
APPENDIX A 

Evelyn Forrest: Responses to Crown questions in writing for hearing three of stage 

three of the National Freshwater and Geothermal Resources Inquiry (Wai 2358) 

Question: In respect of the Ngāti Tahu-Ngāti Whāoa Iwi Environmental Management Plan 

“Rising above the mist – Te Aranga Ake i te Taimahatanga” (the Plan), your evidence (Wai 

2358, #I77) at [7(c)] is that “External parties will consider this plan when reviewing their own 

plans, planning developments and carrying out work in the rohe”.1 

a) During the hearing, the Crown asked which matters the Waikato Regional Council

had engaged with Ngāti Tahu-Ngāti Whāoa over, specifically in relation to the Plan.

You advised that other kaimahi held that knowledge.

b) Can you provide an overview of the matters the Waikato Regional Council has

engaged with Ngāti Tahu-Ngāti Whāoa over, in relation to the Plan?

Response: 

1. Waikato Regional Council (“WRC”) engages with Ngāti Tahu–Ngāti Whāoa Rūnanga

(“the Rūnanga”) through the resource consent process when seeking input from

tangata whenua. However, this engagement is not always applied consistently. As

recently as last year, our kaimahi were contacted by another iwi to advise us of a

consent that required our involvement. Through the Iris resource consent process,

our kaimahi are generally kept informed, and this process largely functions well.

2. As a river iwi, through our post-settlement entity, the Te Arawa River Iwi Trust, we

were able to participate in the Local Water Done Well (“LWDW”) process. A key issue

raised was that the legislative reforms for LWDW did not include Te Ture Whaimana,

despite this strategy being enshrined in legislation. In response, the River Iwi

Collective travelled to Wellington to meet with Minister Simon Watts and formally

petitioned for the inclusion of Te Ture Whaimana in the draft Bill.

In addition, WRC and the Rūnanga kaimahi are regularly included in discussions

relating to algae blooms, which remain a significant issue for our awa.

1 E Forrest, Brief of evidence of Evelyn Forrest dated 28 April 2025, Wai 2358, #I77. 
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3. While golden clams are a bio-security issue, there has had to be a lot of leadership 

from River Iwi to ensure firstly the Crown (MBIE) and WRC deal with the incursion of 

golden clams. While formally a biosecurity matter, this has required substantial 

leadership from River Iwi to ensure that both the Crown (MBIE) and WRC treated the 

breach as an issue of national significance. We held both agencies to account and 

emphasised the need for shared commitments, both financial and operational. The 

discovery of golden clams within power generation and Watercare infrastructure, and 

the potential national economic impacts, created additional pressure for action. 

Nonetheless, achieving constructive outcomes has often required significant effort. 

 

4. The current suite of legislative reforms being advanced by central government is 

concerning, as it threatens to undermine more than 15 years of relationship-building 

between River Iwi and Crown agencies, particularly regional councils. 

 

5. The Rūnanga was heavily involved in WRC’s Plan Change 1 process, with a clear 

objective that the health and wellbeing of waterways be prioritised ahead of 

economic gain, or at least that a more balanced approach be adopted. We hoped 

that our Tupuna Awa would finally be given a voice, and that its protection would be 

recognised and supported at a national level. Nearly ten years later, Plan Change 1 

remains subject to ongoing court processes. 

 

6. The Rūnanga has not had meaningful engagement on geothermal policy 

development. While assurances were provided by senior management that 

engagement would occur, this has yet to eventuate. 




