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Introduction

1.

My name is Huhana Lyndon. | am a Member of Parliament
and | provide this brief of evidence as an interested party in
support of Te Rinanga o Ngati Hine in Te Tinihanga o Nga
Matapono o te Tiriti — the Treaty Principles Reform Urgent
Inquiry (Wai 3565).

| whakapapa to Ngati Hine, Ngati Wai, Ngati Whatua and
Tainui and have long been involved in kaupapa Maori
advocacy, community development, and advancing the
wellbeing of whanau, hapa, and iwi. I've long been involved in
advocating for hapu and iwi. My work has consistently
focused on the protection of tino rangatiratanga, equitable
outcomes for Maori, and the upholding of Te Tiriti o Waitangi.
My focus is on community development and advancing the

wellbeing of iwi Maori, with a particular focus on Tai Tokerau.

For me, He Whakaputanga must be referenced in any
statement I'm associated with. It was our declaration of
independence to the world, and it provided the platform for Te
Tiriti to be written, agreed, and established. Our tipuna who
signed Te Tiriti would never have thought that the founding
principles of how this nation was established would later be
taken out of legislation or minimised—especially in ways that
would be to the detriment of their people and would

undermine those foundations.

| come before the tribunal to uphold the centrality of Te Tiriti o
Waitangi in legislation. These treaty clauses are one of the
few protections that we have to protect Maori voice. Although
we have already lost so many, including those identified in the

following table:

Legislation / Change Treaty Clause or Provision Status / Date

Oranga Tamariki Section 7AA of the Oranga Enacted 7
(Repeal of Section 7AA) | Tamariki Act 1989 April 2025
Amendment Act 2025
Oversight of Oranga Section 24 reporting Enacted 7
Tamariki System Act obligations concerning Maori April 2025
2022 amendments outcomes




Oversight of Oranga
Tamariki System
Regulations 2023
amendments

Resource Management
(Natural and Built
Environment and Spatial
Planning Repeal and
Interim Fast-track
Consenting) Act 2023
Natural and Built
Environment Act 2023
repeal

Spatial Planning Act
2023 repeal

Fast-track Approvals Act
2024

Resource Management
(Freshwater and Other
Matters) Amendment
Act 2024

Te Aka Whai Ora —
Maori Health Authority
abolition legislation

Public Service and
departmental directive
changes

Corrections-related
legislative and policy
amendments

Regulations requiring detailed
Maori outcomes reporting

Treaty-oriented provisions in
the Natural and Built
Environment Act 2023 and
Spatial Planning Act 2023

Provisions recognising Te
Oranga o te Taiao, Treaty
settlements, Maori
participation and Treaty
relationships

Maori participation and Treaty-
based regional planning
obligations

Interim protections and
participatory arrangements
involving iwi and Treaty
interests

Te Mana o te Wai-related
freshwater planning obligations

Statutory Maori health
governance mechanisms
grounded in Te Tiriti
obligations

Internal Treaty-principles

references across agencies

Treaty references in
Corrections policy framework

Enacted 7
April 2025

Enacted
December
2023

Repealed
2023

Repealed
2023

Enacted 2024

Enacted 2024

Enacted 2024

Ongoing since
2024

Ongoing

5. The list of what has been lost is therefore already extensive,

but it is the government’s intention apparently to finish off this

mahi in one large assault before the election later this year.

The method by which they intend to do this will almost

certainly be by minimal scrutiny at Parliament, and against the

recommendations of their own advisors.

6. | am deeply concerned about the Crown’s review of

references to the principles of Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi in legislation

and the proposals to repeal or weaken Treaty provisions
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across the statute book. The documents released by the
Crown demonstrate that significant changes are proposed,
including reducing obligations on decision-makers and
repealing some Treaty provisions entirely. Decades of

jurisprudence is being discarded.

In my view, these proposals have constitutional significance
and will have serious impacts on Maori rights, participation,
and wellbeing. Treaty clauses are often one of the few legal
protections ensuring that Maori perspectives, relationships,
and interests are recognised in public decision-making.
Weakening those provisions risks undermining decades of
progress toward recognising Te Tiriti within New Zealand law

and policy.

| am particularly concerned that the review process appears
to have proceeded without meaningful engagement with
Maori before key policy decisions were made. The Crown
documents acknowledge that the review has potential impacts
on Maori Crown relations and that Maori are likely to be
disproportionately affected by decisions to repeal or reduce
Treaty obligations. Despite this, consultation was deferred

until after Cabinet decisions had already been reached.

| have seen no evidence of any meaningful consultation with
Maori—no demonstration that the Crown has engaged
properly with iwi Maori groups, hapu, or tangata whenua who
could be adversely impacted by decisions that cut across
legislation. Claims that “people were spoken to” mean nothing
to me without transparency: | haven’t seen minutes, | don’t
know who attended, and it could have been nothing more than
passing conversations. There are many layers of engagement
that should be undertaken through each department’s
stakeholder networks and existing hapt and iwi relationships,
and no changes to Treaty clauses should be made without

talking to the Treaty partner.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

I’'m saying clearly that this kind of move undermines the
progress we've made, when in fact we should be
strengthening it. | see it as an illegitimate use of kawanatanga

powers to undermine Te Tiriti o Waitangi.

In my experience, meaningful Treaty partnership requires
engagement with Maori at the beginning of policy
development, not after decisions are substantially settled. The
absence of proper engagement undermines the principles of

partnership, active protection, and good faith.

| also think the way this is being pushed through shows bad
process and bad lawmaking. Everything is being fast-tracked,
driven by Crown-determined and coalition timelines, which
undermines proper decision-making. Officials have warned
ministers—through regulatory impact statements and other
reporting—that prejudice will be caused and that not enough
has been done in relation to tangata whenua, yet ministers
proceed anyway because of political will. ’'m describing this
as part of a New Zealand First coalition agreement agenda,
and | believe weakening Treaty provisions will cause harm
and prejudice to Maori and further degrade Maori—-Crown

relationships.

| also note the concerns expressed within the Crown’s own
material that the review may increase litigation, create
uncertainty, and negatively affect Maori interests. The
Ministerial Advisory Group itself did not recommend removing
references to Treaty principles and warned that doing so

could increase legal uncertainty rather than reduce it.

| agree with the evidence filed by the claimant that these
proposals have significant cultural and constitutional impacts
for Maori. The review affects how Maori understand their
place within the nation and the extent to which Te Tiriti

commitments are respected by the Crown.

Finally, |1 can point to concrete examples of this direction
already playing out. For instance, Pharmac has had its focus
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and compliance around Te Tiriti o Waitangi and Maori health
outcomes stripped back, despite the real-world impact that
has on Maori health. | also note examples like Treaty
references being removed from Corrections legislation. To
me, this is not isolated—it reflects a wider, divisive, ideology-
driven approach that turns its back on Crown—Maori

relationships, and that will become this government’s legacy.

16. | consider that the prejudice identified by the claimants is
immediate and ongoing. Once Treaty protections are
repealed or weakened through legislation, the impacts may
be difficult or impossible to reverse. The constitutional
relationship between Maori and the Crown may be
permanently altered before Maori have had a proper

opportunity to be heard.

17.1 support the claimants’ position that the legislative process
alone is not sufficient to address these concerns, particularly
where the underlying policy direction has already been

determined by Cabinet.

18. | respectfully support the claim regarding the Crown’s review
of Treaty provisions in legislation and the remedies sought by

the claimant.

Dated at Tamaki Makaurau this 18" day of May 2026

Huhana Lyndon MP

TO: The Registrar, Waitangi Tribunal, Wellington;
All Counsel — WAI 3565 Te Tinihanga o Nga Matapono o te Tiriti — the
Treaty Principles Reform Urgent Inquiry





