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1. My name is Marleina Hine Kahukura Te Kanawa and I am of Tainui and Ngāti Porou.  

I was born and raised in Whaingaroa.  I was secretary on the Te Kōpua 2B3 Block 

Incorporation for 20 years and was fortunate to have worked alongside kaumātua 

and rūruhi who were willing to help me trace shareholders and their whakapapa.  

They also filled in the details that weren’t noted in the official records.  I have been 

involved in our land blocks administration and take a keen interest in our lands.   

2. This brief of evidence is filed in support of Wai 125, being a claim filed on behalf of 

a number of hapū from Whaingaroa including Ngāti Koata (ki Whaingaroa), Ngāti 

Kahu, Ngāti Tahau, Ngāti Te Kore, Ngāti Pukoro, Ngāti Te Ikaunahi, Ngāti Tira, 

Ngāti Heke, Ngāti Rua Aruhe, Ngāti Hounuku, Paetoka and Ngāti Te Karu. 

Collectively, these hapū are known as “Tainui.” 

3. This is my second brief of evidence, and within the brief of evidence I will address 

the following matters: 

a) The impact of land lost Tainui whānau and hapū; and 

b) The impact of the Native Land Court on Tainui lands; 

  

4. This brief gives only a summary of events and instruments that lead to the loss of 

our lands.  Among those events is taking of land for the Pilot Reserve, the 

aggressive pursuit to acquire Waikiki, known as Manu Bay, and the acquisition by 

Dan Bryant of Whaanga 2A.  The instruments used to acquire the land are Crown 

entities, such as the Native/Māori Land Court and the councils who operate under 

the government statutes that empower them to do as they please.   The land blocks 

in question were all part of the Karioi Native Reserve, known as Te Whaanga and 

occupied by people of Tainui-Tahinga.   

Historical Events: land loss at the hands of the Crown 

Karioi 

5. The first event to occur was the offer made by Hoani Pāpita to sell Karioi.  Whilst 

Hoani Pāpita had whakapapa that links to Tainui, he was reportedly from Ngāti 

Maniapoto.  The Crown failed to ascertain the proper people with whom to negotiate.  

Money was paid in advance and in the case of Karioi two payments of £50 were 

made prior to the sale.  The first recorded as being to Kereopa and others on the 

12th April 1854 and the second to Wetini and others on 5 July 1854.  The payments 

were made for Hutiwai, (Te Hutewai), not Karioi.  12,000 acres was surveyed out 
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and 600 acres set aside as a Native reserve.  This was later disputed by Māori, was 

resurveyed and the Native reservation increased to 1434 acres. Māori also retained 

the whole of the water frontage, from the harbour inland to the proposed township, 

which comprised nearly the whole of the available land in the block.  The sale was 

completed on the 5th of November 1855 and a further payment of £475 made, 

totalling £575 for the whole block.  Turtons Deeds No 438 sets out the details of the 

sale which was signed by a number of children. 

Pilot Reserve 

6. In 1883 Allotment 15 being 228 acres of the Karioi purchase was reserved 

temporarily then permanently as a Pilot and Signal station.1   The Pilot Reserve was 

the catalyst for the current claim.  My uncle, Sam Kereopa, lodged the claim in 1989 

at the time that the Council were considering a large sub-division on part of the land.  

The timeline below sets out the events which we hope will illustrate that the Crown 

mislead Māori in the initial sale and that while the Crown may not have been directly 

involved with the loss of land they, through various Acts, empowered local council 

to take control over the lands and break the original agreements made with Māori 

at the time.  The following time-line shows the events that have occurred: 

1854 Advance payments totalling £100 made by Donald McClean to 

Māori. 

1855 McClean instructs Rogan to conclude the sale as quickly as 

possible. 

1855  Crown purchased Karioi, approximately 12,000 acres from the 

Chiefs and people of Whaingaroa (which included Pilot Reserve 

land). 

1860 Survey of block for purposes of Pilot Reserve. Crown grants and 

leases to various local Pākeha as a means to keep blackberry etc 

under control. 

1861 228 acres set aside for a proposed Pilot and Signal Station. 

1869 April 17 Kereopa Honehone claim to land and refusal to have land 

taken by Crown surveyed.   

                                                
1 New Zealand Gazette 1883, p20. 
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1877 Native Reserve surveyed 630 acres. 

1879 Kereopa Honehone and others petition and claim ownership of land. 

1882 Petition of Major Te Wheoro who ‘prays that a Crown grant be issued 

to him and his hapū for Karioi and that the grant should contain a 

clause making the land inalienable except on lease.  

1883  Pilot and Signal Station Reserve established by the Crown (Gazette 

p. 253). 

1896  Reserve leased to A R McJannet. Rental paid to Raglan County 

Council as a substitute for lack of Harbour endowment. 

1896 Claim by Ngāti Te Ika, Ngāti Hounuku Rākaupukupuku as to area of 

Native Reserve and surveyed boundaries.   Survey adjusted to 1413 

acres.  Divided into two blocks Whaanga 1 and Whaanga 2 with 110 

owners. 

1911  Chairman of Raglan Town Board asks Crown to reserve land from 

lease for a road to provide access to beach and “Tattooed Rocks” 

(southern end of Ngarunui Beach). 

1912  Lease of reserve sold to A R Langley. 

1915 Lease of reserve sold to E N Peacock. 

1915  Order in Council , Reserve vested in the Raglan County Council in 

trust, without the power of sale, for the purposes of a pilot and signal 

station under the Reserves and Land Disposal and Public Bodies 

Empowering Act 1914  (N.Z Gazette V.1 p. 731) 

1924  Boundary alteration to provide for new road alignment. 

1925  Lease of reserve sold to W. Baker. 

1936  Churton’s Road closed and land added to Pilot Reserve. 

1938  Special legislation enacted to clear up disagreement between 

vesting order to Council (1915) and survey plan (S0 22322). 
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1946  Lease of reserve made to E G Tait (83 ha), C Jackson (9 ha) and H 

L Dando (8 ha). 

1962  Waikato Public Relations Foundation approaches Council seeking 

road access to Ngarunui Beach. Ngarunui Beach Life Saving Club 

formed and approaches Council for access to beach. 

1963  Council draws up plans for road access and subdivision of reserve. 

Unable to proceed because of reserve designation. 

1964  Council introduces Local Bill to Parliament to enable subdivision 

of land, but was opposed by Lands and Survey Department. 

1965  Crown offers to sell reserve to Council on preferential basis and 

in doing so uplift reservation. Council purchases property by 

deferred payment over 30 years. Reservation revoked (Gazette p 64 

1890). 

1967  Leases to E G Tait, C Jackson, and H L Dando renewed for a further 

21 years. 

1974-87   Raglan Surf Lifeguard Patrol Club ask Council to provide road access 

to Ocean Beach. Various drownings at Suckers Point. 

1981   Construction of Raglan Surf Lifeguard Patrol Clubrooms in reserve 

at the end of Ocean Beach Road. Subdivision of property to enable 

leasehold initiated. 

1988  Portion of reserve on the eastern side of Wainui Road (Allot 243) 

sold to H L Dando. 

1988  Council purchases 21 year renewable lease over reserve from E G 

Tait. Also purchases lease from Jackson family except for a house 

site. 

1989  Council resolves to prepare a management plan for Wainui Reserve 

Farm Park. An advisory committee of local people is established. 

Claim lodged with Waitangi Tribunal for Pilot Reserve Block. 

1990  Council purchased Wainui Block from Grasshopper Limited. 
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1991  Council prepares first Wainui Reserve Management Plan. 

1991 Council subdivides part of Wainui Block to create 13 rural-residential 

lots between Wainui Stream and Wainui Road. 

1993  Wainui Reserve Management Committee formed. 

1996  Access road and car parks built with funds from Waikato Foundation 

Trust. 

1999 Lot 1 DPS 44506, previously owned in fee simple, gazetted as a 

recreation reserve. 

2004  New surf club building constructed 

2004/05  Car park established at the old Surf club site, (Te Kōpua) Parking 

sites for people with disabilities established close to the wheel chair 

access to the beach. Michael Hope memorial officially unveiled 

2006  Lower (main) car park at Wainui Reserve sealed. Combined toilets 

and changing rooms open for public access. 

2009  The lower car park was redesigned to provide better circulation and 

access to car parking. A wooden staircase was constructed to 

provide walking access from the upper car park areas and reserve 

area to the lower (main) car park and Ngarunui Beach. 

7. The petition by Hone Hone and others in 1879 was in relation to the Karioi Block in 

which 600 acres had been surveyed for the Native reserve. Boundaries given were 

the Māori boundaries which did not agree with the Crown survey.  The deposit 

initially paid was for Te Hutewai and not Whaingaroa, therefore Kereopa may have 

had a case.  Māori were misled by the way the Crown negotiated, or failed to 

negotiate, were not conducted in a fair manner nor were the best interests of 

Tangata Whenua taken into account.  It led to mistrust and the wholesale taking by 

confiscation or sale led to the bitter Land Wars. The interests of the settlers and the 

Crown were put above those of their Treaty partner.    

8. Five years after the sale a piece of Karioi was surveyed and reserved for a Pilot 

Signal station.  The area of land surveyed was far in excess of what was needed, 

in fact a signal station was never erected, and instead beacons were erected on Te 
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Kōpua land.  The vesting of the Pilot Reserve in the Council stipulated that it was 

vested without power of sale use of the Public Bodies Empowering Act 1914 

transferred the Crown responsibility to the Council, who in turn used a number of 

other acts to subdivide and lease sections of the block.  The Council were already 

receiving lease money at this stage. 1938 saw special legislation enacted to clear 

up a disagreement in terms of the vesting order and in 1963 the council had drawn 

up plans for a subdivision on the Pilot Reserve but were unable to proceed because 

of the Reserve status of the land so they petitioned parliament with a proposed 

Harbour Board Empowering Bill that would enable them to obtain possession in fee 

simple.  In 1965, in order to give more power to the council the Crown offered to 

sell the reserve and revoke the reserve status.   

9. The Crown purchase was always about acquiring land for settlers and Māori were 

more or less bullied into selling out to the Crown. The Crown appears to have 

sought the approval of a ‘friendly’ Māori in their dealings. It’s interesting to note that 

the chief who offered Karioi for sale doesn’t appear in the lists of 1896.   The Pilot 

Reserve was part of Te Kōpua before the settlers arrived.  There are a number of 

wāhi tapu and pā sites on that reserve.  Māori were trading wheat and flax and used 

the Pākeha ships initially to transport their goods.  That was until they were able to 

purchase their own.  They had formed a Company and built their own store in the 

township by the late 1860’s.  They remained in business until the 1890’s.   

10. The purchase of the Pilot Reserve denied them the ability to develop their own land 

and increase their economic base.  By the early 1890’s Māori at Te Kōpua had 

been reduced to eking a living off Te Kōpua and doing labouring work for anyone 

who would hire them. 

Te Whaanga 2A (Bryant Home) 

11. In 1896 the Native reserve was surveyed into two blocks, Whaanga 1 and Whaanga 

2.  64 people were declared as owners in Whaanga 1, they being of Te Ikaunahi 

and Ngāti Koata and 35 allocated to Whaanga 2. The whole reserve was inalienable 

by sale or mortgage but able to lease for not more than 21 years.  Each block 

underwent further divisions over time.  Whaanga 1 was divided into Blocks 1,2,3,4 

and in June 1905 Whaanga 2 was partitioned into Whaanga 2A and Whaanga 2B.   

Whaanga 2A which was 74 acres 1 rood was allocated to the Kereopa whānau, 10 

of whom were children of the major shareholders. Whaanga 2B, an area of 142 

acres 2 roods 12 perches was allocated to the Hounuku whānau.  It is interesting 
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to note that the two blocks were allocated to only two families who were both very 

closely related, and with stronger ties to Ngāti Tahinga than the other iwi living in 

Whaingaroa at the time.   

12. There was a supposed sale by Haami and Ngahuia Kereopa of Whaanga 2 in 1923.  

However, the sale is disputable in that Haami had died in 1919.  

13. In December 1919 the Native Land Court a charging order for the cost of survey 

for Whaanga 2A was issued which was subsequently paid in August 1920. The 

family have for many years tried to ascertain how the land was taken only to find 

that in 1921 Daniel Bryant acquired a Certificate of Title for Whaanga 2A. There 

is no information on file to show how he acquired this land. I suspect that he may 

have paid the survey costs and conned the owners into believing that he had 

purchased it.  With none of the elders alive by that stage it was the children, who 

had been denied an educated, left to deal with complicated matters.   

14. An Order in Council date 14 July 1943 authorized the disposition to and acquisition 

by Daniel Vickery Bryant Whaanga 2B3a an area of 16 acres 1 rood 5 perches.   

However, Mr Bryant seems to have managed to organise his Trust Board and many 

transfers occurred between them. On 9 October 1946 a further Order in Council to 

allow Mr Bryant to acquire 9 acres 19 perches in Whaanga 2B1, 4 acres 3 rood 

with a right of way over part of Whaanga 1A2 Block, 3 acres of Whaanga 2B2 and 

74 acres 1 rood of Whaanga 2A.   

15. The acquisition of Whaanga 2A left the Kereopa whānau landless in Karioi and 

given that their father was one of the main negotiators and protectors of Māori land 

it seems rather suspicious as to how Dan Bryant accumulated so much of the 

Whaanga lands which were sub-divided and sold for profit.  The Hounuku whānau 

were also disenfranchised in that they lost their natural access to the kaimoana and 

oi whose habitat was close to their kāinga at Te Whaanga.  The Crown issued the 

Order in Council and in doing so removed the mana whenua of one section of the 

iwi and eroded the mana whenua of another hapū. 

Waikeri: now known as Manu Bay 

16. The Manu Bay case is one where the owners were bullied into selling their shares.  

It was finally purchased by the Raglan County Council in 1970.   
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17. In the early 1960’s Raglan became known as a surfing Mecca and the popularity of 

the coast was growing.  The owners of Manu Bay allowed the public access to that 

area.  The owners did not live on the land but used it for gardening and it was the 

access to their taunga ika and gathering place for kaimoana.  A boat ramp was built 

as a safer launching place for recreational fisherman.  Four blocks of land were 

leased, under a Māori Affairs lease arrangement to a Pākeha named Noel Sexton.  

As popularity grew so did the Councils demand for higher rates and more land for 

sub-division.  The lands between Bryant Home and Manu Bay had already been 

sub-divided as had one block in Whaanga 1 and Council saw an opportunity to 

acquire land for speculation and future development. The Council began its 

endeavours to purchase in 1963 and made it very public that they wished to acquire 

the land.  Initially they only wanted to acquire the Whaanga 1B2C2B block but after 

investigations by the councillors decided to acquire the two adjacent blocks, 

Whaanga 1B2C1 and Whaanga 1B2B.   

18. The timeline events have been taken from the Council minute books and show the 

process used to achieve their goal of acquiring the land: 

1964     An offer of £945 was made in 1964.  Registrar of Māori 

Land Court advised that he was prepared to call a 

meeting of owners subject to the increasing their offer to 

£1025 and meeting the expenses of the shareholders.   

27 October 1964 Letter from the Point Board Riders enquiring into the 

progress Council were making into acquiring Manu Bay.  

Council advised they were still pursuing the matter and 

from that point on began to actively seek to acquire the 

block, Whaanga1B2C2B.   

Registrar Māori Land Court advised that they would 

revoke authorisation of meeting with shareholders 

unless held by 18 April 1965. 

23 November 1964  Registrar Maori Land Court advised that he was 

prepared to convene a meeting of owners subject to the 

Council increasing their offer to £1025 and they meet the 

shareholders travel expenses. Council chairman 
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reported that the section was of no value without the 

other blocks. 

Meeting convened and resolution unanimously rejected 

the resolution to sell to the Raglan County Council. 

29 April 1966  Council proceed with acquisition of the 5 acre property 

and if possible purchase the adjoin properties.  

Resolution passes that Council proceed to acquire 

whole of the block (3 sections). 

27 June 1966  Point Board Riders enquire as to progress of acquisition 

and ask if there is a possibility of the club purchasing part 

of the property to build a club house.  Council informed 

them of the steps being taken and prepared to discuss 

policy when arrangements made to purchase. 

28 November 1966  Consideration given to taking further steps to acquire 

Manu Bay.  Decided that a definite assurance from N B 

Sexton, Lessee, that he terminate his lease of land 

required by Council before any further action taken. 

24 August 1967  Meeting organised by Council to meet with Mr Sexton.  

Sexton agreed to assist the Council to obtain title and 

was ready to discuss the transfer of the lease to the 

Council.  Council considered acquiring approximately 20 

acres.  Mr Sexton invited to next meeting to discuss 

lease. 

22 January 1968   Sexton’s lawyer enquiry about progress to date with 

acquisition of Manu Bay for recreational purposes.  If 

Council unable to obtain owners consent to sell land 

Sexton will be obliged to consider alternative means of 

exploiting the same. Council referred purchase to 

solicitors. 

26 February 1968  Solicitor advised that he was willing to submit application 

to court but would prefer to instruct Mr Palmer with a view 

to obtaining more addresses. Council rejected 
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suggestion and solicitor instructed to file application 

without referring to Palmer.  Instead County Clerk 

directed to seek help of Mr McKay to help obtain 

addresses of Māori owners. 

27 May 1968  Sexton disposed of leases in Manu Bay.  Solicitor 

advised terms under which the Māori Land Court was 

prepared to convene a meeting of owners.   Fixing of 

sale price   1B2C2B at $11, 450, 1B2B2 at £3,200 and 

1B2C1 at £4,000.  The sale is subject to existing leases 

which in some instances extend for 21 years after the 

expiry of the present one. Council resolved to make 

further approach to N B Sexton in regard to lease. 

Further letter received from Point Board Riders wanting 

information about Councils negotiations in regard to the 

land. 

26 August 1968  Sexton attended meeting and prepared to transfer lease 

to Council on certain terms provided it was taken up 

within 12 months. 

23 September 1968 Sexton outlined conditions he is prepared to sell his 

interest in Manu Bay.  Solicitors directed to proceed with 

calling meeting of owners.  

6 November 1968  Council to create a coastal zoning Town Boundary and 

subdivided lands at Whale Bay be zoned residential. 

Māori block to be designated a reserve. 

 

++County solicitor advised that only way to bring matter 

to an early conclusion would be to instruct a person 

familiar with the Māoris and Land Court procedure to 

prosecute these applications and recommending the 

appointment of Mr McIver for this purpose. 
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23 June 1969   Coastal Reserves included Carters Beach, Waikorea 

Beach, Beach from the Harbour to Mussel Rock, Manu 

Bay and Whale Bay Kereopa property. 

Meeting of owners for two of the properties called for 24 

October and meeting at a later date to be held in 

Ngaruawahia to deal with 3rd property.  Report circulated 

outlining prices requested and conditional on land being 

declared a Reserve.  Prices as follows:  1B2C1 at $5,000 

or new valuation plus 15% whichever is the greater. 

17 November 1969  Meeting held.  Owners requested $15,000 for 1B2C2B.  

Council offered $9,000 and meeting was adjourned until 

19 December. 

12 January 1970   Public notice given of Councils intention to seek loan of 

$24,000 to purchase land at Manu Bay. 

13 March 1970   Council purchased the 3 acre block for $3,200.  The sale 

was finally completed in 1971.  Council locks gate and 

claims Manu Bay as private property 

 11 July 1972   Letter sent to Māori Trustee from Eva Rickard on behalf 

of the ex-owners stating that at the meeting of owners 

the land was to be sold to give access to the Public and 

that no money was to be made from this land.  The 

owners were most emphatic that this was the case 

before they agreed to sell.  She also asked what price 

was received as rumour has it that it was substantial, 

which it wasn’t.  Trustee informed her that the total price 

paid was $20,500 for the three blocks. 

19. Although the sale of Manu Bay was orchestrated by the County Council, the officers 

of the Māori Land Court certainly helped in the process.  At the outset the owners 

were adamant that they would not sell and their reluctance is obvious by the length 

of time it took.  What is not recorded in the minutes are the deals that were done 

between the lessee and the Council.  The lessee assisted the council in gaining the 

agreement of owners that he befriended in the process.   
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20. During the period that the Council was attempting to acquire Manu Bay, the rates 

had been substantially raised and the lessee did not want to lease the property that 

was targeted for sale. The owners were also unable to pay the rates and feared 

that they would lose it anyway through unpaid rates. My mother’s cousin came to 

ask her advice, something the Māori Trustee should have done. She advised her 

relatives that if the sale was going to be forced on them then put conditions on the 

sale, which they did.  There was a systemic failure on the part of the Māori Trustee 

to protect the land that was under his Trusteeship.    

21. As soon as the Council acquired the land they locked the gate and claimed it as 

private property and the Trustee simply responded to Eva Rickards query by stating 

that the resolution stated that “the land to be solely for the purpose of a public 

reserve but the order confirming the resolution did not state that the land was to be 

used as a reserve” and that the whole of the area is to be used as a County reserve.  

The Crown agent was there to ensure that the owners understood what the 

resolutions meant and how they could be interpreted or misinterpreted.  The owners 

were very clear in what they agreed to but did not necessarily understand the 

semantics of the wording and what loopholes the simple omission of words may 

have had.    

22. The three blocks of land discussed are all bordering the sea. When Karioi was taken 

Māori retained the foreshore yet we are denied our riparian rights.  Most of the 

Whaanga Blocks no longer border the sea and the latest in a long line of legislation 

designed to disenfranchise Māori the Foreshore and Seabed legislation has taken 

away what we never ceded to them in the first place.   

Impacts of the Native land Court 

23. The impact of the Native Land Court and the various Māori Land Acts have had far 

reaching effects on our people. Before the Native Land Court was established 

ownership of territory was determined in a number of ways. Land was acquired, for 

instance, through conquest, through occupation and even used as payment for 

wrongs against another hapū or iwi.  An example from Tainui is the Rākaunui block 

where one family was required to relinquish their rights in the land because of an 

adulterous act.   

24. The relationship with the land was both physical and spiritual.  With the introduction 

of the land laws into Whaingaroa Māori were forced to regard their whenua in much 
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the same way as Pākeha.  The law took away their right use and live on the land 

without encumbrance, and to and pass on their mana whenua to their children or 

other relatives that they chose.  

25. The share system imposed on Māori land is totally foreign and over time caused 

the fragmentation of land.  The practice of succeeding to shares in a block of land 

is not a concept that is natural for Māori.   The fragmentation of shares has caused 

friction among whānau and often decisions are made by the few who have the 

largest shares.  The fragmentation of shares had undermined whānau structures 

and rendered land more susceptible to alienation and sale. 

26. In 1967 Māori Land that had less than four shareholders was turned into General 

Land.  Māori, my uncle being one, ignored it and continued to live as though his 

land was still in Māori title.  What was not understood was that the land came under 

the Pākeha Land laws.  I know of at least two properties that were lost because of 

a marriage breakdowns. The house and land had been handed down in the 

expectation that the whānau would always have somewhere to go but because the 

house and land had a General Land title, it was no longer inalienable, and became 

subject to relationship property. The inability to buy out the partner meant that the 

property had to be sold and the former partner with no whakapapa connection to 

the whenua got a share.   

27. The Māori Trustee became the biggest shareholder in some lands taking the 

fractional and uneconomic shares and selling to others. The Te Kōpua 

Incorporation is a good example, as is the Wakatū Incorporation.  Selling fractional 

shares caused many families to be entirely separated from their whenua and in a 

sense their whakapapa.  Our people, who once had very strong whānau ties and 

knew their connections have become disjointed and have lost their identity.  For 

some, the fractional share was all that connected them to Whaingaroa and now that 

those are gone they have nothing.   Fractional shares belonging to a whānau should 

have been amalgamated and given back to the whānau or entrusted to someone 

in the whānau to look after for the rest.  Instead we have cities full of people who 

do not know their whakapapa or where they originate from and are disjointed from 

their culture, resulting in dysfunctional lifestyles and over representation in our 

prison system.  Loss of identity is one of the major causes of disfunctionality and 

identity is connected to land and its people. 
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28. The land that we were left with, the Native Reserve, was supposed to be 

unalienable but the Land Court has done little to prevent the alienation of land.  In 

fact many of the Courts own agents were responsible for acquiring large chunks of 

Māori land in Whaingaroa. Remana Nutana worked for the Native Land Court.  He 

was a Pākeha so couldn’t succeed to land himself.  However, the ability to use 

whakapapa links and tie his family in meant that his family is listed in almost every 

block of land in Whaingaroa.  Norman Palmer, also a Māori Land Court registrar, 

appears on the title of alienated lands in Whaingaroa, particularly at Te Whaanga 

as do surveyors and lawyers, who purported to be working for Māori.  Berghans 

Block Narrative lists some of these people.2 

Rating and Valuations 

29. The present rating system is unfair, particularly when dealing with Māori multiple 

owned lands and when valuing land for rating purposes the Crown has obligations, 

under Article 2 of the Treaty of Waitangi to ensure that the system is fair and does 

not negatively impact on Māori who own Māori land. Māori freehold land 

administered under the Ture Whenua Māori Act, and is not readily for sale so 

should not be valued in the same way as General Freehold land.  

30. In coastal areas our lands are attracting very high valuations and every three years 

we have to put in objections based on the fact that multiply owned Māori cannot be 

compared with General Land because there is no willing seller. 

31. Multiply owned land is constantly under threat of being taken and alienated for 

unpaid rates. However, Councils who do the rating, expect the person whose 

address they may have to pay those rates on behalf of the other owners, which is 

unfair.  While it should be expected that all shareholders should contribute the fact 

that not everyone has equal shares and it is logistically impossible, particularly for 

us in Whaingaroa, to contact everyone.  Many of the shareholders in the blocks no 

longer live in Whaingaroa and have been gone for generations so are unknown to 

those still living in the community, not necessarily on their land.  

32.  Added to that most of our land still has native bush on it and we are limited in the 

activities that we are able to carry out under the Local Body By-laws.  Whaanga 

does not access the town’s water supply, even though the source is our maunga, 

                                                
2 CFRT 1508 Berghan, Paula Te Rohe Pōtae Inquiry District Research Assistance Projects: Block 
Research Narratives pp1191-1193 
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nor do we pollute our harbour because we are not hooked into the town sewage 

system.  The Council provides limited services to the owners of Māori Land. 

33. Our coastal properties are under extreme threat of being lost through land 

speculation because of the high demand for properties with a sea view.  The value 

of the properties increase, rates increase and with most of our community living in 

the lower income bracket the pressure to pay rates is stressful.  The Crown has a 

responsibility to ensure that our mana whenua stays intact and that we are able to 

live stress free on our whenua by the sea. We were guaranteed equality but there 

seems to be little balance in the laws that govern our country. 

Conclusion 

34. What my evidence highlights is the struggles that our people have had over the last 

150 years to retain our whenua. We have been subjected to continued oppression 

through unfair practices by the Crown, its agents, and delegated authorities, who, 

through the implementation of legislation and polices, manipulate the system to 

separate Tangata from Whenua.  

35. Pilot Reserve is an example of the Crown’s greed in obtaining an exorbitant amount 

of land, 228 acres, for a mere signal station, that was never actually established on 

that land. But rather than return the land to Tangata Whenua, the Crown transferred 

the land to the Council who have set about using it for their economic advantage. 

Manu Bay exemplifies the underhanded tactics employed by the Raglan County 

Council, through colluding with the lessee and increasing the rates, when owners 

were opposed to selling their tupuna whenua. Those owners were left with no option 

but to sell, as the Council would have forced a rates sale anyway. Finally, the Te 

Whaanga example raises the issue of how a dead man can sell his land to another, 

and how the Pakeha laws can give legal effect to such a transfer. 

36. Pilot Reserve, Manu Bay and Te Whaanga are prime examples of how legislation 

and polices have been manipulated to alienate Māori lands that were originally 

earmarked as ‘inalienable’. The result of these manipulations is that our people 

have become totally disenfranchised. We could no longer rely on our lands and 

resources to support ourselves, as our few remaining lands were insufficient to 

sustain our people. Furthermore, the few lands that do remain continue to be 

subjected to high rates, and an ownership regime that disconnects our people from 

the land through a system of shares. Many tangata whenua have left Whaingaroa 
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to find employment, and no longer have a connection to their tupuna whenua, 

resulting in a loss of identity for many of our people today. 

 

 

Dated at Whaingaroa this 26th day of August 2013 

 

 

 

____________________________________ 

Marleina Hine Kahukura Te Kanawa 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 




