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  MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL  

 

     Statement of Position 

 

1. Kia ora. My name is Kim Te Tua. This is a supplementary brief of evidence as part 

of the Wai 3415 claim. 

 

2. I file this brief of evidence following direction from the Judge to file evidence 

regarding issues that arose in respect of the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Treaty Settlement.  

 

3. In order to address this, I will tell the story of the Wai 358 claim that I brought on 

behalf of my hapū of Ngāti Rauhoto-a-Tia and that was eventually subsumed into 

the Ngāti Tūwharetoa treaty settlement.  

 

4. My whanaunga and fellow claimant Florence Karaitiana will file her own 

supplementary brief of evidence regarding Ngāti Kurapoto and their Wai 1006 claim. 

 

               Ngāti Rauhoto-A-Tia 

 

5. I represent, as I did in my Wai 358 claim, my hapū of Ngāti Rauhoto-a-tia of Te 

Arawa and our kainga and marae at Maroa-nui-a-tia. 

 

6. Our marae there is named Te Puku O Te Poihipi Tukairangi and it is one of the last 

private maraes in the country. 

 

7. I will give a brief introduction to the history of our hapū. 

 

8. We are descendants of Tia. Tia was an important rangatira who arrived on the Te 

Arawa waka and discovered lake Taupō, which would be named Taupō-nui-a-tia; 

from here he went on and discovered what would become our home at Maroa-nui-

a-tia. 

 

9. Tia then carried on to Rotorua and back to Titiraupenga where he was killed by the 

Hotu people. 

 

10. Our tupuna, the mokopuna of Tia, Marangaiparoa, retraced his footsteps and 

established our kainga at Maroa-nui-a-tia.  

 

11. Ngati Rauhoto-a-Tia began there as an established hapū. From there we became 

intertwined with, Ngati Tamaihoturoa, Tūhourangi and Kurapoto peoples.  
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12. We recognise our whanaunga who also inhabit the area but we have always held 

mana in our own right including mana whenua over our lands and all resources 

within including freshwater and geothermal resources. 

 

13. Our home at Maroa-nui-a-tia or ‘Maroa’ is a highly active volcanic area and it sits 

above the Maroa Caldera which stems from our maunga and from which much of 

the geothermal power in the area flows from including the Wairakei, Tuaropaki, Te 

Mihi and Tauhara geothermal reservoirs. 

 

14. Therefore, we are kaitiaki of significant geothermal power and resources, yet, we 

have never been recognised as the same by the Crown; we believe this is in part due 

to what happened during the settlement process. 

 

               Wai 358 

 

15. I filed the Wai 358 statement of  claim in 1993 on behalf  of  Ngati Rauhoto-a-Tia 

and regarding our lands within the Tatua Block that were wrongly lost to our tupuna 

through the Native Land Court.1 

 

16. I subsequently filed an amended statement of  claim for Wai 358 in 2000.2 

 

17. My claim and several other claims eventually grouped together as a roopu called Te 

Takere O Nga Wai. This roopu represented at one point up to 21 claimants who did 

not wish to be subsumed into Tūwharetoa.  

 

18. An amended statement of claim was subsequently filed on behalf of Te Takere O 

Ngā Wai.3 

 

19. We went through the staged hearing process and I gave evidence in the first stage of  

the Central North Island (“CNI”) Hearings in 2003.4 

 

20. I filed my evidence that I gave on behalf of Wai 358 in Wai 1200 for this inquiry, 

following my presentation at the hearing at Wairakei in 2025.5 

 

21. We filed closing submissions on behalf of Te Takere O Ngā Wai in September 2005.6 

 

 
1 Wai 358 #1.1 
2 Wai 358 #1.1(b) 
3 Wai 1200 #1.1.6(b) 
4 Wai 1200 #D30 
5 Wai 3415 #I073(b) p1-11 
6 Wai 1200 #3.3.99 
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22. The Tribunal then announced that direct negotiations as part of a forestry CNI 

settlement would be occurring and hearings would eventually be stopping.  

 

23. We were asked to sit in direct negotiations with Tūwharetoa and Te Arawa iwi. 

 

24. As settlement drew closer, we continued to let Tūwharetoa know that we did not 

want to settle with them as part of any Tūwharetoa settlement. 

 

25. We were notified in 2011 by the Crown of the Tūwharetoa Hapu Forum’s (“THF”) 

Deed that reconfirmed their mandate and their rights to settle the Wai 358 claim and 

other claims in the area. 

 

26. I responded letting the Crown and the THF kaiwhakahaere know that we wanted 

Wai 358 removed from the THF list.  

 

27. Despite many further emails to the treaty settlement trust, the hapu forum of 

Tūwharetoa and the Minister for Treaty Negotiations, this all fell on deaf ears.  

 

28. The Office of Treaty Settlements responded to our request to be removed from a 

Tūwharetoa Settlement. They acknowledged that we wished to be removed from the 

Tūwharetoa Settlement, but we were told that we had to negotiate alongside 

Tūwharetoa as the large natural grouping for our area. 

 

29. I have attached the letter from the Office of Treaty Settlements to this evidence as 

Appendix A.7 

 

30. The letter said that the settlement would be for all claims that affiliate to and descend 

from Ngāti Tūwharetoa hapū which includes Ngāti Rauhoto and Te Kapa o Te 

Rangiita.  

 

31. We believe the Crown was mistaken in their thinking as our claim was made in 

relation to Ngāti Rauhoto-a-Tia not Ngāti Rauhoto; they are two different hapū and 

are not the same. Ngāti Rauhoto is from Nukuhau and is Tūwharetoa, Ngāti 

Rauhoto-a-Tia is from Maroa and is Te Arawa. 

 

32. Te Kapa o Te Rangiita was a group made up of five different hapū to one common 

tupuna to the pa at Oruanui.  The mana whenua is Te Aokarere which is from the 

ancestor Tia not from Tūwharetoa. Our affiliations regarding Te Rangiita do not 

come from Tūwharetoa. 

 

 
7 Appendix A. 
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33. Following the letter from the Office of Treaty Settlements it appeared that we would 

be forced to go with Ngāti Tūwharetoa despite our protests. We had no choice in 

the matter. At this point we stopped engaging.  

 

34. We eventually saw that Wai 358 was included in the list of claims settled as part of 

the Tūwharetoa Deed of settlement, albeit in the second class of claims that was 

settled ‘only as they related to Tūwharetoa’.8 

 

35. We also saw Ngati Rauhoto listed in the Tūwharetoa Deed of settlement. We 

understand this was likely in relation to the Ngāti Rauhoto hapu at Nukuhau not our 

Ngāti Rauhoto-a-Tia hapū from Maroa, however, the Crown may have been 

mistaken in thinking they were one and the same.  

 

36. We were disappointed that our claim was included in the Tūwharetoa Settlement 

Act as we had directly asked for it to be removed.  

 

37. Although our claim has been deemed to be settled only as it relates to Tūwharetoa, 

we say that our claim does not relate to Tūwharetoa at all, and this is why we asked 

for it to be removed. 

 

38. We believe that the Crown looks at our claims as settled because our claim Wai 

numbers are listed in the Tūwharetoa Settlement Act. 

 

39. We saw in the settlement that there was redress made regarding the Tatua blocks. 

We oppose this as this whenua was the subject of our claim and this whenua was 

never Tūwharetoa whenua.  

 

40. We ourselves have not received benefits from the Tūwharetoa settlement.  

 

41. Because of our lack of recognition through the settlement process we have received 

no engagement from the Crown with regards to our rights over freshwater and 

geothermal resources, they instead seem to only negotiate with the iwi recognised 

through settlement, particularly Tūwharetoa. 

                 Conclusion 

42. We thank the Tribunal for listening to our claims and hope that they will make a 

finding that the Crown, when negotiating freshwater and geothermal rights, includes 

all iwi and hapū of the relevant regions, rather than just those that have been listed 

in settlement legislation. 

 

 

 
8 Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018 s14(3)(b)(iii). 
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Dated this 30th day of January 2026 

 

             _______________ 

             Kim Te Tua 

TO: The Registrar, Waitangi Tribunal; Crown Law Office; and those on the notification 

list for the National Freshwater and Geothermal Resources Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 2358) 

 




