
was capable by ordinary and reasonable standards of
being used for agricultural, pastoral or horticultural
purposes.®®

The block was in the centre of a rich farming area.®

On 18 February 1958 the Waipa County Council made
application to the Maori Land Court to alienate this land
block due to the land remaining unoccupied and due to the
noxious weeds growing thereon. The Council’s application
was successful. A copy of the Court Order dated 18
February 1958 is attached and marked “O”.

At the time, the owner's were not given notice of the
Council’s application.

The traditional rohe of Ngati Ingoa also included lands
within the Pokuru Block which lay south of the Puniu River
and Te Awamutu.

On 8 June 1889, the Native Land Court issued orders for
the Pokuru Block which comprised 3,179 acres and was
awarded to 110 owners.

Te Whareiti (described as Te Whareiti Harawira) was
recognised as one of the original owners of the Pokuru
Block.®’

® Luiten, Local Government in TRP, Wai 898 #A24, p 225

® |bid, p 226
® Ibid, p 289
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215. Since 1889 the Pokuru Block has been substantially
fragmented as a result of further partition orders and
alienations with the effect that the Claimants have lost all
interests in their lands formerly within the Pokuru Block.

216. As a result of extensive partition orders and alienations
after 1889 the Maori owners of the Pokuru Block today
hold interests in 9 blocks which together comprise
approximately only 213 acres. These blocks too are small,
uneconomic and widespread.

217. It is my evidence that although our tupuna received
interests in Pokuru, the Crown’s rampant purchasing
tactics combined with the individualization of Maori land
title facilitated the alienation of our lands in breach of the
Treaty principles. Furthermore, purported meetings of
assembled owners that were held prior to the alienation of
our lands did little to safeguard our tupuna’s interests.

THE RAILWAY

218. The opening up of the Rohe Pdtae soon followed the
peacemaking by King Tawhiao in 1881. Spear-heading this
process was the compulsory acquisition of land by the
government for the purposes of the North Island Main
Trunk.

219. Despite Crown promises, the large-scale alienation of
Maori land, including many of the remaining lands of Ngati
Ingoa, quickly followed as a result of the railway
development. Previously the land had been protected
under the mana of the King.

220. The loss of Ngati Ingoa lands arising from the construction
of the North Island Main Trunk aggravated the dramatic
effect of the loss of lands as a result of the raupatu.

221. The North Island Main Trunk crossed portions of lands
within our traditional rohe south of the Puniu River
including our lands in the Kakepuku, Ouruwhero and
Puketarata blocks.

MOREHU MCDONALD

®" No 56, Otorohanga Minute Book 10 p309

36





