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By email:  

Tēnā koe 

Re: Your request under the Official Information Act 1982 

I refer to your 26 December 2025 request under the Official Information Act 1982 (the Act) for 
the following information:  

a) “all hui minutes, attendance registers of any and all meetings held by Whangaroa
Papa Hapū and/or Te Tari Whakatau to develop the mandate strategy documents, in
readiness for consultation with impacted claimants, hapū and marae in the past 18
months;

b) all hapū, marae or claimant consultation meetings minutes/hui reports/attendance
registers hosted by Whangaroa Papa Hapū and/or Te Tari Whakatau to inform
submissions on the mandate strategy to the Crown;

c) all reports/ministerials/memorandum of Te Tari Whakatau in relation to the
development of the Whangaroa Papa Hapū Mandate, and the ultimate decision
making to accept the Mandate Strategy and put it out for consultation; and

d) all reports and analysis that the Crown has on impacted claims inc in this mandate
strategy and what mitigations have been considered in how to address the specifics of
each claim that is proposed for settlement.”

On 21 January the timeframe for responding to your request was extended to 27 February 
under section 15(a) of the Act.  

Response to parts one, three and four of your request 

Please find attached at Appendix One a table of documents and information released in 
response to part one, three and four of your request. The majority of hui held between 
Whangaroa Papa Hapū (WPH) and Te Tari Whakatau on the development of the draft 
mandate strategy were workshops. As such, fulsome notes were not recorded, rather agreed 
actions were summarised in subsequent correspondence. 

Some of this information has been withheld in part under the following sections of the Act: 

9(2)(a)



• 9(2)(a) – to protect the privacy of a natural persons, including the deceased; 

• 9(2)(b)(ii) – to protect information where the information would be likely unreasonably 
to prejudice the commercial position of the person who supplied or who is the subject 
of the information; 

• 9(2)(ba)(i) – to protect confidential information that would prejudice the future supply 
of information; 

• 9(2)(h) – to maintain legal professional privilege;  

• 9(2)(j) – negotiations sensitive; and 

• Out of scope. 

Response to part two of your request 

In response to part two of your request, Te Tari Whakatau has not been in attendance at any 
hapū, marae or claimant consultation meetings that WPH may have held, and we do not hold 
any meeting minutes, hui reports or attendance registers of these meetings. Therefore, we are 
declining part two of your request under section 18(g) of the Act on the basis that we do not 
hold the information requested. We recommend reaching out directly to WPH for this 
information.  

The standard submissions period for a draft mandate strategy is 21 days. At WPH’s request, Te 
Tari Whakatau sought submissions over an eight-week period to enable longer engagement. 
Given this, the submissions period has not been extended further. Any concerns raised through 
submissions will be addressed by WPH and the Crown before Te Tari Whakatau and Te Puni 
Kōkiri consider the final mandate strategy for endorsement. If endorsed, following 
implementation submissions will also be sought on the draft deed of mandate before it is 
considered by Ministers. 

Your request was considered for proactive release in line with Te Tari Whakatau’s Official 
Information Act 1982 proactive release policy. Our assessment determined your request does 
not fall within the scope for proactive release as its contents are not of interest to the wider 
public.   

You have the right under section 28(3) to seek an investigation and review by the Ombudsman 
of this decision. Information about this process is available at www.ombudsman.parliament.nz 
or phone 0800 802 602. 

Should you have any queries or require further information, please contact Alex Mellows, 
Negotiation and Settlement Manager, at Alexandria.Mellows@whakatau.govt.nz.   

Nāku noa, nā  

 

 

Leah Campbell 

Director   
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The language used to describe the process and its outcomes is a point for negotiation.
A focus should remain on claimants – what do you want from your claim? How do you want it
managed? Need to consider all levels – claimants, whānau and hapū.
The first part of the report should be a “warmup” which answers three key questions:

Why should we enter negotiations?
What could we get from this?
How could we get there?

Also to include at the start – statement of issues, ko wai tātou.
Expand glossary and perhaps put up front.
Explanatory note for name (Ngā Takenga mai).
Need to ensure messaging is consistent across all marae when report goes out for consultation.

Peter Lecky (he/him)
ANALYST |  TE KĀHUI WHAKATAU
DDI: +64 4 474 0291
WEB: tearawhiti.govt.nz

The Office for Māori Crown Relations – Te Arawhiti
Level 3, Justice Centre, 19 Aitken Street, SX10111, Wellington 6011

Page 5 of 29

















Reference for 'Redress' needs to be moved forward to initial appearance of
kupu
Full list of Claimants will be added as an Appendices (Robyn)

Further amendments will be done by WPH collectively next Tuesday, and then
forwarded to you in preparation for meeting later in the week.

I think that's all for now.

Ngā mihi,
Robyn

In closing Kim, could you please confirm in writing, that Ngā Takenga Mai does not require
Ministerial approval, as it is a document intended for Whangaroa hapū and whānau. The
Mandate Strategy Document does required this.

Robyn Tauroa
Project Coordinator
Whangaroa Papa Hapū
8 Waikare Avenue, PO Box 96, Kaeo 0448
W. 094050825; 
Office Open Tuesdays / Thursdays 10am – 4pm
All other days by Appointment only

9(2)(a)
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● Point. 44 a. Regarding the Whangaroa Forum: maybe mostly online, come back
regarding Whangaroa Forum.

● Point. 47 bring it straight to the start of the points of what the Whangaroa Forum is.
Make it part of point 43.

● Establishing that hapū kaikōrero voting will happen first. After that a transition
process from WPH to new body/Te Wakaminenga, process time to be determined
(staged process).

● Identifying timing points for how we move forward. Also identify where our whānau
are living etc and how we engage with them? Start collecting reports on social media
etc about people engaging with our posts.

● Sticking point- how are hapū going to elect their kaikōrero?
● Provide polls and surveys to get an idea of who is engaging with us
● Point 57 to be made into point 53.
● Point 56 to lose all words after Te Wakaminenga
● Point 65 to add consensus, and then go to 75% majority if need be.
● Point 66. Logistics regarding progress reports and how often- at least monthly
● Adding Whangaroa Forum to accountability points
● Point 69. Two months workable timeframe for dispute resolution: Kia Hohou Te

Rongo process for dispute resolution. Number of mediators up to Whangaroa to
decide

● Point. 70: Ahau is now established. The Crown will want to see this.
● Point 74: National and international advertisement could be on Facebook for

example.
● Point 84: Further discussion about Hapū inclusion process to be had amongst WPH
● Mandate process- to be further discussed by TTW and WPH
● Resolution point key for Crown. One clear resolution that everybody uses.
● Point 87 e: need to also record attendees.
● Need to consider different ways of engaging whanau to vote
● Will there be both hapū and individual votes? How to reconcile the results if you keep

both processes? Individual voting happens within hapū?
● Next steps: Kim getting rid of the cover page, will transfer all info into the Crown

template. Things for his team to discuss further. Need to meet again.
● Meet again August 4?
● WPH to work on Trust Deed draft
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Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 4 July 2024 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2024/2025 – 10 

Action sought 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 11 July 2024 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Lil Anderson Tumu Whakarae 021 387 047 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

021 495 0296 ✓

3.a
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Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 3 October 2024 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2024/2025 – MFT122 

Action sought 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 10 October 2024 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Lil Anderson Tumu Whakarae 021 387 047 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

021 495 0296 ✓

3.b
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 
Date: 7 November 2024 Priority: Low 
Report No. 2024/2025 – 170 

Action sought 
Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 14 November 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 
Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 
Lil Anderson Tumu Whakarae 021 387 047 
Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 

Moana 
027 495 0296 

3.c
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 3 July 2025 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2025/2026 – 12 

Action sought  

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 10 July 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

027 495 0296 

3.d
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 10 July 2025 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2024/2025 – 20 

Action sought  

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 17 July 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

027 495 0296 

3.e
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 21 August 2025 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2025/2026– 79 

Action sought 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 28 August 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

027 495 0296 ✓

3.f
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Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 
Date: 30 October 2025 Priority: Low 
Report No. 2025/2026– 143 

Action sought 
Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 6 November 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 
Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 
Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 
Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 

Moana 
027 495 0296 

3.g
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 20 November 2025 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2025/2026– 166 

Action sought 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 27 November 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

027 495 0296 ✓

3.h
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1 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations 

Weekly Status Report 

Date: 4 December 2025 Priority: Low 

Report No. 2025/2026 – 178 

Action sought 

Minister for Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations  
(Hon Paul Goldsmith) 

Note the Weekly Status Report By: 11 December 2025 

Contact for phone discussion (if required) 

Name Position Mobile 1st Contact 

Justine Smith Tumu Whakarae 027 320 7907 

Tui Marsh Deputy Chief Executive, Treaty Reconciliation and Takutai 
Moana 

027 495 0296 ✓

3.i
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Updates

Treaty Settlements 

Ngā hapū o Ngāpuhi – mandate development 

Whangaroa Papa Hapū (Whangaroa) 

1. On 19 November we agreed Whangaroa Papa Hapū’s draft mandate strategy. Starting on
8 December, Te Tari Whakatau will seek public submissions on the draft strategy until 2 February
2026 – an eight-week window. This extended submissions period goes beyond the standard
timeframe, at Whangaroa Papa Hapū’s request, to maximise summer engagement.

2. Next steps: Once the mandate strategy is endorsed, Whangaroa Papa Hapū will undertake voting
on the mandate.

 

 

 

 

 

Rest of document out of scope
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Internal Memorandum 

To Claimant Definition Oversight Group File reference 

DV052-15-10-4-4 

From Peter Lecky (Analyst) 

CC Keawe Woodmore (Negotiations and Settlement Manager) 

Date 22 July 2024 

Subject Whangaroa Papa Hapū: Hapū Grouping Proposal Assessment 

For Discussion 

Purpose 

1. This memorandum seeks feedback and advice from the Claimant Definition Oversight Group
(CDOG) on our assessment of hapū and Wai claims included in the hapū grouping proposal of
Whangaroa Papa Hapū (WPH). Our assessment will be used to form an initial Crown position on:

a. whether any of the hapū included in the WPH hapū grouping proposal are already fully included
within the mandates of other, non-WPH groups (such as Ngāti Kahu, Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa,
and/or Te Whakaaetanga); and

b. whether any claims listed in the WPH proposal which are included in the claimant definitions of
other, non-WPH groups (such as Ngāti Kahu or Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa), are not already fully
settled, or proposed to be fully settled, by other settlements.

2. Our position will determine the nature of discussions we need to have with WPH about the content
of their proposal.

Executive Summary 

Whangaroa Papa Hapū (WPH) submitted a hapū grouping proposal – a step unique to Ngāpuhi – on 26 May 

3. In December 2019, following the Crown’s discontinued recognition of the Tūhoronuku Independent
Mandated Authority (TIMA) mandate, the Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations (MfTOWN)
and the Minister for Māori Development (MfMD) invited Ngāpuhi hapū groupings to submit
mandate proposals to negotiate the settlement of their historical Treaty of Waitangi claims.

4. The mandate proposal (or hapū grouping proposal) milestone is unique to Ngāpuhi, and functions
as the equivalent step to Large Natural Group (LNG) recognition.

4.a
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Treaty principle of active protection requires the Crown to adhere to when making the decision 
to recognise a mandate to negotiate historical Treaty claims.”1   

18. Officials assess hapū grouping proposals against MfTOWN-approved criteria before seeking a
decision from MfTOWN on whether to confirm, or decline to confirm, a hapū grouping and affirm
the Crown’s desire to work with the grouping to develop a mandate strategy. The criteria (see
Appendix One) are size, coherence, what remains, grouping capability and levels of hapū support
[TA 2020/2021 – 159 refers].

19. The ‘coherence’ and ‘what remains’ criteria are most relevant for this discussion. They ask:

a. ‘Is the hapū grouping joined together by whakapapa, rohe, historic alliances and contemporary
political coherence to differentiate it sufficiently from other hapū and allow the possibility of
settlement?’ (emphasis added)

b. ‘What will be left over in the region if a mandate proposal is confirmed, both in terms of hapū
and marae interests as well as the area of interests concerned?’

WPH have provided leadership in Whangaroa for many years 

20. WPH are a committee of representatives who were elected to provide leadership and coordinate the 
participation of Whangaroa claimants in the Waitangi Tribunal’s Te Paparahi o Te Raki inquiry.
Following the Tribunal’s inquiry, WPH’s leadership in Whangaroa continued during Ngāpuhi
mandate processes. WPH demonstrated consistent and strong opposition to a single Ngāpuhi
settlement during the initial TIMA mandate phase, and from 2016-2019, members of WPH were
involved in discussions around evolving the TIMA mandate.

21. Since 2020, WPH have engaged actively with the Crown to work through key issues and discuss their 
development of a hapū grouping proposal. They are the only group in Whangaroa who have
completed substantive mandate work in that time period and have consistently advised they wish
to bring all Whangaroa hapū along with them in the process.

22.

WPH submitted a hapū grouping proposal on 26 May 

23. In May 2024, officials met with WPH to discuss a draft version of their mandate proposal. WPH
advised they wished to take an inclusive approach to listing hapū and marae to acknowledge the
deep connections they have with hapū in Whangaroa, as well as other hapū and iwi across
Northland. WPH also noted the Crown does not require evidence of unanimous support from all
hapū in the proposed grouping.

24. In the May meeting, we suggested WPH include a statement in the proposal saying they “have taken 
an inclusive approach in listing marae and hapū”, and advised they could refine their claimant
definition during the mandate strategy phase and beyond.

1 Waitangi Tribunal, The Ngāpuhi Mandate Inquiry Report, 2015, p.31 

Out of 
scope
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Ngāti Kahu claimant definitions 

Deed of Mandate claimant definition 

35. The TRINK Deed of Mandate (DoM) (attached), notes TRINK is mandated to ‘seek a comprehensive 
settlement of all Ngati Kahu claims which the Crown is able to settle at this time’ and lists hapū and 
marae covered by the mandate. The listed hapū are: 

a. Te Whanau Moana; Te Rorohuri; Ngāti Tara; Pikaahu; Paatu/Te Paatu; Ngāti Ruaiti; 
Matarahurahu; Te Whanau Pani; Ngai Tauurutakaware; Ngati Taranga; Ngati Tohianga; 
Patukoraha; and Tahāwai. 

36. The DoM notes TRINK will develop a claimant definition that may include a statement such as: 

a. “Ngati Kahu, that is, the descendants of Kahutianui and Te Parata”. 

Page 7 of 41
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Agreement in Principle claimant definition 

37. The Ngāti Kahu AiP claimant definition reads: 

 

 

Assessment of the Ngāti Kahu claimant definition 

38. The Ngāti Kahu claimant definition is not fully developed. It stipulates it “will be, or be similar to” 
the drafted definition, notes that the definition will be discussed further prior to Deed of Settlement, 
and that it will use a format similar to that used for previous settlements.  

39. The Ngāti Kahu claimant definition at clause 58(b) limits the definition of ‘Ngāti Kahu Ancestor’ to 
an individual who exercised customary rights predominantly in relation to the Area of Interest after 
6 February 1840 by virtue of descent from Kahutianui and Parata. 58(ii)(a) then notes that Ngāti 
Kahu means any individual who can trace decent from a Ngāti Kahu Ancestor.  

Page 8 of 41
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Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa – Treaty settlement status, claimant definition, hapū, and Wai claims 

Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa Treaty settlement status 

47. In September 2001, the Crown recognised the mandate of the Kahukuraariki Trust Board to
negotiate the settlement of the historical claims of Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa. AiP was initially 
reached in December 2007, before a refined AiP was reached in July 2014. In December 2015, 
Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa signed a Deed of Settlement.

48. A key issue during negotiations was the occupation by a whānau of Ngāti Aukiwa (a hapū in
the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition and also listed in the WPH proposal) of Stony
Creek Station. Stony Creek was included in the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa settlement as
cultural redress, vested in fee simple. This remains a live issue and the site continues to be
occupied by the whānau.

49.

Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition 

50. The Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition in the DoS reads:

9(2)(j)
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51.  
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Assessment of the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition 

52. The Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition includes an ‘or’ clause at 8.7.2(a)(i). This
means that any tupuna who exercised customary rights predominantly in relation to the
Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest after 6 February 1840 by virtue of descent from a
recognised tupuna of any of the hapū included in the definition is a Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa
tupuna for the purposes of the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa settlement. There is no exclusion
clause to indicate any of the hapū listed were considered to be shared with other groups.

53. Claims of individuals who descend from Kahukuraariki or from a recognised ancestor of one
of those hapū are therefore settled by the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa settlement, to the extent
that those claims are brought on the basis of descent from one or more Ngātikahu ki
Whangaroa tūpuna. In order for any claims of individuals belonging to the listed hapū that
were brought on the basis of descent from an ancestor of one or more of the listed hapū to
remain potentially unsettled by the Ngātikahu ki Whangaora settlement, there would need
to be historical evidence which indicated that tūpuna of those hapū exercised customary
rights predominantly outside the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa AoI.

54. The reading above, if correct, would mean WPH could only include the names of hapū also in
the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition if:

a. their understanding is that those hapū are shared, and historical research indicated that
one or more tūpuna of the hapū exercised customary rights after 1840 predominantly
outside the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa AoI (note we have not yet done the historical
research necessary to form a position on whether this may be the case; or

b. those hapū were different hapū with the same name.

55. An assessment of those hapū is presented in in the following sections.

Wai claims in both the Ngātkahu ki Whangaroa DoS and WPH proposal 

56. Of the  Wai claims in the WPH proposal, 22 are also included in the DoS claimant definition
of Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa, as listed in the table below:

Wai 58 Wai 1666 Wai 1848 Wai 1853 Wai 2149 

Wai 230 Wai 1684 Wai 1849 Wai 1854 Wai 2151 

Wai 258 Wai 1832 Wai 1850 Wai 1855 

Wai 1487 Wai 1845 Wai 1851 Wai 2004 

Wai 1661 Wai 1846 Wai 1852 Wai 2115 

57. All 22 claims above are included in the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa DoS “so far as” they relate to 
Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa.

9(2)(j)
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58. If our assessment of the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition is correct, then we
consider that only the shared claims referring to whakapapa to a hapū not listed in the
Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa claimant definition, excluding Kaitangata (i.e., excluding Ngāti 
Aukiwa; Te Hoia; Te Pohotiare; Ngāti Rangimatamomoe; Ngāti Roha; and Ngāti Rua) would
have aspects that could be settled through a Ngāpuhi settlement.

59. We consider Kaitangata to be an exception to the above, for two reasons:

a. Since 1840, most (if not all) Kaitangata ancestors have predominantly exercised
customary rights on the southern side of the Whangaroa harbour, outside the Ngātikahu
ki Whangaroa rohe. This is due to Kaitangata being largely driven out of the northern side
of the harbour in 1826 following a significant loss in battle to Ngāpuhi rangatira Ururoa.17

b. The Crown agreed during NKkW negotiations Kaitangata is a shared hapū with claims to
the eastern side of the Whangaroa harbour still to be settled.

60. 19 of the 22 claims fit the description described above.  An index of these claims, including
the hapū, iwi or claimant group listed in each, is attached at Appendix 5.

61. The claims for which this does not appear to be the case, or it is unclear, are:

a. Wai 1661 – Ngāti Rua (Wood, Smith and Wood) Claim;

b. Wai 2115 – Ngāti Kahu o Whangaroa Natural Resources (Paki) Claim; and

c. Wai 2151 – Ngāti Kahu Lands and Other Issues (Stewart) Claim.

62.

Assessment of hapū in both the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa DoS and WPH proposal 

63. An assessment of WPH’s inclusion of hapū listed in the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa DoS
claimant definition is presented in the following table.

17 OTS, Debrief to TPK and CLO re intensive workshop discussions 

9(2)(j)
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Appendix One: Criteria for assessing hapū groupings  
 

SIZE Is the number of hapū, number of marae and estimated hapū population 
covered by the mandate large enough to make the process of settlement 
easier to manage and work through, and to help deal with overlapping 
interests? 

COHERENCE Is the hapū grouping joined together by whakapapa, rohe, historic alliances 
and contemporary political coherence to differentiate it sufficiently from 
other hapū and allow the possibility of settlement? 

WHAT REMAINS What will be left over in the region if a mandate proposal is confirmed, both 
in terms of hapū and marae interests as well as the area of interests 
concerned? 

GROUPING 
CAPABILITY 

Will the potential grouping that is putting forward the mandate proposal 
have the capability and capacity to implement a mandate strategy? 

LEVELS OF HAPŪ 
SUPPORT 

Is there evidence that hapū covered by a mandate proposal support being 
included in this hapū grouping? 
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Ngāti 
Teketanumia 

2376 No Ngāpuhi hapū of Whangaroa. 

Te Uri Putete 1312 No Ngāpuhi hapū of Whangaroa. 

9(2)(j)
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(Wai 1040, 
1.1.295) 

 
in first statement of claim Ngāti Kura 
and Ngāti Kahu ki Whangaroa are 
referred to as ‘sub tribes of Nga Puhi’. 
(Wai 1040, 1.1.295) 

Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1040, 1.1.295) 

1850  
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.296) 

Yes  
 
If Ngāti Kura are affiliated to Ngāpuhi. 

Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki Whangaroa. 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1040, 1.1.296) 

1851 
(Not listed in Wai 
1040 record) 

Yes  
 
In statement of claim hapū are 
referred to as ‘Ngati Miro/Ngati Kura, 
Ngati Kahu ki Whangaroa, subtribes 
of Nga Puhi’ (Wai 1850, 1.1.1) 

Ngāti Miro, Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki 
Whangaroa. 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1850, 1.1.1) 

1852 
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.297) 

Yes 
 
Ngāti Kura are described as being a 
Ngāpuhi hapū. (Wai 1040, 1.1.297 [a], 
p.1) 

Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki Whangaroa. 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’ (Wai 1040, 1.1.297) 

1853 
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.298) 

Yes 
 
In statement of claim hapū are 
referred to as ‘Ngati Miro/Ngati Kura, 
Ngati Kahu ki Whangaroa, subtribes 
of Nga Puhi’ (Wai 1040, 1.1.298) 

Ngāti Miro, Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki 
Whangaroa, Ngāpuhi. 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1040, 1.1.298) 

1854 
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.299) 

Yes 
 
Ngāti Kura and Ngāti Kahu ki 
Whangaroa are referred to as 
‘subtribes of Ngapuhi.’ (Wai 1040, 
1.1.299) 

Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki Whangaroa. 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1040, 1.1.299) 

1855 
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.300) 

Yes  
 
In statement of claim hapū are 
referred to as ‘Ngati Miro/Ngati Kura, 
Ngati Kahu ki Whangaroa, subtribes 
of Nga Puhi’ (Wai 1040, 1.1.300) 

Ngāti Miro, Ngāti Kura, Ngāti Kahu ki 
Whangaroa, Ngāpuhi. (Wai 1040, 
1.1.300) 
Claimant is member of ‘Whakarara 
tribal committee’. (Wai 1040, 1.1.300) 

2004  
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.331) 

Yes ‘Ngati Papakakura, a hapu of Nga 
Puhi-nui-tonu’ (Wai 1040, 1.1.331[b]) 

2149 
(Wai 1040, 
1.1.359) 

Yes ‘Te Uri o Te Pona, Ngati Haiti, Ngati 
Kawau, Ngati Kawhiti, Ngati Kahu o 
Roto Whangaroa, Te Uri o Tutehe,  Te 
Uri Mahoe, Te Uri Tai, and Ngai 
Tupango of Ngapuhi iwi’ (Wai 1040, 
1.1.359 [a]) 
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Kai Tangata ancestors living in the Whangaroa area in 1840 or since that time. What 
information historians have found is associated with Hone Tua’s mother5 and children,6 
and is linked to Hone Tua’s rights. 

5. Sources suggest that the following locations in the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of
interest may be historically significant for Kai Tangata and likely be relevant in terms of
customary rights:  Okahumoko pā – traditionally associated with Kai Tangata;7 the
Matakaraka Māori land block –  awarded to Kai Tangata in the Native Land Court;8  Taupo –
the location of a burial site;9 and Kaiaraara – a fishing ground where Kai Tangata exercises
its role as kaitiaki.10

6. An oral and traditional history report, viewed by historians, provides evidence that Kai
Tangata have been established at Matangirau since the 1920s11 and that Matangirau is the
current location for Kai Tangata.12 Matangirau lies outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa
area of interest and inside the Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest.

7. Online sources show Kai Tangata-affiliated marae (Touwai, Matangirau and Whakaari
Pukehuia) as being located in the Matangirau-Kaeo area.13 Historians have found three
Wai claims made on behalf of Kai Tangata.14 These Wai claims partially relate to locations
outside the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and inside the indicative area for
interest of Whangaroa Papa Hapū.

5 Hone Tua’s mother, Toetoe-a-rangi, took care of him following the attack on Okahumoko pā and travelled with him 
to various locations. Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned 
by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 37, 233-234. 
6 Hone Tua’s son, Motukiwi Honetua, represented the family in the Matakaraka block title investigation. Northern 
Minute Book No. 11, pp. 76, 77, 160. 
7 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, (Wai 1040, E032.pdf), pp. 44, 233. 
8 Northern Minute Book 11, pp. 158-160. Cited in Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o 
Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 236. 
9 Northern Minute Book No. 11, p. 81. 
10 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 71. 
11 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p 37. 
12 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 28. 
13 Internal documents and online sources suggest that Kai Tangata may be affiliated to several marae. There is some 
variation in the naming of these marae. The marae are: Touwai marae (otherwise known as “Karangahape ki 
Matangirau” marae) at Matangirau; Matangirau marae at Kaeo; and Whakaari Pukehuia marae located near Kaeo. It is 
possible that Matangirau marae is another name for Touwai marae as there is no entry for this marae on the online 
source, Maori Maps. Māori Maps: https://maorimaps.com/; and Te Puni Kōkiri, Te Kāhui Māngai (Dictionary of Iwi and 
Māori Organisations): https://www.tkm.govt.nz/.  
14 Wai 230 (Wai 1040, 1.1.23) “Matauri and Putataua Bays claim” was made on behalf of “the members of the Ngati 
Kura Hapu, Matauri Bay and on behalf of the Matauri X Incorporation, Ngati Miru, Ngati Rehia, Ngati Ruamahoe, Ngai 
Tupango, Ngati Kaitangata and Ngati Kawa, Subtribes of Ngapuhi Ki Whangaroa”. Wai 258 (Wai 1040, 1.1.32) 
“Whangaroa Lands Claim” was made on behalf of “Kaitangata and Ngatikahu o Whangaroa Tribes”. The amended 
statement of claim Wai 1968, 1.1.1(a) (Wai 1040, 1.1.322(a) “Tutamoe Pa Claim” was made on behalf of “Kaitangata, 
Nga Tahawi and Whanau Pani hapū”. 
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8. Historians identified two hapū with which Kai Tangata may have a close connection: Ngāti
Mokokohi15 and Whanau Pani.16 According to the evidence historians have viewed, these
hapū are located outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and inside the
Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest. Both of these groups are listed in the Maranga Mai
report as Ngāpuhi hapū.17

9. A map is provided below, showing locations where Kai Tangata ancestors may have
exercised customary interests around and after 1840, which historians have found in
sources.

Background 

Request from Whangaroa Papa Hapū 

10. The Ngāpuhi negotiations team agreed to carry out research to see whether all the claims
of Kai Tangata  were settled in the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa Treaty
Settlement and if there are any claims that should be settled in a Whangaroa Papa Hapū
Treaty settlement. These unsettled claims would be based on descent from ancestors of

15 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 34-35. 
16 Northern Minute Book No. 1, pp. 96-99. 
17 Maranga Mai, Final Report, 10 August 2016, p. 60, Attachment Four, Ngapuhi - Maranga Mai Report (3).pdf. 

Out of 
scope
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Research findings 

Potential customary interest sites relating to Kai Tangata 

17. Sources suggest that the following sites may be historically significant to Kai Tangata and
likely be relevant in terms of customary rights: Okahumoko, Matakaraka, Taupo and
Kaiaraara. All these sites are located in the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest.

18. Okahumoko is the name of a Kai Tangata pā where Kai Tangata ancestors were killed,
around 1826, including Motukiwi, the father of the Kai Tangata ancestor Hone Tua.19 In
1899, following a title investigation, the Native Land Court awarded the Matakaraka block
including Okahumoko, to the descendants of Hone Tua, on the basis of continual
occupation and Hone Tua’s exercise of rights in relation to the land.20 Hone Tua was buried
at Okahumoko.21

19. Taupo may also be significant in terms of being a burial site, given that Hone Tua’s son,
Motukiwi Honetua, told the court that “most of the dead are buried at Taupo”.22

20. Kaiarara, located within the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa is a site of significance to Kai
Tangata as a customary fishing ground. Kai Tangata are kaitiaki of this site.23 Kaiaraara is
located in the Western Inlet of Whangaroa Harbour, below a rock face known as Kaiaraara
Rocks or Duke’s Nose.24

Kai Tangata ancestor: Hone Tua 

21. Around 1826, forces led by the rangatira Ururoa attacked, Okahumoko, the Kai Tangata
pā.25 Sources suggest the attack was most likely orchestrated by Hongi Hika, who
deputised Ururoa. The Kai Tangata people at the pā were almost entirely annihilated. Only
a few survived the attack on Okahumoko, with some sources saying the number was two,
and others saying it was four.26

22. Hone Tua was an infant or young child at the time of the attack. Sources suggest that he
was away with his mother visiting relatives at the time and, therefore, survived.27 After the
attack on Okahumoko, Hone Tua and his mother, Toetoe-a-rangi, took refuge at

19 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 44, 233. 
20 Northern Minute Book 11, pp. 158-160. Cited in Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o 
Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 236. 
21 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 304. 
22 Northern Minute Book No. 11, p. 81. 
23 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 71. 
24 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 299. 
25 Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa Deed of Settlement, 18 December 2015, p. 35 
26 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 138. 
27 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 37, 138, 233. 
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Ohauroro.28 Following this, they were taken to Matangirau to live.29 Hone Tua was also 
taken to Kaeo and Upokorau.30 Sources suggest he also went to Te Pupuke and the 
Pupuke-Kaingapipiwai area.31 All these locations, Ohauroro, Matangirau, Kaeo, Upokorau, 
and the Pupuke-Kaingapipiwai area, are located outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area 
of interest and inside the Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest. 

23. As an adult, Hone Tua returned to the Okahumoko pā area by 1858. At that time he was
living at Matakaraka and Taupo.32 During the Native Land Court investigation of the
Matakaraka block, in 1899, Hone Tua’s son, Motukiwi Honetua, was a spokesperson for
the counter claimants. He told the court the land in the Matakaraka block belonged
exclusively to Hone Tua and his children through ancestry from Horangataua, who first
occupied the land. He gave whakapapa from Horangataua, to Te Uri, to Ruahoro, to
Tainui, to Motukiwi, to Honetua, and to Motukiwi Honetua (himself).33

24. In order to reach its decision on the Matakaraka, the Native Land Court sought evidence of
occupation.34 The court found that Hone Tua returned to Matakaraka in about 1858 and
lived there constantly until the time of his death. The court awarded the Matakaraka block
to the descendants of Hone Tua.35

Where Kai Tangata exercised their rights at and since 1840 

25. Although historians have not found the date of Hone Tua’s death, they have viewed
evidence suggesting that Hone Tua may have died at or after 1889.36 If Hone Tua left
Okahumoko pā in 1826 and did not return until 1858, he may have lived on land outside
the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest for 32 years, (equating to approximately 18
years post-1840). He returned to Matakaraka by 1858 and spent approximately 31 years
there before he died. Historians estimate that after 1840 he lived most of his life on land
within the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest. If this was the case, he would have
predominately exercised any customary rights there in terms of duration. In addition to
this, his customary rights to land within the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest were
confirmed by the 1899 Native Land Court judgement on the Matakaraka block.

28 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 37, 138, 304. 
29 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 37. 
30 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 34. 
31 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 34-35. 
32 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p.233.  
33 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p.232 
34 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 235. 
35 Northern Minute Book No. 11, pp. 158-160. Cited in Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te 
Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p.236. 
36 The last reference to Hone Tua in the sources historians have viewed concerns a meeting at Towai in 1889. Te Uira 
Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), 
Wai 1040, E32, p.236. 
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26. Hone Tua and his son, Motukiwi Honetua, are the Kai Tangata ancestors about whom
historians have found the most information. Other ancestors can broadly be divided into
two groups: named ancestors living pre-1840, and ancestors living at or after 1840 who
historians have yet to identify. As evidence suggests that Kai Tangata currently exercise
customary rights outside of the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest, it can be
assumed that some of these yet to be identified ancestors exercised such customary
rights.

Relationship to Ngāti Mokokohi 

27. Ngāti Mokokohi is recorded in some sources as either being closely connected to, or the
same as, Kai Tangata.37 During the 1899 Native Land Court investigation of the
Matakaraka block, Hone Tua’s son, Motukiwi Honetua, introduced himself by saying “My
hapu is Te Kaitangata, formerly called N [Ngati] Mokokohi”.38 When questioned as to why
the name, Ngāti Mokokohi, had been abandoned, Motukiwi Honetua explained that “it
has not been abandoned. I am called by that name in other lands”.39 This statement could
be taken to mean that on land in the Matakaraka block, Motukiwi Honetua exercised his
rights as Kai Tangata, but in other lands he might exercise his rights as Ngāti Mokokohi.

28. Ngāti Mokokohi is discussed in the research report commissioned by Whangaroa Papa
Hapū: Oral and Traditional History Report for te Rohe o Whangaroa, Wai 1040, E32. The
report provides evidence that, through Kai Tangata, Ngāti Mokokohi has an association
with the Pupuke-Kaingapipiwai area. It also cites oral evidence suggesting that after the
attack on Okahumoko pā, when Hone Tua and his people went to Te Pupuke, they did so
as Ngāti Mokokohi.40 The Pupuke-Kaingapipiwai area is located outside the Ngatikahu ki
Whangaroa area of interest and inside the Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest. Ngāti
Mokokohi is identified as a Ngāpuhi hapū in the Maranga Mai Report.41

Historical relationship to Whanau Pani 

29. Evidence presented by the witness, Taniora Arapata, of Whanaupani (Whanau Pani?) in
the 1875 Otangaroa block title investigation suggests there may be a close relationship
between Kai Tangata and Whanau Pani. Taniora Arapata recounted historical events
relating to Ngāti Pou and Hongi Hika, saying: “… Hongi drove away the Ngatipou and
came back and destroyed those of my people who were at Whangaroa Heads. They were
called Te Kaitangata and their pa was called Okahumoko...”. 42 Land in the Otangaroa
block is located outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and inside the

37 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p. 34-35. 
38 Northern Minute Book No. 11, p. 77. Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o 
Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p.232. 
39 Northern Minute Book No. 11, p. 86. 
40 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 34-35. 
41 Maranga Mai Report: Maranga Mai, Final Report, 10 August 2016, p. 60, Attachment Four, Ngapuhi - Maranga Mai 
Report (3).pdf. 
42 Northern Minute Book No. 1, pp. 96-97, 98-99. 
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Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest. Whanau Pani is identified as a Ngāpuhi hapū in the 
Maranga Mai Report.43 

Marae 

30. Historians have identified several marae to which Kai Tangata may be affiliated. There is
some variation in the names of these marae, however, they might be identified as Touwai,
Matangirau and Whakaari Pukehuia. Sources locate the Touwai marae at Matangirau,44

Matangirau marae at Kaeo,45 and the Whakaari Pukehuia marae as being near to Kaeo.46

It is possible that Matangirau marae is another name for Touwai marae as there is no entry
for Matangirau in the online source, Maori Maps.

31. Touwai marae is also known as “Karangahape ki Matangirau marae”,47 or “Karangahape
marae’,  and is located in Matangirau.48 The Whangaroa oral and traditional history report
records Kai Tangata as being formerly affiliated to “Karangahape marae” in the 1920s, and
also notes that Kai Tangata were also well established in Matangirau through marriage by
that time.49 This might suggest that the connection Kai Tangata had with the Touwai
marae was also through marriage.

32. Information about Kai Tangatata marae locations and affiliations might indicate that Kai
Tangata became established in the area of Matangirau-Kaeo area from the 1920s onwards
and that in more recent times Kai Tangata ancestors have not predominately exercised
customary rights in the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest. All these marae
locations are outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and inside the
Whangaroa Papa Hapū area of interest.50

Wai claims 

33. Historians also examined three Wai claims made on behalf of Kai Tangata. All of these
refer, at least in part, to locations outside the Ngātikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and
inside the indicative area for interest of Whangaroa Papa Hapū.

34. Wai 230 (Wai 1040, 1.1.23), the Matauri and Putataua Bays claim, was lodged by Dover
Samuels in July 1991, on behalf of “the members of the Ngati Kura Hapu, Matauri Bay and
on behalf of the Matauri X Incorporation, Ngati Miru, Ngati Rehia, Ngati Ruamahoe, Ngai
Tupango, Ngati Kaitangata and Ngati Kawa, Subtribes of Ngapuhi Ki Whangaroa”. This

43 Maranga Mai Report: Maranga Mai, Final Report, 10 August 2016, p. 60, Attachment Four, Ngapuhi - Maranga Mai 
Report (3).pdf 
44 Māori Maps. Accessed 10 September 2025 at:https://maorimaps.com/. 
45 Te Puni Kōkiri, Te Kāhui Māngai (Dictionary of Iwi and Māori Organisations). Accessed 10 September 2025 at: 
https://www.tkm.govt.nz/ 
46 Māori Maps. Accessed 10 September 2025 at:https://maorimaps.com/. 
47 Māori Maps. Accessed 10 September 2025 at:https://maorimaps.com/. 
48 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, pp. 39, 300. 
49 Te Uira Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa 
Papa Hapu), Wai 1040, E32, p 37. 
50 Internal documents and online sources suggest that Kai Tangata may be affiliated to several marae: Touwai marae 
(otherwise known as “Karangahape ki Matangirau” marae) at Matangirau; Matangirau marae at Kaeo; and Whakaari 
Pukehuia marae located near Kaeo. It is possible that Matangirau is another name for Towai marae as it is not found 
on the the online source, Maori Maps. Māori Maps: https://maorimaps.com/; and Te Puni Kōkiri, Te Kāhui Māngai 
(Dictionary of Iwi and Māori Organisations): https://www.tkm.govt.nz/. 
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claim concerns Matauri Bay and Putataua Bay, which are located outside the area of 
interest of Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa and inside the indicative area of interest for 
Whangaroa Papa Hapū. The claim mentions customary rights such as food gathering and 
fishing. 

35. Wai 258 (Wai 1040, 1.1.32), the Whangaroa Lands Claim, was lodged by Michael Sheehan
on behalf of “Kaitangata and Ngatikahu o Whangaroa Tribes” in July 1989, on behalf of
“Kaitangata and Ngatikahu o Whangaroa Tribes”. The claimant states that he descends
from “Te Keepa Tupe, chief of Te Touwai”,51 and he also states that he has affiliations with
the” Karangahape Marae at Matangirau”. The claim relates to “land claims in and around
the Whangaroa District”. The areas of the claim are: Matakaraka B3, “Matakaraka B3
(Defence purposes)” and Ranfurly Bay Scenic Reserve, which are located in the Ngatikahu
ki Whangaroa area of interest) and Te Anina Point, located in the Whangaroa Papa Hapū
indicative area of interest.

36. Wai 1968, 1.1.1(a)/ Wai 1040, 1.1.322(a), an amended statement of claim,52 for Wai 1968
(Wai 1040, 1.1.322), “Tutamoe Pa Claim”, was lodged by Ruben Taiparai Mare Porter in
September 2011, on behalf of “Kaitangata, Nga Tahawi and Whanau Pani hapū”. This
includes a grievance relating to the partitioning of the claimant’s interests in the Wainui
and Touwai “land blocks” between 1869 and 1954. The Wainui and Touwai Māori land
blocks are located outside the Ngatikahu ki Whangaroa area of interest and inside the
Whangaroa Papa Hapū indicative area of interest.

51 The oral and traditional history report places Te Keepa Tupe as living in the Matangirau area pre-1840. Te Uira 
Associates, Oral and Traditional History Report for Te Rohe o Whangaroa, (commissioned by Whangaroa Papa Hapu), 
Wai 1040, E32, p. 241. 
52 This is an amendment to the original statement of claim Wai 1968 (Wai 1040, 1.1.322), lodged by Ruben Taiparai 
Mare Porter in August 2008 relating to the Tutamoe Pa site at Wainui. The original statement of claim does not 
mention Kai Tangata. There is another amended claim, Wai 1968, 1.1.1(b) (Wai 1040, 1.1.322(b)), a Military Veterans 
Kaupapa Inquiry claim, which does not mention Kai Tangata. 
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