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Introduction 

1, My name is Anthony James Westbrook, I am a named claimant for the Wei 1393 

claim, Thill c:alm 1$ made on behalf of my whanElU. 

2, I am here today te speak brlsflY on the actions ot the Native Lend Court that led to 

allenatlor. from my w,'1anua lend, and its consequences Including the severing of my 

whanau, h!1pu, and Iwl linKs, and loss of Identity that this resulted in, Due to limited 

resources, I COJld ar.Jy carry aut minimal research with regards to the lass at land 

and Its relationship to the Rohe Potae inquiry block. As such, I have ~aliad on reports 

submitted to pr<;lvloue inquiries and korero with my whaneu, 

Whakapap,a basIs 

3, My whakapapa has, been rssearch,ed and handed down by my elders ae well as 

supported through official records, My whakapapa from my Mother Jean Westbrook 

(nee OWens) is presented balow, 
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Actions oHhe Native Lana Court 

4, My tupuna tried to preserve theft land by refusing to sell but this did not slop them 

oalng alienated frem their land, end when they were sellers, they had little input into 

determining the land they would live on, In the interests of time, I will provide two 

examples of the alieriatlor, from our land; one as non-sellers, and ena as sellers, The 

first example involves my Great Great Great Grandfather, Paoro Toho. 

5. My Great Great Great Grandfilther, Paoro ToMo, was II landowner who boycotted 

Nativa Land Court heari~gs because he did not want to sell his land, We know he 

was a no~-seller because ~e was listed as ar owner and s'lareholder No, 107 with 1 

share in the TaumatamahDe 2B block, This block was along the Wanganui River and 

was allocated to 165 non-sellers (Oliver, 200S, p, 13), 

6, The crown asselis that there was an absence of legal compulsion for Maori to 

participate in the mechanisms provided by the Native Lands Acts (Oliver, 2008), 

However, trese aSlSertions can be. regarded as utterly Illusory owing to the pract'ces 



adopted by the Native Land Cowt judges and land purchase agerts (both crown and 

private), This WSI:I particularly so fo" the non-selle:s i~ the Taumatal'1ahoe lands 

(Oliver 2008). 

7, After 1893, the bldck remaining in Maori Ownership WM Taumatamahaa No, 2. In 

June 1896, the native Land COllrt made iii determination 0: the Crown interest in the 

Taumatamahoe No.2, The court: Bwartiad thE! Crown 19,765 acres, This became 

Taumatamahoe No, 2A blook and was parallel to the confiscation lina and adjacent;o 

Tau""atamahoe No, 1 block. The land rema;ning to the non-seifers became 

Taumatamahoe No, 2B block (Oliver, 2(08), 

8. The example above illustrates how the forced :and aliocation, and therefore 

repatriation <and <1lienation. was II Native Land Court action that was imposed on 

those who did not participate in the proces.s, Through the Nalive Land Court which 

"could provide for the estabUshment of alienable individual titlss to Mllorlland, which 

could than be traded privately as envisaged in the Native Lands Act 1862" 

(McKinnon, 1997, p. 41), my wnanau were alienated from their whenua, whanau, 

hapu, iwi, and ultimate.ly, their Identity. 

9. The second exampie of the alienation from our land involves my Great. Great 

Granofather, Tol te TUatahl, and my Great Great Grandmother, Takahuri Tal. Tal Ie 

TUatahl is listsd as owner number 21 under Reserve B, with 60 acres on the 

Whanganu; River on the list "of such 01 the fermer Owners of the Waimarino Block for 

which reserves have. been set aside in temlS of the deed of Sale to be Crown, 

togelher with the locality of each reserve and the individual interests therein" May Hi, 

1896,. Takahuri TQi is listed on the same iist as owner number 122 Linder ReseNe A, 

with 50 acres on the Whanganui River. 

10, The Waimarlno Purchase report, February 2008, states that the Co;;rt had left these 

seiler reserves 10 be determined be~Neen the crown and sellers as the deed 

provided. In reality the orOWll agent Butler took the main re$ponsibility for determining 

these reserves and interests in them with little input from chiefs (p. 28). Butler, with 

apparent support from the Government, claimed In reality the purchase had 

extinguished any customary seller rights in the whole Waimarino blcok and therefore 

the sellers now had no legal rights to determine them, He proposed six reserves, 

which became Waimarlno A·F, By August 1887, total seller and non-seller reserves 

were Efa!lmated as 74,000 acres leaving an estimated 384,500 acres to the Crown, 



According to this estimate, Waimarino Maori had managed to retain laiSll than one 

fifth of ti1E1 block (p. 28) .. 

11, The report also states that Buller's proposal revea'ed how !hls balance could be set 

between the goverrment and the Owners, This reflected little commitment to wider 

policies of ensuring a (airer deaf for Millori (p. 22). The proposed reserves under the 

proposal of up to 50,000 S3res may have seemed significant In total, but this limit 

was being proposed without consultation with owners, Spread over all the owners, 

the proposed reser.es appear much 'ess generous and not enough to offset tha low 

price (p, 22), As Butl€tr noted, this was no tr.ore than 50 acres per seller and this was 

no morE! than the existing minimal legislative protections providlna for lIttle more thlln 

subsistence. This was especially the case when expert advice was th1ilt the average 

viable farm size in the '!)Iock' was more likely to be in the vicinity of 1000 acres (p, 

22). 

1 Z. As Owners In tna Walmarlno BlOCk, my Great G;eat Grandfather and Grandmother 

were alienated from their land by the purchasing tactics of the crown and the actions 

of the l'ialive Land Court that supported these tactics, The result was ihe alienation 

from their ~and by being placed on reserves that were not large enough to swstaln 

them or their whanau. As a conseqLlence their children had 10 leave the area to 

ensure their own scrvlval and as a resull Ineir connections to their whenua, whanau, 

hapu, ana Iwi, were severed, and for some, never reconnected, These consequences 

are long, deep, and 11ave led to much sadness, misery, and oitterness in my wharau, 

The Impacts NativIIlancl Court on My Whanau 

13, My mother's whanau lIved in extreme poverty and endured very difficult ohildhoods 

as a result and hese difficulties can be related direotly back to the alienation 01 their 

lands due to the actions of the Nallve Land Court, Thankfully, due to the hard wort< 

of my mother and my father, my siol:ngs and I did not have to live in the extreme 

poverty that my mother did, but we stll< lived very modestly when we were children, 

However, we hays suffered extreme poverty in terms of identity and social and 

cultural capitaL I would imagine this experience is one shared by a large number of 

whanau and hapu that have suffered sirrllar experiences as a result of t,1e actions of 

the Native Land Court, 

14, The actions of the Native Land Court, in my view, forced my tupuna to give up land 

ana move, This severed links wjth their land, whanau, hapu, and Iwl, These links 



were not only thel' links but the [irks beiween broader Maori sooia: stuctures and as 

such links between hapu and iwi, hapu and hapu, whanaJ and hapu, and w'1Mau 

a.1d whanau, were also severed, 

15. The severing of links with land directly led to the dismantlement of Maori social 

structures and networks in the rohe that my (upuns had land intarests in. This had a 

significant and fundamental effect on those who ware alienated from their land, and 

Ihese effects are being felt by tneir decedent~ to this day, It is important to note that 

this forced repatr:alion is not unique to New Zealand as there are many examples of 

it across the world and through history. Examples of forced repatriafion by one 

oppres.sive group over another include Afrban slaves in the Americas, Native 

Ame;icans in The United Stats.\>, or the Jews [n Europe during the rule of Nazi 

Germany. 

16. It is 'm"ortem! \0 note that I alSo have English and Irish ancestry. One of my Great 

Grandfathers was from Ireland and another was from England. However, unlikE> my 

M~ori Great Great Grandf<;ther, and Maori Oreat Grea! Great Gnmcifather, they 

chose t.o come to a new land, they were nct forced to do so by the actions of a 

gO'/ernmental ir:stitution such as the Native Land Court. Consequently, they had tina 

rangatiratanga over where they lived w'1lle my Milo,i :upuna clearly did not. 

17. Apart from the severing of the links between whanau, hapu, and iwi, link\? that had 

existed from hundredS to thousands of years, the repatriation and alIenation severed 

the links betvVeen my whanau and their whenua. The whenua Is fundamentally the 

core of existence to Maori, and this is very obvious in Pepeha. Awa and Maunga are 

geographical markers that are essential components of Pepeha and illustrate how 

important they, and the whenua:, arE to the identity of MaorI. As such, once Maori are 

repatriated this Impacts directly on their Identity as they are forced away from these 

geographical markers that reflect connectio1s to the whenu1!, whanau, hapu, and iwi, 

and important historical events, i,1oluding bir;hs and deaths, that occurred in, on, and 

around these markers, 

18. My involvement in this claim has contributed significently 10 my ur.derstanding of tha 

land that my tupLina we,e alienated from and the alienation thaI is felt to this day. 

None of my siblings know their h"pu, Maras, or the land their tupuna lost. This loss 

of identity is a clilar and painful result of the actions of the Native Land Court as its 



action led directly to the al:enation from the land of my whanau wh.ich in turn has led 

to a 10$s of ,ooial connections and identity. 

Conclusion 

19, I feel much sadness for my tupuna. They were disempowered and alienated frorr 

their land due to the actions of the crown end Native Land Court I particularity f~el 

much sadness for my mot~er. The actions of the Native Land Court Impacted on ~,er 

until tha day she died. She was always very proud of her Mllon heritage, but never 

really knew ft in the d<Olpth that she wanted. r am only grateful that lata In her life she 

had the opportunity to ~now her iwi and her Marae end reconnact with whanau that 

she and our whanalJ had been disconnected from. Th's disconnection was due 

directly to the links that tre Native Land Court had severed many years ago but 

whose effects are fait to thIS day, 

20, I would nke the Trib;.ll1al to consider what has been put as evidence to them today to 

Ulustrate what the Native Lend Court did 10 me and my whenau. This journey has 

been axtremely painful for all of us, but we hope tha day will oome when My whenau 

will be able to rebuild thems.elves again with the help that only the Tribunal oan give, 

Anthony Westbrook 




