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QUESTIONS FOR ROSE TE HURU IN REPSECT TO BRIEF OF EVIDENCE WAT 1040,

#G10.

Tena Koe Mrs Huru

I list 2a number of questions for your consideration and response:

1.

N

At paragraph 47 of your brief of evidence you say “The Crown recognised specifec individnals
as having anthority over lands they simply did not have”

Can you clanfy which individuals you are referring to and the reasons why you say the
individuals you name had no authority over the land?

In Paragraph 45 to 47 of your brief of evidence you highlight two owners to Otangaroa
block who whakapapa to Ngati Kahu. In respect to Paora Ururoa my questions are:

I.  Are you aware Paora Ururoa’s father was Ururoa who was a Ngapuhi chief of
significant standing?

II.  Ate you aware that Paora Ururoa’s mana in respect to his land dealings/holdings
derived from his father Ururoa?

III.  Are you aware that in the hearings you referred to Paora Ururoa gave evidence at
the Otangaroa hearing and said the following things:

(a) “I belong to Ngapuhi and reside at Pupuke Whangaroa near Otangaroa — I know the
land shown on the map-- I have a claim on it — I claim from ancestors and conguer — This
land belonged formally to Ngatimokokohi — They were separate from Ngaati Kabu —
They carme from Ngati Kabu even further South”...

Paora Ururoa clarified the issue of Ngatimokokohi ownership in the
Whangaroa area with the following comments:

(b)y “Whangaroa did not belong to the Ngatipon-- Originally it belonged to my ancestor
Tomunri who took if from the Ngatiawa the former owners — Olangaroa is included in
W hangaroa — Some of the Ngatiawa were killed at Otangaroa — The
Ngatimokokobi owned part of Whangaroa but not Otangaroa — They
used to own Pupuke where I now live”...
My question 1s does this not confirm Ngatimokokohi had no rights n
Otangaroa block?

Are you aware that in the Otangaroa judgment delivered by the Court:

“The Conrt considered that Te Rarawa ({Ngati] Kabu and Ngatimokokohi) had utterly failed to prove
their claims’’.?

Therefore my question 1s if you are saying that Ngati Kahu had interests in Otangaroa
through Paora Ururoa and he himself derived his land rights to Otangaroa through his
father who was a chief of Ngapuhi, is not Ngati Kahu attempting to claim rights to
Ngapuhi land or are you suggesting the Ngati Kahu mnterests in Otangaroa 1s through
Paora Ururoa’s mother?

If your answer to the later component of question 3 1s in the affirmative can you clarify
the basis of Paora Ururoa’s mother’s rights?



5. In respect to Hurirama Tukariri Counsel has no questions in relation to Otangaroa.

6. In respect to Hurirama Tukariri whom you refer to in your brief of evidence at
paragraph 42 and 43 as an owner in Upper Kohumaru are you aware of the Report
commissioned by the Waitangi Tribunal “A Land Flowing with Milk and Honey 1999” by
Katherine Orr-Nimmo and in particular the Court of Appeal decision of 1902 and the
partitions by Hurirama Tukariri to Parliament of 1902, 1904 and 1905?

7. If your answer to question 6 is in the affirmative you would be aware that the Appeal was
won by Pororua’s descendants and Hurirama Tukariri’s partitions were not upheld.
Counsels question is do you not accept that the Manawhenua over Upper Kohumaru was
held by Pororua of Ngapuhi?
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