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TENA, E TE TARAIPIUNARA

1. This joint memorandum of counsel is filed on behalf of the

following Te Upokorehe claimants:

a. Wai 1092, the Upokorehe claim, brought by Sandra
Aramoana, Wayne Aramoana, Wallace Aramoana, Lance

Reha, Gaylene Kohunui and Kahukore Baker.

b. Wai 1787, the Rongopopoia Hapu Claim, brought by
Hinehou Leef (deceased), Richard Wikotu (Deceased),
Aroha Wikotu, Rocky lhe (deceased), and Kahukore
Baker.

C. Wai 3272, Te Upokorehe Settlement Claim brought by
Wayne Aramoana, Maude Edwards, Kahukore Baker, Jimi
Hills, Trevor Ransfield, Wallace Aramoana, Ngaire

Ngamoki, Aroha Wikotu, Christine Martin.
(Te Upokorehe).

2. The process that has been developed for challenging claimant
evidence is to formally record an objection either in person or by

memorandum rather than by cross-examination.

3. This memorandum is filed to record that Te Upokorehe object to

the evidence of the following witnesses for Wai 87 given today:

a. Lorraine Matuakore Hunia (née Wikotu).
b. Hiwana Wikotu and Charlie Hoggard.

C. Adriana Edwards.

d. Daniel Rewiri.

e. Mack Rewiri.



Counsel are instructed to record that the evidence filed and
presented for Wai 87 appears to focus on personal relationships,
and in places advances whakapapa which Te Upokorehe

considers unsafe.

For counselitis difficult to discern which parts of the evidence (if

any) focus on alleged Tiriti breaches by the Crown.

As submitted at the judicial conference today, the claimants also
seek a formal amendment to the hearing protocol to record the
objection process which arose out of judicial conferencing in

2025, or a clear statement of the process through a direction.

The claimants are concerned that without a clear statement of
that process, the absence of cross-examination on evidence may

be taken as acceptance, which is not the case.

Dated: 25 March 2026
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Bryce Lyall Hannah Swedlund
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