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At paragraph 47 of your brief of evidence you say "The Crown
recognised specific individuals as having authority over lands
they simply did not have"

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

| am referring to Pororua Wharekauri in particular who had no
authority over lands within the Mangonui, Oruru and
Otangaroa areas. The hapu of Matarahurahu, Pikaahu, Ngati
Ruaiti and Ngati Mokokohi are mana whenua in these areas
and not Pororua. No one individual had the sole right or
authority to deal with our lands. Also, the Crown's practice in
those days of recognising 10 individual owners was arbitrary
and contrary to our tikanga tdaturu. | say the 10 people
individually named on the Otangaroa title had no authority over
the land as individuals because that land belonged to all hapu
members. Just because the Crown recognised them and
wanted to deal with individuals doesn't mean they had
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?

Il.  Are you aware that Paora Ururoa's mana in respect to
his land dealings/holdings derived from his father
Ururoa?

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

(@ "I belong to Ngapuhi and reside at Pupuke
Whangaroa near Otangaroa - | know the land
shown on the map - | have a claim on it - | claim
from ancestors and conquer - This land belonged
formally to Ngatimokokohi - They were separate
from Ngati Kahu - They came from Ngati Kahu
even further South..."

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

(b) 'Whangaroa did not belong to the Ngatipou--
Originally it belonged to my ancestor Tomuri who
took it from the Ngatiawa the former owners -
Otangaroa is included in Whangaroa - Some of the
Ngatiawa were Kkilled at Otangaroa - The
Ngatimokokohi owned part of Whangaroa but not
Otangaroa - They used to own Pupuke where |
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now live"...
My question is does this not confirm
Ngatimokokohi had no rights in Otangaroa block?

I.  Yes. He was from Mangamuka.

II. As | have said in my evidence, although Paora Ururoa told
the Court that he had stronger affiliations to the land
through his Ngapuhi whakapapa, the fact is that he also
has whakapapa to that land through Ngati Mokokohi which
he admits himself. So any connection to the land is not
only through his Ngapuhi connection but through his Ngati
Mokokohi connection as well.

lll. Yes | am aware Paora Ururoa said those things. But no it
does NOT confirm that Ngati Mokokohi had no rights in
Otangaroa. | have already said that Paora Ururoa himself
was of Ngati Mokokohi but many individuals recognised
that affiliating with the conquering iwi was seen by the
Crown as having more mana than affiliating with the
supposedly conquered group who were still in occupation.
In the same Otangaroa hearing you refer to, Wiremu
Pikaahu (a tupuna of Ngati Mokokohi) gave evidence
saying "Those living at Otangaroa were the Ngati
Mokokohi. Those at Oruru were also Ngati Kahu. | am a
Ngati Kahu...I am descended from Mokokohi through my
mother not through my father. | consider | have a claim on
Otangaroa. | and others of my tribe, | am Ngati Kahu".
Although his claim wasn't accepted by the Court, that
doesn't mean that the Court was right or that he didn't
have interests in Otangaroa. It just meant that those
interests weren't recognised by the Crown created body.
Current reports show that the decisions of the Judge that
sat on the Otangaroa decision were questionable and
shouldn't be relied upon. Also Wiremu Pikaahu's evidence
showed that Ngati Mokokohi were based in Taupo and
migrated around the Otangaroa Whangaroa region and
that despite being defeated in battle there, our people
remained living there, were there at 1840 and were there
at 1879. Ngati Mokokohi continue to be there now. So in
my view, Ngati Mokokohi most definitely have mana
whenua in Otangaroa.

As you will have seen in my evidence, the fact that the
Otangaroa block was subject to the Pakeha Native Land
Court process is irrelevant because our hapi were there
from the beginning and we are still there today. Our world
did not stop because some of our tupuna might have been
beaten in a fight. We continue to hold ahi kaa over our
lands which is a clear affirmation of mana whenua and
cannot be denied by the Crown or Ngapubhi.

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

"The Court considered that Te Rarawa ([Ngati] Kahu and
Ngatimokokohi) had utterly failed to prove their claims"?
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Therefore my question is 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
interests in Otangaroa is through Paora Ururoa's mother?

Firstly, as | have said earlier, the decision of the Judge in the
Otangaroa case is highly questionable. Secondly, Paora
Ururoa acknowledged that he had whakapapa connections to
Otangaroa through his Ngati Mokokohi side. But perhaps
because, in his view, Ngati Mokokohi were said to be the
conquered group, he emphasised his descent through
Ngapuhi as the alleged conquerors. It is true that Paora
Ururoa's mother was from Ngati Kahu but this is irrelevant
because the hapi of Ngati Kahu have interests in Otangaroa
through Huirama Tukariri as well. This was also recognised by
the Crown as he was listed as one of the owners on the Title.
So | am saying Otangaroa is Ngati Mokokohi, Matarahurahu,
Pikaahu land not Ngapuhi land!

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

See my earlier answer.

Note - Question 5 is not a question
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In respect to Huirama 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 petitions by Huirama Tukariri to
Parliament of 1902, 1904 and 19057

Yes | know about the report you refer to.

If your answer to question 6 is in the affirmative you would be
aware that the Appeal was won by Pororua's descendants and
Huirama Tukariri's petitions were not upheld.

Counsels question is do you not accept that the Manawhenua
over Upper Kohumaru was held by Pororua of Ngapuhi?

Absolutely not. If you had read the Land Flowing with Milk and
Honey report properly you would know that the 1902 appeal
was described by the writer herself as being "ill-founded"
because the Ngapuhi claimants, particularly Karena Kiwa,
admitted that conquest was not completed and a gift was
necessary after it. Also, no new evidence was submitted on
appeal but the appellate court basically ignored the arguments
of Huirama Tukariri and his claimant group in 1901 and
assumed that Te Taepa and Pororua obtained the land by
conquest. The judges also seemed confused about where
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Kohumaru was situated because they referred to the lands
east and west of the Mangonui Stream, whereas Kohumaru is
really south of the Mangonui harbour.

As my tupuna Huirama Tukariri said in the original 1901
hearing, Ngapuhi never went to Kohumaru and Pororua had
no mana whenua over our lands there. Huirama Tukariri
categorically denied that Kohumaru lands had been conquered
by Ngapuhi. Pororua was only connected to Kohumaru
through marriage so the time that he did live in Kohumaru (only
from 1856), he was there under the mana whenua of
Matarahurahu hapu of Ngati Kahu. Besides, as | said in my
evidence, it is the Crown that views the Native Land Court
records as having more weight than our hapu reality and
tikanga taturu.





