
Appendix A: Questions in Writing for Hearing Week 7 Witnesses 

Questions in writing for Katrina Casey 

Partnership with Māori 

1. When answering questions on cross-examination, you said that Māori “drove” the
development of the land categorisation policy, is this correct?

2. In what way did Māori drive the development of the land categorisation policy?

3. Were Māori partnered with in the design of the land categorisation policy?

4. If yes, which Māori representatives partnered with the Crown?

5. What was the nature of the partnership?

Alternatives to land categorisation framework 

6. Did the Crown actively consider alternatives to the development of the land
categorisation framework and if so what were those?

Māori alternatives to land categorisation framework 

7. At paragraph [70] of his brief of evidence (Wai 3325, #A80), our witness Dr Sean Awatere
posits that Māori-led solutions offer a more constructive proactive adaptation pathway
grounded in tikanga and kaitiakitanga. In doing so he refers to Kia Whakakorowai i a
Papatūānuku, a pūkenga-based conceptualisation of extreme weather developed in
part by Ngāti Porou researchers, which reframes flooding as a cleansing and
relational response to the desecration of the whenua (my emphasis).

8. Did the Crown actively consider alternatives to the land categorisation policy to manage
risk to people and place that were grounded in tikanga and mātauranga Māori?

Māori resistance to leaving their lands 

9. Were there Māori landowners and communities in the Waiapu catchment area of the
Tairawhiti region whose land was categorised as Category 3?

10. Were there Māori landowners and communities in the Te Arawa region (Maketu to Mount
Tongariro) region whose land was categorised as Category 3?

11. Please clarify the impact and effect of category 3 categorisation on impacted land.
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12. In addition to prohibiting the ability to get council consents to rebuild, do you agree that 
category 3 land categorisation impacts the ability for existing building owners to maintain 
or obtain insurance? 

13. Please clarify whether category 3 landowners were able to continue to occupy their 
lands. 

14. Please clarify whether the effects of category 3 on land use were notified and applied 
consistently by all local bodies. 

15. As per the attached news article, Radio New Zealand has reported that the Office of the 
Ombudsman is investigating the land categorisation scheme in the Hawkes Bay due to 
the gravity of landowner concerns with the scheme, is that correct?  

16. Our  understanding of the thrust of landowner concerns with the Land Categorisation 
Scheme is that the criteria used in land categorisation were unclear and inconsistently 
applied; and that land categorisation decisions were made too quickly without 
meaningful appeal rights. Would you like to comment? 

17. I put it to you that regional and district councils within Hawkes Bay advised category 3 
land owners that category 3 land would not be able to be occupied by land owners. 
Would you like to comment? 

18. Where landowners are advised that they will not be able to occupy category 3 land, do 
you agree that a landowner decision to sell land becomes less voluntary and more 
coerced?  

19. In answers to questions of cross-examination from my learned friend Mr Bennion of 
Bennion Law you stated that, “Most people didn’t want to leave their land.” Does this 
include Māori? 

 

Mitigation of risks to whanau and whenua 

20. Does Crown policy require or encourage the active management of risks to land (for 
example the building of stopbanks and flood spillways) with a view to moving category 
3 lands to category 2 or category 1? 

21. Were opportunities to minimise risk of severe weather events to land (for example 
through the building of stopbanks and flood spillways) actively pursued prior to the 
buying out of category 3 land? 

22. Please clarify whether Māori who have voluntarily sold their lands through the land 
categorisation and buy-out scheme will have their lands returned to them if the 
categorisation of land is lifted, ceased or if the land itself moves to a different category 
as a result of risk mitigation. 
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Questions in writing for Paula Rawiri 

 

1. At paragraphs [38.3] and [80] of your brief of evidence (Wai 3325, #A149) you mention 

green credits and nature credits. 

2. Is it correct that these are envisaged to be market-based mechanisms to encourage 

biodiversity protection through a credit or market scheme? 

3. Do you agree that one weakness of market-based mechanisms is that they are 

vulnerable to market failure?  

4. Do you agree that market-base mechanisms are transactional in nature? 

5. Would you agree that transactional approaches can be in conflict with tikanga-based 

relational approaches that Māori have with the environment? 

6. Do you agree that market-based approaches can exacerbate inequities, for example by 

prioritising credits for some natural elements or taonga over others? 

7. In paragraph [63] of his brief of evidence (Wai 3325, #A80) our witness Dr Sean Awatere 

is of the view that non-market and publicly funded approaches like the One Billion Trees 

programme and the Kaipara Remediation programme exemplify publicly funded projects 

that better serve the collective needs of communities of interest. Would you like to 

comment? 

8. Do you agree that these types of publicly funded approaches which are not-market 

based and which put the mauri of taonga at the core are valuable instruments for 

addressing climate change? 

9. Do you agree that these approaches are essential for supporting the long-term 

intergenerational priorities of hapū and iwi, which go beyond what market-based 

mechanisms can achieve? 

10. At paragraph [64] of his brief of evidence, Dr Awatere says that Ngāti Uepōhatu 

investments in diversified land use — such as native afforestation, regenerative 

agriculture, or cultural tourism — lack equivalent Crown support. Would you like to 

comment? If the Crown has provided support, would you like to comment on the nature 

and extent of that support? 
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11. I put it to you that without adequate support for Māori-led climate solutions, Māori 

become locked into a cycle of economic dependency, environmental degradation, and 

reduced agency. Do you have any comment? 
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Questions in writing for Kirstie Knowles and Catherine Wilson  

 

1. What if any steps are the Department of Conservation taking to address the impacts of 

climate change on native biodiversity and taonga in the Raukumara Ranges? 

2. Are these steps being taken in partnership with Māori? 

3. How effective have these steps been? 

4. What if any steps are the Department of Conservation taking to address the impacts of 

climate change in the rohe of Te Arawa including with respect to Te Arawa’s lakes and 

freshwater ecosystems? 

5. Are these steps being taken in partnership with Māori? 

6. How effective have these steps been? 

7. In paragraph [63] of his brief of evidence (Wai 3325, #A80) our witness Dr Sean Awatere 

posits that non-market and publicly funded approaches like the One Billion Trees 

programme and the Kaipara Remediation programme exemplify publicly funded projects 

that better serve the collective needs of communities of interest in dealing with climate 

challenges. Do you agree? 

8. Do you agree that these approaches are essential for supporting the long-term 

intergenerational priorities of hapū and iwi, which go beyond what market-based 

mechanisms can achieve? 

9. Do you agree that Crown funding for such programmes should be prioritised? 

10. At paragraph [64] of his brief of evidence, Dr Awatere says that Ngāti Uepōhatu 

investments in diversified land use — such as native afforestation lack equivalent Crown 

support. Would you like to comment on this reflection in general?  

11. If the Department of Conservation has provided support to Ngāti Uepōhatu in these 

endeavours, would you like to comment on the nature and extent of that support? 

12. I put it to you that without adequate support for Māori-led climate solutions, Māori 

become locked into a cycle of economic dependency, environmental degradation, and 

reduced agency. Do you have any comment? 
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Questions in writing for Kieran Murray 

 

1. Are you aware that within Aotearoa Māori own about 50% of the aquaculture industry? 

2. Are you aware that aquaculture is considered a relatively low carbon emitting sector 

compared to farming of terrestrial livestock? 

3. Do you agree that, as part of the climate change strategy the Government should 

support the climate transition into low emitting sectors such as aquaculture? 

4. At paragraph [51] of his brief of evidence (Wai 3325, #A57) our witness Te Arawa 

Fisheries CEO Peter Rice, notes that Te Arawa Fisheries want to see more urgency and 

funding from Government to significantly increase R&D spending to address adaptation 

and mitigation strategies related to wild fishing and aquaculture. 

5. Do you agree that, as part of the climate change strategy the Government should 

support Māori in their aspirations to develop and grow opportunities in wild fishing and 

aquaculture? 

6. Would you agree that research and development funding is critical to growing these 

opportunities for iwi? 

7. Would you agree that the improvement of infrastructure in New Zealand’s regions is also 

important to increasing the productivity of the fishing and aquaculture sector?   

8. Would you agree that capital spending and research and development are primary 

drivers of productivity? 

9. At paragraph [58] of his evidence, Mr Rice posits that “Development support would be 

best done through an R&D missions lead focus and combining this with a development 

bank model for early to late investment funding with the appropriate expertise to project 

manage - think of Kanoa Regional and Economic Development Agency with a larger 

balance sheet and expert teams on development and project management with set 

strategic missions away from political interference.” Would you like to comment? 

10. Would you agree that there are many examples across the world of the success of 

development banks in spurring infrastructure and innovation? 

11. Are you aware that many European development banks are targeting funding to support 

climate change and adaptation? 
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12. Do you agree that an Aotearoa Development Bank could operate like many of the most 

successful development banks in Europe? 

13. Do you agree that a lack of capital in our system creates a scarcity of funds and an 

unwillingness to take risk for example in burgeoning sectors?   

14. Against this backdrop, do you agree that increased Crown R&D and development 

funding for Māori aquaculture would dually recognise the Treaty partnership whilst 

supporting wealth creation and equitable economic development for Māori? 

 

 




