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TĒNĀ, E TE TAIRAIPIUNARA, 

1. This memorandum of counsel is filed in advance of the upcoming

judicial conference on 22 September 20251 on behalf of:

a. Ngāti Ruapani ki Waikaremoana (Wai 144);

b. the Upokorehe Iwi claim, brought by Sandra Aramoana, Wayne

Aramoana, Wallace Aramoana, Lance Reha, Gaylene Kohunui

and Kahukore Baker (Wai 1092);

c. the Upokorehe Hapū Ngāti Raumoa Roimata Marae Trust

Claim, brought by Sandra Aramoana, Wayne Aramoana,

Wallace Aramoana, Lance Reha and Gaylene Kohunui (Wai

1758);

d. the Rongopopoia Hapū Claim, brought by Hinehou Leef

(deceased), Richard Wikotu (Deceased), Aroha Wikotu, Rocky

Ihe (deceased), and Kahukore Baker (Wai 1787); and

e. Te Upokorehe Settlement Claim brought by Wayne Aramoana,

Maude Edwards, Kahukore Baker, Jimi Hills, Trevor Ransfield,

Wallace Aramoana, Ngaire Ngamoki, Aroha Wikotu, Christine

Martin (Wai 3272);

f. Claims brought by Te Waimate Taiamai ki Kaikohe Claims

Alliance (Wai 421, 593, 869, 1247, 1383, 1890).

(“claimants”) 

Draft definitions of ‘cultural identity’ 

2. The claimants have no further feedback to provide to the draft

definitions of ‘cultural identity’.

Inquiry planning 

3. The claimants acknowledge the Tribunal’s Strategic Direction 2025–

2035, and that hearings for this inquiry will not occur until around 2031.

1 Wai 3500, 2.5.8. 
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4. In response to the Tribunal’s invitation to file submissions addressing 

long-term planning matters, counsel submits that between now and 

2031, the Tribunal can timetable for the following: 

a. Resolution of any questions of eligibility so that is not an issue 

as we come to hearings. 

b. Setting a hearing protocol to cover venues, hearing procedure, 

treatment of witnesses and accessibility.  

c. Draft statement of issues / Tribunal statement of issues. 

d. Discovery / disclosure. 

e. Casebook review. 

f. Identification of claimant research requirements and 

commissioning of research. 

Resolution of any questions of eligibility so that is not an issue as we come 

to hearings 

5. Eligibility for participation in this inquiry is a question that should be 

able to be resolved in the short term. It is submitted that any issues 

should be raised by the party with a concern as to eligibility and that the 

Tribunal should take an active role in facilitating a process, whether 

through submissions or conferencing, so that all parties can have clarity 

on the status of participants.   

A hearing protocol  

6. The Tribunal should set a hearing protocol well in advance of hearings 

which addresses venues, hearing procedure, treatment of witnesses and 

accessibility. 

Draft statement of issues / Tribunal statement of issues 

7. The claimants submit that the earlier the Tribunal can finalise its 

Statement of Issues (and scope of the inquiry), the better positioned the 

inquiry will be for targeted research, evidence gathering, and hearings.  
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8. This may also allow identification of any discrete issues which may be 

suitable for mediation or a priority fixture.  

Discovery 

9. The claimants propose that a discovery protocol be developed and 

adopted well in advance of hearings so that relevant Crown material is 

available to inform both research and the preparation of evidence.  

10. They confirm that they will first seek to exercise their rights under the 

Official Information Act 1982.  

Casebook review 

11. The claimants submit that a Tribunal-led research review should be 

timetabled early in the inquiry to identify the existing evidential base and 

ensure that future research commissioning is properly targeted. Given 

the breadth of material that already exists, a casebook review will ensure 

that all relevant material is made available to the parties early in the 

inquiry process. 

Claimant identification of research and commissioning research 

12. The claimants note that there is no Crown Forestry Rental Trust funding 

available to support claimant-led research. As claimants will be reliant on 

the Tribunal to commission research projects, it is submitted that 

timetabling an opportunity for claimants to identify and propose 

research requirements will help to bridge this gap and ensure the 

evidential record properly reflects claimant perspectives.  
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Conclusion 

13. Counsel will be present in person at the judicial conference. 

Dated: 15 September 2025  
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Bryce Lyall  Maithili Sreen  Hannah Swedlund 
Counsel  

 




