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Witness Perspective / What the evidence adds | How it aligns with inquiry Key impact/prejudice TSOI
Role scope
Rowena Tana Chair of Te Provides the iwi and Addresses the Crown’s Loss of practical 2.5.7(a),
(A24) Ridnanga o Ngati claimant framing. Her rationale for the reforms, the | influence across (d), (e),
Hine evidence explains Ngati lowering of treaty standards, | systems. Ngati Hine will | (g), (h),
Hine’s relationship with te | the inadequacy of a ‘take into | have less ability to insist (i)
Tiriti, the mana of Kawiti account’ standard, the lack of | on proper engagement,
and Ngati Hine tpuna, meaningful Maori influence, protect its people and
and why the Crown cannot | and the broader constitutional | taonga, and hold the
treat treaty provisions as implications for Ngati Hine. Crown to account.
ordinary policy wording.
Tamati CEO of Ngati Hine | Provides the operational Speaks directly to practical Reduced access to 2.5.7(b),
Shepherd- Health Trust provider evidence. He prejudice beyond mana and services. Maori providers | (c), (e),
Wipiiti explains how treaty rangatiratanga, including may lose the funding and | (f), (h)
(A25) settings influence whether Maori providers are | accountability settings that
commissioning models, funded equitably, treated as make outreach and
equity loading, outreach partners, and able to deliver kaupapa Maori delivery
services, marae-based services in ways that meet possible.
clinics, and access to whanau realities.
services for whanau in Te
Tai Tokerau.
Aaron Taikato Public sector and | Provides the Addresses the practical Loss of leverage inside 2.5.7(e),

(A26)

local government
perspective;
experience inside
Defence Force,
DOC, and local
government.

implementation evidence.
He explains how different
treaty wordings operate
inside agencies and why
stronger wording gives

difference between stronger
treaty clauses and lower
standards such as ‘take into
account’.

agencies. Weakening
treaty clauses means
fewer tools for Maori staff
and tangata whenua to
influence decision-makers.

(f), (9),
(h)
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Maori staff and tangata
whenua leverage.

Hohipere Taiao, freshwater, | Provides the Addresses the effect of Loss of timely and 2.5.7(c),
Williams, conservation, environmental planning weakening treaty provisions effective influence. (e), (f),
Troy Brockbank | governance, RMA, | and governance evidence. | across environmental Maori risk being left to (9), (h)
& Jaycee and kaitiaki The witnesses explain planning, consenting, challenge decisions after
Tipene-Thomas | perspective how treaty provisions infrastructure, freshwater, harm to wai, wahi tapu, or
(A27) affect timing of climate, and resource taonga species has
engagement, consent management processes. already occurred.
conditions, monitoring
frameworks, and practical
kaitiakitanga
responsibilities.
Heidi Mackey CEO of Ngati Hine | Provides the forestry, Addresses how weakening Reduced protection for 2.5.7(b),
(A28) Forestry Trust climate policy, and Maori treaty obligations may alter Maori land interests and | (c), (e),
land governance Crown behaviour toward autonomy. Maori forestry | (h)
perspective. Her evidence | Maori landowners and reduce | entities may face
explains how treaty protections within climate and | increased financial risk
obligations shape Crown forestry regimes. and reduced Crown
engagement with Maori responsiveness.
forestry entities and land-
use decisions.
Natalie Coates Barrister and Provides the primary legal | Directly addresses nearly all | The reforms risk 2.5.7(a),
(A29) expert witness on | and constitutional analysis | aspects of the inquiry issues, | substantially weakening | (b), (d),
te Tiriti, of the proposed reforms. including the legal effects, statutory protections for | (e), (),
constitutional law, constitutional implications, Maori participation, (9), (h),
tikanga, and treaty practical prejudice, and accountability, and (i)
clause reform. consultation adequacy. treaty-consistent
decision-making.
Appendix A: Barrister and Provides the historical and | Addresses the rationale for The reforms risk 2.5.7(a),

Natalie Coates —
Constitutional
Kaupapa

Inquiry
evidence

constitutional law
expert specialising
in tikanga and te
Tiriti
jurisprudence.

constitutional context for
treaty principles
jurisprudence and
legislative recognition of te
Tiriti.

the review, the constitutional
implications of repealing
treaty clauses, and the
significance of replacing

dismantling decades of
legal development
recognising treaty
obligations within New
Zealand law.

(e), (f),
(9). (h)




(A29(a))

established treaty wording
with lower standards.

Appendix B:
Criminal Cases
Review
Commission
Letter

(A29(b))

Independent
Crown Entity
responsible for
reviewing
miscarriages of
justice.

Provides a practical
institutional example of
how a treaty clause
operates within a statutory
framework.

Addresses whether treaty
clauses are workable,
necessary, and meaningful in
practice.

Weakening or removing
treaty clauses risks
undermining culturally
responsive justice
processes and reducing
safeguards for Maori
disproportionately
affected by the criminal
justice system.

2.5.7(b),
(c), (e),
(), (h)






