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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL: 

1. These submissions are filed on behalf of the following claims (“the 

claimants”): 

(a) Wai 800, being a claim by Harold Maniapoto, Roy Matengaro Haar, 

and Tame Te Nuinga Tuwhangai on behalf of themselves and for 

the benefit of Ngāti Maniapoto;  

 

(b) Wai 2014, being a claim by Harold Maniapoto, Thomas Te Whiwhi 

Maniapoto, Dana Erina Maniapoto, Maria Pare Raukawa 

Maniapoto, and Joana Johnston on behalf of themselves and Ngāti 

Paretekawa; 

 

(c) Wai 2068, being a claim by Harold Maniapoto, Winston Te Winiata 

Maniapoto, Sonya Kararaina Parangi, Rovina Te Kawenata 

Maniapoto-Anderson, Jack Tahana on behalf of themselves and 

Ngāti Paretekawa; 

 

(d) Wai 987, being a claim by Tame Te Nuinga Tuwhangai and Wayne 

Anthony Houpapa on behalf of themselves and the hapū of Ngāti 

Hari and Ngāti Urunumia; 

 

(e) Wai 1230, being a claim by Tame Te Nuinga Tuwhangai, Abra 

Matene, Terry Turu and Rangi Tahuri Te Ruruku on behalf of 

themselves and the hapū of Ngāti Huru; 

 

(f) Wai 1812, being a claim by Hoane Titari John Wi, Tame Te Nuinga 

Tuwhangai, Raymond Tawhaki Wi, Donna Tuwhangai, Mere 

McGee, Evelyn Kereopa, Greg Keenan and Les Howe for and on 

behalf of the whanau and Marae within Ongarue, Ohura and Otunui 

River area. 



 

 

2. These submissions respond to the Memorandum-Directions of Deputy 

Chief Judge Fox dated 28 February 20181 (“Directions”) wherein Her 

Honour sought full and comprehensive submissions from counsel on the 

following matters by midday Wednesday 14 March 2018; 

(a) Responding to the Tribunal’s plan to release report; 

(b) Detailed priorities for the report, including why they should be given 

priority; and 

(c) Any topics or issues they consider should be de-prioritised, or not 

given priority to, and why.  

 

3. Chief Judge Fox in her Directions confirmed the Tribunals timetable to 

release the report which is as follows; 

 

(a) The Tribunal will release Part 1 and 2 of the report by August 2018 

encompassing chapters 1-9 of the report and will address issues 

concerning; 

 

 The Tribal landscape; 

 Te Tiriti; 

 Old Land Claims; 

 Pre-Native Land Court Crown Purchasing; 

 War and Raupatu; 

 Te Ōhakī tapu; 

 Native Land Court; 

 Pre-emption Crown purchasing; and 

 The North Island Main Trunk Line 

 

(b) Release further parts of the report in December 2018 and the 

remaining chapters of the report in 2019.  

 

                                                           
1 Wai 898, #2.7.11, Memorandum-Directions of Deputy Chief Judge C L Fox, dated 11 January 2018. 



 

 

4. Counsel and the claimants thank the Tribunal for updating counsel on the 

progress of the reporting phase and acknowledge the Tribunal for their 

extensive mahi thus far on the drafting of the report. 

 

5. Counsel restate our position with respect to the Crown and MMTB’s request 

for early reporting that a piece meal approach to reporting would not assist 

the claimants and would prejudice the claimants as the specific topics the 

Crown and MMTB requested for early reporting cannot be addressed 

without providing the historical background (which will be covered in 

remaining Parts of the Tribunal’s report that will be released later).   

 

6. The claimants are pleased with the progress of the report and therefore 

support the Tribunal’s report release plan as set out in the Directions.  

 

7. Counsel however seek clarification as to whether Part 1 and 2 of the report 

to be released in August 2018 will provide findings that the claimants claims 

are well-founded or whether the Tribunal will provide such findings in 

subsequent chapters to be released at a later date. This is a concern for 

counsel, particularly in light of the Crown’s intended timeline to initial a Deed 

of Settlement with MMTB by December this year.  

 
8. It is counsel’s submission that within Part 1 and 2 of the report, to the extent 

that those parts address our claimants claims, that the Tribunal provide 

findings that these claims are well-founded.   

 

Priority Issues 

Ngāti Hari (Wai 987) 

9. Ngāti Hari’s customary interests relate to the contested area between 

Maniapoto and Whanganui and include Te Horangapai and the South 

Eastern region of the Rohe Pōtae Inquiry District stemming from Hikurangi 

and Tuhua maunga to the Taringamotu awa.  

 



 

 

10. It is the claimant’s view that the Tribunal cannot move forward with reporting 

without first addressing the issue of Tribunal Landscape and from there on 

the relationship between the claimants and the Crown from the Pre-Te Tiriti 

period to the present day. It is submitted that this will build on the Crown’s 

breaches of Te Tiriti and provide a foundation to provide further findings on 

subsequent issues of importance.  

 
11. As such, the claimants consider Tribal Landscape and Te Tiriti as priority 

issues for reporting. Furthermore, the claimants consider the issue of Te 

Ōhaki Tapū critical to the prejudices suffered by the claimants through 

Crown actions and inaction.   

 
12. The claimants claim concerns the fact that Ngāti Hari holds no land today 

due to the operation of the Native Land Court and therefore, the Native Land 

Court issue must be prioritized to ensure the claimants past and present 

grievances can be dealt with.  

 

Ngāti Huru (Wai 1230) 

 

13. Ngāti Huru support those priority issues outlined above by Ngāti Hari in so 

far as they relate to their customary interest. The traditional customary 

interests of Ngāti Huru can be found within the Hurakia o Kahu rohe which 

encompasses an area in the south eastern part of the inquiry district 

reaching across the high ranges of Tuhua maunga.  

 

14. It is Ngāti Huru’s submission that the operation of the Native Land Court 

resulted in a loss of a significant amounts of their customary lands which 

left them virtually landless.   

 
15. Ngāti Huru claimants also raised issues in their evidence before this 

Tribunal concerning Environmental Issues and the separation of Ngāti Huru 

people from important wahi tapū. 

 



 

 

16. It is therefore the claimants position that priority reporting on Native Land 

Court and Environmental issues will provide a way forward so that the past 

and present grievances suffered by Ngāti Huru can be remedied.  

 

Ngāti Paretekawa and Ngāti Maniapoto (Wai 800, Wai 2014 and Wai 2068) 

 

17. As presented orally by lead claimant Harold Maniapoto at the Judicial 

Conference on 26 February 2018, the claimants consider the Tribal 

Landscape as the starting point for reporting by the Tribunal as this will 

provide a platform for reporting on the Tākiwa Chapters to be released in a 

later part.   

 

18. Furthermore, the claimants consider themselves boarder people who sit 

within the borders of Waikato-Tainui and the Te Rohe Pōtae District and 

thus they have not had the benefit of fully understanding their whakapapa 

and history. It is submitted that priority reporting on the Tribal Landscape 

will clarify for the claimants “where their feet stand”.2 

 
19. Public Works Taking and the compulsory acquisition of approximately 6,500 

acres of land at Tokanui and subsequent takings left the claimants virtually 

landless. This is an urgent issue for the claimants who suffered significant 

land loss that continues to affect them today.    

 
20. The claimants evidence showed that the Raupatu suffered by Ngāti 

Paretekawa at the hands of the Crown caused enormous loss to life and 

property, particularly in Otāwhao, Te Awamutu, Kihikihi and Orākau. The 

claimants consider this a priority issue as it provides historical context for 

subsequent issues such as the Ōhaki Tapū which did not exist until after 

Raupatu. 

 
21. As mentioned by Harold Maniapoto, issues pertaining to the socio-

economic status of the claimants, mental health, education and 

employment are also priority issues for the claimants.  

                                                           
2 Wai 898, #2.7.015, p 70.  



 

 

 

Issues to de-prioritise 

 

22. Counsel do not have a view on issues that should be de-prioritised. 

However counsel note that it is important that all Parts of the report are 

released in a sequential manner (as proposed by the Tribunal) that provides 

a contextual background for later Parts of the report.  

 

23. Counsel apologise for the slight delay in filing these submissions and seek 

leave to file out of time. Counsel submit that no prejudice will accrue should 

the leave requested be granted.   

 
 
DATED at Auckland this 14th day of March 2018 

 

 

Te Kani Williams / Ihipera Peters / Aroha Herewini  

Counsel for the Claimants 

 




