
IN THE WAITANGI TRIBUNAL       WAI 898 

OF NEW ZEALAND          

          

 
 
IN THE MATTER  of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975 
 
 
 
AND 
 
 
 
IN THE MATTER   of the Te Rohe Pōtae District Inquiry (Wai 898) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
JOINT MEMORANDUM OF COUNSEL REGARDING  

PRESENTATION OF PARTS 1 AND 2 OF THE REPORT  
 

Dated this 5th day of September 2018 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Director 
Aidan Warren 
aidan.warren@mccawlewis.co.nz 
 
Solicitor 
Jerome Burgess 
jerome.burgess@mccawlewis.co.nz 
 

 

Wai 898, #3.5.77

wehipet
New Stamp

wehipet
New Stamp

wehipet
Text Box
05 Sep 18



JMB-300475-4-1081-V5 

2 

 

MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL 

1. This Joint Memorandum of Counsel is filed with the support of the following: 

(a) McCaw Lewis; 

(b) Annette Sykes & Co; 

(c) Kaupare Law; 

(d) Te Nahu Legal; 

(e) Bennion Law; 

(f) Zwaan Legal; 

(g) Tamaki Legal; 

(h) Morrison Kent;1 

(i) Mark McGhie; 

(j) Oranganui Legal; 

(k) Te Mata Law; 

(l) Rainey Collins;2 and 

(m) Afeaki Chambers. 

2. By Memorandum-Directions dated 29 August 20183, Deputy Chief Judge Caren Fox 

provided further details for the presentation of parts 1 and 2 of the Wai 898 Te Rohe 

Pōtae District Inquiry report scheduled to take place on 11 September in Wellington 

(‘the directions’). 

 

 

                                            
1 Wai 614 and Wai 972. 
2 Wai 784, Wai 1147 and Wai 1482. 
3 Wai 898, #2.7.21, Memorandum-Directions of Deputy Chief Judge Fox. 
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Further information 

3. Deputy Chief Judge Fox indicated that, as the presentation service will include a 

formal pōwhiri and opportunity for claimants to respond to these parts of the 

report, the Tribunal require the following further information:    

(a) The names and representative group of those intending to speak at the 

formal pōwhiri; 

(b) The nominated representatives to receive Parts 1 and 2 of the iwi groupings; 

and 

(c) An indication of those claimants seeking to respond to parts 1 and 2 of the 

report at the conclusion of the presentation ceremony. 

4. Coordinating counsel has sought indications regarding paragraphs 3(a) and 3(c) 

above and will continue to provide the Tribunal with this specific information as it 

comes through from claimant counsel. 

5. In terms of paragraph 3(b) and other related matters, we respond accordingly as 

follows.  

Representatives of the major claimant groupings 

6. Her Honour considered that during the formal ceremony, it may be appropriate that 

one printed copy of parts 1 and 2 of the report be presented to representatives of 

the major claimant groupings in this inquiry district.  The Tribunal proposed the 

major groupings as follows: 

(a) Ngāti Maniapoto; 

(b) Tuwharetoa; 

(c) Raukawa;  

(d) Whanganui; 

(e) Ngāti Hikairo; and  

(f) Whaingaroa region. 
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7. Claimant counsel held a teleconference on Friday 31 August 2018 to discuss matters 

proposed in the directions.  One matter of clarification that claimant counsel wish 

to bring to the Tribunal’s attention is the difficulty in confining or limiting the main 

claimant groupings to those outlined in the directions.   

8. To illustrate, counsel are aware of a number of relevant groups not listed in the 

directions and other claimant groups that do not fit under any of the claimant 

groupings listed, who would benefit from receiving a hard copy of parts 1 and 2 of 

the report.   

9. For instance, in terms of the Ngāti Maniapoto grouping, the Maniapoto Māori Trust 

Board, Maniapoto ki Te Raki, Ngāti Apakura and Mōkau ki Runga are some examples 

of major claimant groupings who were fully involved in the Wai 898 Tribunal process 

and would benefit from receiving a hard copy of parts 1 and 2 of the report.  

Examples of claimant groups that do not fit under those listed in the directions 

include Ngāti Rereahu, Te Ihingarangi, Ngāti Kauwhata, Te Kotahitanga o Te Iwi o 

Ngāti Wehi Wehi and those in the Aotea Harbour.    

10. Claimant counsel also consider that other iwi may fall in the same category as Ngāti 

Maniapoto in terms of multiple groupings to receive a hard copy.  However, counsel 

for these other claimant groups were not on the teleconference and may choose to 

provide separate feedback.    

Formal handover of final published report 

11. In the directions, Her Honour also indicated that a decision was yet to be made on 

a formal handover of the final published report back in the Te Rohe Pōtae inquiry 

district. 

12. Counsel are aware of a number of claimants and tangata whenua who were involved 

and played an integral part in the Inquiry and who wanted to attend the 

presentation of parts 1 and 2 of the report but were unable to attend due to the 

fact that it is being held in Wellington.  Some of the factors preventing their 

attendance include age, infirmity or lack of resources, making travel difficult.    

13. On this basis, counsel are supportive of the view that the Tribunal strongly consider 

that any further report presentations, including the handover of the final published 
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report, be presented back in the Te Rohe Pōtae inquiry district to allow claimants 

and tangata whenua the full benefit of and recognition in these presentations. 

Conclusion 

14. Notwithstanding any of the matters raised in this Joint Memorandum, other 

claimant counsel may file separate memoranda on behalf of the claimants they 

represent. 

 

 

Dated at Hamilton this 5th day of September 2018  

   

_____________________________________ 

Aidan Warren/Jerome Burgess  
Coordinating Counsel 




