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TENA E TE TARAIPIUNARA
MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

1.

These joint opening submissions are filed on behalf of the following
interested parties participating in Wai 3565: Te Tinihanga o Nga Matapono o

te Tiriti — the Treaty Principles Reform Urgent Inquiry (Inquiry):

a. Wai 58, a claim by Patricia Tauroa and Robyn Tauroa on behalf of

nga hapi o Whangaroa;

b. Wai 113J, a claim by Larry Parr on behalf of Ngati Hikitanga;

C. Wai 605, a claim by Dr Terence Lomax and Te Rangimarie James

Speight relating to the Waimimiti Block;

d. Wai 972, a claim by Donald Tait, Edward Penetito and others on

behalf of nga Uri Tangata o Ngati Kauwhata;

e. Wai 1312, a claim by he late Karanga Pourewa, Hinemoa Pourewa,
the late Tarzan Hori and William Hori on behalf of themselves and

the descendants of Whakaki and Te Hapi o Ngati Kawau;

f. Wai 1333, a claim by Erimana Taniora on behalf of himself and

Ngatiuru and Te Whanaupani;

g. Wai 1618, a claim by Hayden Brinsley Turoa, Edward Whatanui
Devonshire, Kararaina Hemara Kaeana Oldridge, the late Te Wera
Paratene Haeana Hemara and the late Milton Rakei Te Kura Rauhihi,
for and on behalf of themselves and Nga Hapl o Himatangi — being

Ngati Taranga, Ngati Te Au and Ngati Rakau;

h. Wai 1628, a claim by Matiu Baker and André Baker on behalf of
themselves, Te Atiawa ki Whakarongotai and the descendants of

Matenga and Haua Baker;

i. Wai 1662, a claim by Leah Wright on behalf of herself, and on behalf

of the Muriwhenua Hapi Collective;

j. Wai 1670, a claim by Emily Latimer, Sharlene Houghton, and the late
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Ricky Houghton on behalf of Te Paatu and Te Uri o Ratima;

k. Wai 1684, a claim by Doreen Puru, Anna Kahukura Hotere, the late
Louie Katene, Emma Torckler, and William Puru on behalf of
themselves, Te Hoia, Ngati Rangimatamomoe and Ngati

Rangimatakaka;

I Wai 2389, a claim by the late Tahua Murray, the late Rapine Hona,
the late Louis Hohaia, the late Charlie Hikuwai, the late Mereihe
Kool, Kawhena Paul, Jhanita Rhesa Gavala, Christina (Kiri) Batty and
Melanie Joy Beauchamp on behalf of themselves and Ngati

Ruamahue;

m. Wai 2619, a claim by Dr Huhana Hickey on behalf of herself and

other Maori Disabled;

n. Wai 2945, a claim by Raewyn Louise Kapa, for and on behalf of the

whanau of Te Rito Foundation;

o. Wai 3069, a claim by Taylor Curd on behalf of himself, his whanau,

hapt and iwi; and

p. Wai 3430, a claim by Toni Lee Jarvis, on behalf of himself, his
whanau, and tamariki Maori displaced by the adoption, state care,

and justice systems and their whanau.

(together referred to as Interested Parties)

2. The Interested Parties, in support of the Ngati Hine claimants who filed the
original urgency application, were granted leave to participate in this Inquiry

on 6 May 2026.1

INTRODUCTION

3. The Interested Parties for this Inquiry hail from across different parts of the
motu, from Te Tai Tokerau in the north of the North Island, Tamaki

Makaurau, Manawatl to Te Whanganui-a-Tara, all the way to Waihopai in

1 Wai 3565, #2.5.1(a) at [9].
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the South Island. A number of the Interested Parties are whanau and hapi
claims who have not yet reached a settlement agreement with the Crown:
Wai 58, Wai 605, Wai 1312, Wai 1333, Wai 1662, Wai 1670, Wai 1684 and
Wai 2389 from the rohe of Te Tai Tokerau, as well as Wai 113J, Wai 972, Wai
1618 and Wai 1628 whose rohe are across the Manawati-Wanganui and Te
Whanganui-a-Tara regions. Wai 2619, Wai 2945, Wai 3069, and Wai 3430
are claims by advocates who are and/or work with some of the most
vulnerable members of Maori communities, whose advocacy has also led

them to participate in the Waitangi Tribunal process.

4, All Interested Parties have also participated in various District, Kaupapa, and
Urgent Inquiries over the span of many years, some for decades, in the
pursuit of holding the Crown to account for breaching te Tiriti o Waitangi /

the Treaty of Waitangi (te Tiriti) and its principles.

5. In this Government term, the Interested Parties have endured an onslaught
of changes that have severely affected their ability to exercise their
rangatiratanga within the confines of te ture Kdwanatanga. For all of the
Interested Parties, their ability to safeguard their rights and interests have
been through the generational expression of tino rangatiratanga and
kaitiakitanga and, in te ture Kawanatanga, this translates through the use of
the legislative provisions that include references to te Tiriti o Waitangi / the

Treaty of Waitangi (te Tiriti).

6. These proposed reforms the subject of the Inquiry are just the latest act of
the onslaught, derogating further from the agreement that was envisioned
by hapt and iwi Maori in 1840. By changing or removing references to te
Tiriti, the Crown has and/or will enable a further exclusionary environment
for Maori advocates such as the Interested Parties, furthering them down
the chain of development and input, relegating their contributions to the

same level as the public despite being a Tiriti partner.

TE TIRITI O WAITANGI PRINCIPLES AND DUTIES

7. Counsel endorse and submit that the articulation of the principles and
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duties arising from te Tiriti in the Nga Matapono Reports,> and Hatia te Rito
o te Harakeke, kei Hea te Kémako e K6? Stage One Report,® is applicable to
this Urgent Inquiry, as the subject matter of this Inquiry is an extension of
the findings made in these Reports. We also therefore, do not intend to
repeat them here, but merely indicate those principles that the Interested

Parties believe are most pertinent to this Inquiry:

a. Tino rangatiratanga, especially with regard to Kaitiakitanga;
b. Partnership;
c. Good Government;
d. Active protection;
e. Equity/Equality;
f. Options; and
g. Redress.
8. As noted by other counsel,* these Tiriti principles engaged in this Inquiry

have been developed and refined over the past fifty years of Tribunal
jurisprudence that, in our submission, should not be ignored or taken for

granted by the Crown and its agents.

THE EVIDENCE

9. A number of briefs of evidence were filed on behalf of the respective
Interested Parties outlining their own personal experiences and insights into
how the reforms will impact them, their whanau, hapd, iwi as well as nga

hapori. These are as follows:

a. Brief of Evidence of Daniel (Raniera) Kaio on behalf of Wai 58;

2 Waitangi Tribunal, Nga Matdapono/The Principles: The Interim Report of the Tomokia Nga Tatau o Matangireia — the
Constitutional Kaupapa Inquiry Panel on the Crown’s Treat Principles Bill and Treaty Clause Review Policies: Part I, Il
and Ill, (2024, 2024 and 2025 respectively).

3 Waitangi Tribunal, Hatia te Rito o Harakeke, kei Hea te Kmako e K6? The Interim Stage One Report of the Education
and Training Amendment Act and Te Mataiaho Urgent Inquiry (2026).

4 Annette Sykes & Co., Joint Opening Submissions on behalf of Wai 1194, Wai 1212, Wai 2494, and Wai 2782, dated
20 May 2026 at [26].
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10.

11.

b. Brief of Evidence of Quentin Parr on behalf of Wai 113J;

c. Joint Brief of Evidence of Dr Terence Lomax, Te Rangimarie James

Speight and Matthew Fairbrother on behalf of Wai 605;

d. Brief of Evidence of Bill Hori on behalf of Wai 1312;

e. Brief of Evidence of Hayden Turoa on behalf of Wai 1618;
f. Brief of Evidence of André Baker on behalf of Wai 1628;
g. Brief of Evidence of Leah Wright on behalf of Wai 1662;
h. Brief of Evidence of Doreen Puru on behalf of Wai 1684;

i Brief of Evidence of Kawhena Paul on behalf of Wai 2389;

j Brief of Evidence of Huhana Hickey on behalf of Wai 2619;
k. Brief of Evidence on behalf of Taylor Curd on behalf of Wai 3069;
and

Brief of Evidence of Toni Lee James Jarvis on behalf of Wai 3430.

As a number of witnesses for the Interested Parties have observed in their
evidence, how Crown agencies and local bodies behave towards them and
their ropd is dependent on its governing legislation. What these witnesses
also outline is the real and tangible prejudice experienced by the Interested
Parties as a result of the onslaught of constitutional changes, which is likely

to repeat itself in this next ambush the subject of this Inquiry.

The Interested Parties do not necessarily oppose standardisation; they
specifically oppose lowering the threshold for Crown accountability which
renders whanau, hapl and hapori advocates less able to advocate for their
rights as guaranteed under te Tiriti. For the Interested Parties, it is more
than just the loss of rangatiratanga, an even less workable partnership, or
the diminishment of their mana. It is about their inability to honour their
obligations to their tipuna and their hapori under tikanga, how the Crown

has further restricted their ability to protect their people in the present day,

10202/25_1539732



12.

and safeguard the future for their tamariki and mokopuna. The flow-on
consequences of this constitutional ambush will be felt for generations to

come.

The process followed since the 23 February 2026 Cabinet Minute,® and the
ever-shifting “commitment” to engagement even now as the Inquiry
progresses, is not only disingenuous to the Interested Parties, but also
disrespectful to the time, skills, energy and resources they have built up
over, not just their own lives and careers, but that of the rangatira who

came before them.

PREJUDICE

13.

The Interested Parties’ evidence demonstrates how the prejudice arising
from these proposed reforms is immediate and tangible, with the wider
impacts still yet to be accounted for. The analysis and prejudice of the
proposed reforms affecting the Interested Parties will be further addressed
in closing submissions, but in summary, the proposed reforms will have the
effect of “watering down” their ability to enforce their rights under te Tiriti
and further fracturing an already tenuous Crown-Maori relationship, at both

central and local levels.

OUTCOMES SOUGHT

14.

The Interested Parties tautoko the relief sought by the Ngati Hine claimants
and seek the same outcomes as these will apply to their respective ropu

also.®

CONCLUSION

15.

16.

To the Interested Parties, this is a multigenerational struggle that arose from
the signing of te Tiriti in 1840, which has persisted over decades, and made
worse by a Government that is driven by anti-Maori and anti-Tiriti sentiment

under the guise of “equality”.

It is they, and their tamariki and mokopuna, who bear the brunt of such

5 Wai 3565, #3.1.35 at pp.143-147.
6 Wai 3565, #1.1.1 at [6.0].
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broad reforms, now resurfacing for the umpteenth time,” spoken for in
disparate statistics, and in the experiences of their whanau, hapd, iwi and
hapori. Still, they persevere with the resilience only whanau, hapi and iwi
Maori have carried for years and years, and it is their hope that the Tribunal

will do the same.

Dated at Te-Whanganui-a-Tara this 20" day of May 2026

R M A Soriano, Dr B D Gilling and R K Gayfer \
Counsel for the Claimants

7 For example, the Treaty Principles Bill, the Local Government (Electoral Legislation and Maori Wards and Maori
Constituencies) Amendment Act 2024, Legal Services Amendment Act, the disestablishment of Te Aka Whai Ora (the
Maori Health Authority), the Fast-Track Approvals Act 2024, the amendments to the Marine and Coastal Area
(Takutai Moana) Act 2011, the repeal of section 7AA of the Oranga Tamariki Act 1989, to name a few.
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