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Introduction

1. My nams is Anthony James Westbrook, | #m a namad ciﬁimant for the Wai 1383
eigim. This claim s made on bahalf of my whanau,

2. 1 am here today o speak briefly on the actions of the Native Land Court that lad to
alienation from my whanua land, and its consexjuences intiuding the sevaring of my
whanau, hapu, ahd iwi iinks, and loss of identity that this resulied in, Due to limited
resources, | could anly carry out minimal research with regards to the loss of land
and its relationship to the Rohe Potae inquiry block. As such, | have ralied on reporis
submitted to previous inguiriss and koraro with my whanhau,

Whakapapa basis

3. My whakapapa has been researched and handed down by my eldars 2z well as
supoorted through official records, My whakapapa from my Mother Jean Waatbrook
{nee Dwans) is presented balow.
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Actions of the Mativa Land Court

4. My tupunz tried o preserve their land by refusing fo sell but this did not stop them

seling allenated from their land, and when they were seliers, they had little input info
determining the land they would live on. In the intarests of time, | will provide two
examplas of the allenation from cur land; one as non-sallers, and ona as saflers. The
firat example involves my Great Great Great Grancfather, Faora Toho.

My Graat Great Graat Grandfather, Paaro Tolo, was & landowner who boycotted
Native Lang Court hearings bacause he did not want to sell his land. Ws know he
was a nor-seller because he was listed as an owner and shareholder No. 107 with 1
share in the Taumatamanoe 2B block, This block was along the Wanganui River and
was allocated to 168 non-sellers (Olver, 2008, p. 13).

. The crown asserts that there was an absence of legal compulsion for Maod to
paticipale in the mechanisms provided by the Nafive Lands Adts (Qliver, 2008},
However, thess assartions can be regarded as uttsrly llusoty awing to the practices




adopted by the Nafive Land Court Judges and land purchase agents (both crown and
privata). This was particularly so for the non-sellers in the Taumatamahos fands
(Oliver, 2008),

. After 1893, the block remaining in Maorl Ownership was Taumatamahos No. 2. In
June 1898, the native Land Court made a detarmination of the Crown interest in the
Taumatamahos No. 2. Tha court awardaed the Crown 18,765 acres. This hecams
Taumatamahose No. 2A block and was parallel to the confiscation ling and adjacent o
Taumatamahce No. T block. The fand remahning to the non-gellers becams
Taumatamahoe No. 2B block (Qliver, 2008).

. The example above Mustrates how ths forced iand allscation, and therefore
rapatriation and alienation, was a Native Land Court action that was imposad on
those who did not partisipate in the process. Through the Native Land Court which
"could provide for the establishment of alienable individual titles to Maori land, which
could then be traded privately as envisaged in the Nafive Lands Act 1882
(MeKinnan, 18897, p. 41), my whanau were alienated from their whenua, whanau,
hapu, iwl, and ultimately, their identity. ’

. The sacond example of the alfenation from our land involves my Greal Grest
Grancfather, Tol te Tuatahi, and my Great Great Graridmother, Takahurl Tal, Tolite
Tugtahl 1s listed as owner number 21 under Resserve B, with 80 acres on the
Whanganu! River an the list *of auch of the former Owhers of the Waimarino Blogk for
which resarves have been set aside In terms of the desd of Sale fo the Crown,
together with the lecality of sach reserve and the individual intereats therein® May 18,
180E. Takahurl Tel & listed on the same list as owner number 122 under Reserve A,
with 50 acrag on the Whanganul River.

1¢. The Waimarino Purchase report, February 2008, states that the Court had left thase
seller reserves o be determined between the crown and selisrs as the deed
provided. In reality the crown agent Butler {ogk the main responsibifity for datarmining
thess reserves and Interests in them with litha input from ohisfs (p. 28). Bufler, with
apparent support from the Government, claimed In reality the purshase had
gxtinguished any customary seller rights in the whole Walmarino block and therefore
the ssllers now had no legal rights 1o determine them, He propased slx resatvas,
which became Waimaring A-F. By August 1887, total seller end non-seller reserves
were eslimated as 74,000 acres leaving an estimated 384,500 acres to the Crown.




11.

12.

Actording fo this estimate, Walmarine Mior had managed to refaln [ess than cne
fifth of the black (. 28,

The report also states that Butler's proposal revealed how this balance could be sst
batween the government and the Owners. This reflected little commitment to wider
palicies of enswring a fairer deal for M3ori (p. 22). The proposed reserves undesr the
proposal of up to 50,000 acres may have sesmed significant in total, but this limit
was heing praposed without consultation with owners. Spread over all the owners,
the proposed reserves appear much 'ess generous and not enough to offset the low
prica {p. 22}, As Butler notad, this was no more than 50 acres per selier and this was
ne more than the existing minimgl legislative proetections providing for litfle mora than
subsistence. This was eapecially the case when expert advice wasg that the average
viabts farm siza in the “olock” was maore likely to be in the vicinity of 1000 acres (p.
22

As Ownars in the Waimarino Black, my Graat Great Grandfather and Grandmother
were alisnated from thelr land by the purchesing tactics of the crown and the actions
of the Native Land Court that supporied thase tactics, The result was the alienation
from thelr land by belng placed on reserves that were not large enough to sustain
tharn or their whanau. As a consequence their children had to leave the arez o
ansure thelr own survival and as a result thelr connactions o thair whanua, whanau,
hapu, and iwi, were saverad, and for somse, never reconnected, These conssguences
are long, deap, and have led to much sadnass, migery, and bitterness in my whanau,

The Impacts Native Land Court on My Whanau

13

14,

My mother's whanau lived in extreme poverty ard endured very difficult childhoods
a3 a result and these difficulties can be related directly back to the alienation of their
lands due to the actions of tha Native Land Court. Thankfully, due to the hard work
of my maothar and my father, my siblings and | did not have io live in the extreme
poverty that my mother did, but we stitf livad very modestly when we were children,
However, we have auffered extreme poverly in terms of idenfity and social and
gultural capital. | would imagine this experlence is one shared by a large number of
whanau ard hapy that have suffered similar experiences as a result of the actions of
the Native Land Court.

The actions of the Native Land Court, in my view, forced my tupuna to give up land
and move, This severad finks with their land, whanau, hapu, and Iwi. Thase links




wara not only their links but the finks betwsen broader Maori socia! structures and as
such links betwsen hapu and wd, hapu and hapu, whanau and hapu, and whanau
and whanau, were alsc severed,

15. The ssvering of links with lang directly led to the dismantiement of Maori social
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structures and networks in the rohe that my fupuna had land inferests in. This had &
significant and fundamental effect on those who were alishated from heir land, and
these effects are being felt by their decedents to this day. 1t Is important to note that
this forced repatriation Is not unigue o New Zealand as thare are many examples of
it across the world and through history. Examplas of forced repatriation by ane
opprassive group over ancther include Afrizan slaves in the Americas, Native
Americans in The United Statss, or the Jews in Europe during the rule of Nazi
Garmany.

It is 'mportant to note that | aigo have English and Irish angesiry. One of my Great
Grandfathars was from Iraland and anaother was from England. Howevar, uniike my
Maori Great Graat Grandfather, and Maort Graat Great Great Grandfather, they
chose to come fo a new land, they were not foreed to do se by the actions of a
governmental institution such as the Native Land Court. Congequently, they had fino
rangatiratangs over where they lived while my MaoH tupuna clearly did not.

Apart from the severing of the links between whanau, hapy, and wi, Iinke that had
existed from hundreds to thousands of years, the repatriation and atianation severad
tha links betwesn my whanay and their whanya, The whenua is fundamentally the
cora of existence to Mo, and this is very obvious in Pepaha. Awa and Maunga are
geographical markers that are essantizl components of Pepsha and fllustrate how
impartant they, and the whenua, are to Uhe identity of Ma3ari. As such, ance Maor! are
repatriated this impacts directly on their identity as they are forced away from thess
geographical markers that reflect connections to the whanua, whanau, hapu, and iwi,
and important historical events, inciuding birthe and deaths, that cccurrad in, on, and
around these markers,

My invalvement in thig ¢laim has contributed significantly to my underatending of the
land that my tupuna were allenated from and the alienation that is felt to this day.
None of my siblings know thelr hapu, Maras, or the land thelr tupuna lost. This loss
of ldentity is a clear and painful result of the actions of the Native Land Court as its




action lsd directly to the alianation from the {and of my whanau which in turn has led
to. & loas of sogial connections and identity.

Conciusion

18, | fael much sadness for my tupuna, They were disempowered and alflenated from
their land due to the actionsg of the crown end Native Land Court. | particularity fee
much sadness for my mather, The actions of the Native Land Court impacted on her
untif the day she died. She was slways very proud of her Maor herlitage, but never
realty knew B in the depth that she wandted. | am only grateful that late in har iife she
had the opporfunity to know her iwi and her Maras and reconnact with whanau that
she and our whanau had been discornected from. This disconnaction was dus
directly 1o the links that the Native Land Court had severed many vears ago but
whose effecis are felt to this day.

20, bwould tika the Tribunal to consider what has been pul as svidence to tham today fo
tiusirate what the Nafive Land Court did fo me and my whanau. This journey has
been exramely painful for all of us, but we hope the day will come when my whanad
will be able to rebulld themselves again with the halp that only the Tribunal oan give.

y 22

Anthony Wasthrock






