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Ko Ngatokimatawhaorua te waka
Ko Nukutawhiti te tangata o tenei waka
Ko Tautoro te maunga
Ko Ngapuhi te iwi
Ko Ngati Hine me Ngati Rangi nga hapu
Ko Mataraua te rohe
Ko Kaingahoa te marae
Ko Hone Heke te Rangatira
Ko Tuterangi Whiu te tupuna
Ko Sonny Livingstone Whiu taku koro
Ko Ngawere Whiu taku kuia

Ko Sarah Taingaere Whiu taku mama.

INTRODUCTION

1. My name is Edwin Tuterangi Whiu. | recently transferred from
Auckland Prison (“Paremoremo Prison”) unit 1, 28/08/2025 and am

currently incarcerated at Rimutaka Prison.

2. This brief of evidence is presented for Te Rau o te Tika - the Justice
System Kaupapa Inquiry. It outlines the evidence in support of my
Amended Statement of Claim dated [date], which alleges failings
within the prison system that amount to breaches of Te Tiriti o
Waitangi and prejudice to me, other Maori prisoners from Te

Taitokerau and our respective whanau, hapu and iwi.
3. This brief of evidence covers three broad topics:

a. Firstly, the practice of the Department of Corrections
(“Corrections”) of housing Northland Prisoners outside their

home region;



b. Secondly, the use and manipulation by Corrections staff of
prison policies and tools to prevent rehabilitation of

prisoners and reintegration; and

¢. Thirdly, the problems with the prison system that prevent
Maori prisoners, particularly prisoners serving lengthy

prison terms, from being eligible for parole.

MY BACKGROUND

4. I was born in Kaikohe on 22 February 1970 to Sarah and Matthew
Whiu but was given, at birth, to my paternal grandparents, Sonny
and Ngaware Whiu, to raise. My grandfather died when | was 11-

12 years old, so | was brought up primarily by my grandmother.

5. I had a happy childhood with my grandmother. Maori was my first
language, and we lived a simple life on our tupuna whenua in

Tautoro, just south of Kaikohe.

6. When | was 11 years old, my grandmother died, and | was sent to
live with one of my uncles in Northland,' Tautoro. Life became very
different for me. My uncle was a violent man and would beat me
frequently. After two years of beatings, | had had enough and

decided to run away and fend for myself on the streets in Kaikohe.

7. In December 1983, | was picked up by the Police and taken to the
Dickson’s family home in Kaikohe then taken to Owairaka Boys’
Home in Auckland: This was the first of what was to become 17
admissions to various boys’ homes around the country between 28

December 1983 and 6 January 1987.

8. During that time, | became a ward of the state. | was locked in

secure facilities for lengthy periods of time (in breach of legal and



10.

11.

12.

ethical standards of care), and | was subject to numerous instances

of physical and sexual assault.

| also learnt how to commit crimes. When | was finally released
from Owairaka in 1984 (by that time | was 17 years old), | had been
charged with burglary and aggravated robbery. So, | went from

Owairaka to Mt Eden Prison between 1984 and 1985.

| was released from Paremoremo Prison in 1999 but was
reimprisoned in 2000 when | was convicted of murder. | am
currently serving a life sentence. | have no statutory release date
and, for the reasons outlined, | will remain incarcerated unless
something changes. | do not consider that | have any realistic

prospect of being eligible for parole.

| was institutionalised at an early age as a runaway boy in 1983 and
kept in boys’ homes until 1987, when | was transferred to the
maximum security Paremoremo Prison in 1995. For 26 years of my

life | have spent 40 years in institutions.

Since being incarcerated, | have been imprisoned at Mt Eden Prison
and Corrective Training at Rangipo Prison, Whanganui Prison,
Northland Region Corrections Facility (“Ngawha Prison”), Waikeria
Prison, Springhill Prison, Paremoremo Prison and Rimutaka Prison

where | am currently housed.

1. HOUSING NORTHLAND PRISONERS OUTSIDE THEIR HOME REGION

The purpose of Ngawha Prison

13.

On 14 September 1999, the then Corrections Minister, Clem Simich
announced that a prison would be built at Ngawha, Northiand. The

press release published on the Beehive’s website stated:*

! <https://www.beehive.govt.nz/release/ngawha-chosen-northland-prison-site>



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

The purpose of building the Northland Regional Prison is to
accommodate inmates from around the region closer to their
families, which will aid their rehabilitation. It will house
approximately 300 medium- to low-security inmates, with a small
number of cells for maximum security inmates. There will be safe
cells for vulnerable inmates, a specialist stand-alone youth unit for
under 17-year olds, and facilities focusing specifically on the needs of
Maori inmates.

Ngawha Prison was opened in 2005. | was at Whanganui Prison at
the time. The Herald reported on the opening and noted that

Ngawha Prison would accommodate two categories of prisoner:

a. Prisoners of Ngapuhi descent; and
b. Prisoners with whanau ties in Te Taitokerau who wanted to

be housed closer to their whanau.

The Herald also said that Ngawha Prison was a response to the

shortage of space in the Auckland Prisons.

At the time, | recall being anxious at the prospect of being able to
be transferred back home so that | could reconnect with my
whanau, whom | had been disconnected from for so long. Inmy
view, Ngawha Prison was being built to accommodate Northland
prisoners just like me. Namely, Ngapuhi prisoners who wanted to

be housed in Te Taitokerau to be closer to their whanau.

An import aspect of a prison being built at Ngawha, was the
relationship developed between Department of Corrections and
Ngati Rangi hapu who was recognised as Kaitiaki and having mana
whenua over the land Ngawha Prison sits on. In 2002 and 2005,
Corrections and Ngati Rangi entered into a Memorandum of
Partnership (“MOP”), which set out the relationship between them

and provided for Ngati Rangi’s involvement in prison operations.

The MOP stated:



19.

20.

Te Tino Kaupapa Tuatahi Mo Enei Kupu Korero Mo Tenei
Whakaaetanga (the first main reason for having this Agreement): Ki
te tiaki e nga Taonga Tuku iho o Nga Matua Tupuna (to care for the
treasures handed down from our ancestors).
In an interview at the time of its opening, then Corrections Minister
Paul Swain said that Ngawha would operate using an integrated

tikanga model that Ngati Rangi would be involved in

implementing.?

At the beginning, Ngawha Prison was going to be the first prison in
New Zealand based on integrating a tikanga Maori, kaupapa Maori
approach, with inspiring initiatives. Unfortunately, as indicated by

my experienced below, that approach was quickly abandoned.

Transferring prisoners away from their home region

21.

22.

Between 2005 and 2018, | was transferred to and from Ngawha
Prison nine times. | was sent to Rimutaka Prison, Spring Hill Prison
and Paremoremo Prison and back again. The main reason | was
given for my multiple transfers was based on my behaviour of
challenging the system, which have resulted in many negative
alerts that have been entered onto my record. These were added
for a number of reasons including me simply expressing grievances
of concern about prison policies, which was interpreted as
“threatening behaviour”, or risk to others of me being transferred
to complete a program that is required by the Parole Board before
I’'m eligible for parole (two times) where | was removed from the

program without being given a chance of completing it.

In 2015, there was a mass transfer of prisoners away from Ngawha

Prison. That is, in December 2014, the total number of prisoners at

2 <https://www.nzherald.co.nz/northern-advocate/news/tikanga-ties-in-new-
prison/SDNJVPKXM2N7NNJIJRAM2Q2FPY/>
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24.

25.

26.

Ngawha Prison was 507.3 However, by December 2015, the prison
population had reduced to 386, despite the prison having a

capacity of 652 prisoners.

I would say that approximately half of the mainstream sentenced
prisoners transferred out would have been from Te Taitokerau or

had whanau ties in Te Taitokerau.

The reason given for the transfers was to allow the high-medium
Kaka Unit to be closed so it could be renovated and upgraded due
to the Spring Hill riot. However, as soon as the unit was renovated,
reopened, segregation prisoners were transferred in from
Auckland. None of these prisoners here, we once accommodated

in this unit before it closed.

By March 2015, just three months after the last of the prisoners
were transferred out, the prison population had increased to 440,
with only 54 of the total number of prisoners moved out being

moved back in.

In terms of those who were transferred out, my recollection is that
none of them were given the option to stay. Their whakapapa and
whanau ties were not taken into consideration particularly when
making the decision about who would be moved, and the prisoners
were given very little notice of the transfer. That meant that
whanau were not advised in advance that their loved ones would .
be moving, so final visits could not be organised prior to transfer,

and many inmates were not able to say goodbye to their children.

3

<https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/pre
vious_years_prison_statistics/CP_December_2014 >
a4

<https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/pre
vious_years_prison_statistics/December_2015>

5 <https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/
previous_years_prison_statistics/PS_March_2016>
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29.

30.

31.

Neither were any of the prisoners that | knew, transferred out,

were scheduled for a program at another prison.

| was housed in from Pukeko Unit before being relocated and
housed in the Weka Unit at the time. This was previously a remand
unit but was to transition as a reintegration progress unit where
prisoners were also being relocated from Pukeko Unit to Weka
Unit. 1recall that 24 sentenced segregation prisoners who had
their segregation application assessments revoked were
reassessed, reclassified, as sentenced mainstream prisoners and
moved in with the general mainstream sentenced prison

population.

I was transferred from Ngawha Prison to Rimutaka Prison in 2015
and then transferred to Spring Hill the back to Ngawha Prison again
in mid-2017. By then, the prison population had increased again.
In June 2017, the prison population was 561,° in September 2017 it
was 607,” and by December 2017 it was 623.8

Upon my return to Ngawha, | was housed in the Pukeko North Unit.
Because the unit was over-populated, a policy of double bunking
was imposed. This is a dangerous and degrading practice that led
to a number of altercations, mostly between local prisoners and
those from Auckland. The altercations eventually escalated into an
all-out brawl, which led to the closure of another unit and further

transfer of prisoners.

While there have been no mass relocations since 2015, the

indiscriminate transfer of Northland Maori prisoners from Ngawha

6 <https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/
previous_years_prison_‘statistics/prison_stats_june_2017>

7 <https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/
previous_years_prison_statistics/prison_stats_september_2017>

8 <https://www.corrections.govt.nz/resources/statistics/quarterly_prison_statistics/
previous_years_prison_statistics/prison_stats_december_2017>



32.

Prison has continued to happen on an individual basis with
consequences that appear contrary to Corrections’ policies and

practices on the effective management of prisoners.

The prospect of being transferred is often used as a threat against
prisoners where they must comply with prison unit rules or they
will be transferred as to the consequences for their whanau of
having to travel long distances to keep connected with them, or the
prisoners simply losing face to face contact with their whanau and

children.

My attempts at getting back to Ngawha Prison

33.

34,

35.

I was transferred to Auckland Prison (previously Parenﬁoremo
Prison) from Ngawha Prison on 13 March 2018. When | arrived, the
Corrections Officers at Paremoremo wondered why | had been

transferred there.?

At the time, | was told that the reason for the transfer was an
alleged assault. Amongst other alleged concerns involving me
threatening an art tutor. However, | have and continue to contest
against this allegation that | made a threat, and the art tutor herself
confirmed that no threat was made.'® However, Corrections
Management at Ngawha continue to use the allegation to prevent

me from being transferred back.

Incredibly, two years after the allegation was first raised in 2015. In
2017 a case manager made a request to the PCO who advised a

Corrections Officer to enter, the exact same incident, to justify an

? Reference emails from Paremoremo staff and David Pattinson’s response.
%1n an Offender management Activity Progress Form, the art teacher Beth Hill wrote
“[Mr Whiu] did not make any threats to me”.



36.

37.

38.

39.

active alert against me which stated for non-association. Art tutor

NRCF (“threaten to kill me”).**

While at Paremoremo, | have made several requests to be
transferred back to Ngawha Prison. My main reason for wanting to
return back to my ancestral whenua is because Ngawha Prison is in
my home region. | personally feel that | needed to reconnect with
my whakapapa, my tikanga and my whanau. As outlined above, |
have been institutionalised for most of my life and disconnected
and alienated from my whanau and felt the time was right to return

home as Auckand ain’t my region.

However, every attempt | have made to return to Ngawha Prison
has been met with opposition, despite there being no rehabilitation
programs or other reintegrative activities for me at Paremoremo
Prison and despite there being no actual evidence of me

threatening the art teacher at Ngawha Prison.

Rather, it would appear that some of the staff have personal issues

with me to this present date. Foreign staff in particular have found

me intimidating and challenging or are easily offended when | voice
my concerns around prison policy. | don’t mean to be offensive, its
rather getting an understanding why certain policies have been '
interpreted and are the way they are, but sometimes there appears
to be misunderstanding and how two different cultures

communicate.

Copies of the requests to transfer that have been made by me or

on my behalf, and Corrections’ responses are attached.

My petition

1 see the letter from my lawyer to Alexandra Donnison of Ministerial Services dated 8
June 2022 setting out the details of what happened.
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41,

Earlier this year on 05/09/2022, | drafted a petition that collected
the signatures of prisoners from Northland who passed through
Paremoremo Prison who were trying to get back to-Ngawha

Prison.’?

The majority of the prisoners who signed the petition were
transferred as a result of a prosecution or increase in their security
classification based on unreasonable grounds or incorrect
information. That is another one of the mechanisms for facilitating
the transfer of prisoners from Ngawha Prison, to increase their
security classification. Prisoners with a security classification of
high-medium or maximum are unable to be accommodated at
Ngawha Prison because it does not have the facilities to manage
such prisoners, except management, unless an override of the

prisoner’s classification is approved.

The effects of prisoners being housed outside their home regions

42.

In my experience, prisoners who are housed outside their home

regions suffer prejudice in the following ways:

a. Firstly, they suffer emotional harm as a result of being
separated from their whanau. This has a detrimental effect
on the prisoner’s overall mental wellbeing. It causes
serious stress and has a negative impact on their self-

esteem.

b. Secondly, prisoners who do not have regular contact with
their whanau or whanaungatanga support, including
kaumatua and kuia, develop what can be described as a
cultural identity crisis. As tangata whenua, Maori are

bonded to the whenua through whakapapa, matauranga

12 Attach petition

10
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44,

45.

Maori, wairua, karakia, aroha, tikanga, whanau and toto.
Disconnection diminishes those bonds and has a negative

effect on a person’s cultural identity.

c. Animportant part of that identity is the ability to exercise
one’s own tikanga. Tikanga connects Maori prisoners to
their cultural identity, which is why it is important that
prisoners have access to a kai whakamana, kaumatua and

kuia from their own whanau, hapu and iwi.

d. Maori prisoners who are denied support to reconnect and
maintain whanau bonds are less likely to develop healthy
social relationships. If the separation is prolonged, those
prisoners find it difficult to reintegrate back into the
community and to build strong bonds within their whanau

and community.

And the prejudice doesn’t just affect Maori Prisoners, it affects
their whanau as well, especially their children. Whanéu find it
difficult to afford the cost of travel to visit inmates in other regions
and as a result, the number and frequency of visits decrease or

stops altogether.

This results in feelings of abandonment, hurt and disconnection.

The feeling is unbearable.

Disconnecting Maori from their whanau and whenua has been used
in the past as a tool of colonization. During the early wars,
disconnection from whenua was used as a way to disrupt and
destabilise Maori and to lessen their power through lessening their
mana (an example is Te Kooti being exiled on the Chatham Islands).

The same thing is happening to Maori in prison.

11



46.

47.

The necessity of the connection between a Maori person and their
whanau to support the hauora of that person is being weaponised
and used against us. As Maori, we need our whanau and our

connections to the whenua turangwaewae to be well, to be whole.

Until Corrections acknowledges its legal requirements that cultural
importance of maintaining the connections between Maori
prisoners and their whanau, hapu and iwi, are vital to the
rehabilitation process by prioritising the return of Maori prisoners
to their ancestral home regions, or keeping prisoners close to
where their whanau live, otherwise the prison system will not fulfil

its rehabilitative objectives and réintegration.'

2. THE USE AND MANIPULATION OF PRISON POLICIES AND TOOLS TO
PREVENT REHABILITATION

48.

49.

The purposes of the corrections system include:™

a. Ensuring that custodial sentences are administered in a

safe, secure, humane and effective manner;

b. Providing for corrections facilities to be operated in
accordance with rules that are based, amongst other
matters, on the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules

for the Treatment of Prisoners; and

c. Assisting in the rehabilitation of offenders and their

reintegration.

In my experience, the current prison system does not recognise its
obligations, nor its responsibilities and where prison is an

environment where prison officers and prison officials can

13 Corrections Act 2004, s 5(1).

12



50.

51.

52.

53.

discretely engage in improper practices and to manipulate prison

policies to threaten and bully prisoners.

For example, in 2015, | was aware that segregation prisoners at
Ngawha Prison were told that they needed to agree to being
reassessed as mainstream sentenced prisoners or they would be
transfer out of Ngawha Prison. This type of threat or bullying are

nationwide.

Another example, prisoners who exercise their rights to express
their grievances of concern through the PC.01 complaints system
are identified potential troublemakers and are a burden to prison
administrators who instruct their staff to move quickly to reassess
such prisoners’ security classification and having the prisoners
transferred out. Those reassessments inevitable end up with these
prisoners having an event-based security classification review
completed based on the fabrication of information at the last
minute. In 2015, this has actually happened to me at Weka, the

reintegration unit.

All minor incidents or infractions of file notes are recorded on the
system and are misrepresented. Allegations of prisoner’s
misconduct alleged. Unproven criminal offences are recorded as
Having occurred irrespective of the truth of the situation and the
real identity of another person’s name. His conviction and sentence
confirming the person to be an alias name that have been used by a
prisoner, or gang affiliations, whether real or suspect, are used as
reasons for risk assessment or reassessment. These factors all
contribute to an increase in the prisoners’ re-assessed security

classification.

The revised security classification of the prisoner, which is often not

subject to proper scrutiny, and ultimately the prisoner’s security

13



54,

classification points end up being higher, with the effect that the

prisoner is no longer eligible to remain in Ngawha prison.

Prisoners who are influential, such as the Runanga or the prisoners
Committee, or priséners labelled as a burden or troublemakers are
usually shipped out of Ngawha prison, become blacklisted and are
declined from transferring and returning back to Ngawha Prison.
The fact that they may be of Ngapuhi descent or have whanau
support in Northland is not considered nor taken into account by

the department of Ngawha Management team.

Low security prisoners housed in a high security restricted management

regime

55.

My current security classification is low-medium security.
However, | am the last of the low-medium prisoners to be housed
in a high security restricted management regime at Auckland
Paremoremo Prison, which means that this exposes me to a
number of factors that pose a serious risk, including:
To my mental wellbeing;
Restrictions imposed on me that are designed to manage and
control prisoners with high security classification; and
Risks attached to be placed in a negative hostile environment
of the mainstream prison population. But also places me in a
high-risk situation and danger of being seriously injured by
violent or volatile prisoners in a high security restricted

management regime.

ROC-ROI System

56.

The ROC/ROI score security classification system is a system that
was developed overseas and was basically designed to assess the
potential risk of a prisoner. This system being foreign should never

have been introduced into the New Zealand prison system because

14



it is not treaty compliant and breaches international cultural rights
and obligations. It makes no provisions for dealing specifically with
Maori inmates and therefore breaches Te Tiriti and the principles of
the treaty. The concern is the way it’s been used is open to
discrimination and abuse and affects long-term serving prisoners
but also the general prison population used by psychologist
services, and department administrators, and the New Zealand

Parole Board.

3. PAROLE

57.

58.

In my experience, the prison system does not do enough in terms
of preparing prisoners for their parole hearings. In particular, there
are insufficient rehabilitation ad reintegration and limited access to
rehabilitation courses that prisoners are required to complete

before they can be considered for parole because either:

a. There is an inadequate number of places on the courses in

terms of the numbers of prisoners that apply for them; or

b. The courses are available at only one prison, to which the

prisoner could be denied access of transferring to; or

c. The prisoners ROC/ROI score level is too high to let them be
considered for entry into an alternative rehabilitation
course that could be of beneficial, in»addressing offending
needs, is required to be completed before the parole board
will even turn their minds to the possibility of the board

granting parole.

And as a result, prisoners are effectively being denied parole.

15
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60.

61.

62.

The problem is compounded for prisoners serving lengthy life
sentences because their Roc/Rol score is too high, they are denied
access to any beneficial courses until close to their parole date and

have a 4-digit number as four nines as a release date.

For example, prison serving prison sentences of less than two years
are considered short term sentences being the departments first
priority of haVing a place on any specific rehabilitation course short
to medium sentence prisoners. There are limited places on any
specific rehabilitation course for short to medium term sentenced
prisoners and entry to these courses may be offered up to two
times a year. The number of applications for enrolment into a
particular course can be as many as four times the number of

places available and those that are not enrolled go on a waiting list.

The absence of adequate places in rehabilitation courses means
many prisoners will remain an undue risk and are not able to satisfy
the Parole Board requirements, which must be satisfied before
parole is granted, and by the time of a prisoner’s next parole
hearing. In fact, it can be a number of years before a prisoner is
considered or able to complete a course that has been specified in
his case management sentence plan before grans of parole will be
considered. And in the meantime, the prisoner is still considered to

be an undue high risk to the community by the parole board.

Many prisoners who are in the medium to long term sentence
category (ie. six and a half years to life) often end up serving the
entire length of the sentence that was imposed. Places on required
courses may be offered if they become available, but that is
extremely rare as priority is given to shorter term sentenced

prisoners.

16



63.

64.

65.

66.

| have been told by the Parole Board that | must complete the
highly intensive STURP program before | will be considered for

parole.

However, that course is only available in Spring Hill Prison. I've
requested to be transferred to Spring Hill on two previous
occasions so that | can complete the required course, but the
prison has refused my request for a transfer due to a prisoner who

gave evidence against me in 1993.

Consequently, the STURP program has been removed from my
sentencing activity plan and have been replaced by
recommendations with one-on-one therapy psychologist
counselling. However, given my requests to return to Ngawha
Prison and the uncertainty around whether | will ultimately be
transferred back there (the Parole Board recognised the logic and

value of me being transferred back to Ngawha prison to re-

~ establish links with whanau support.

67.

As all whanau reside in Te Taitokerau and reasons for transferring
to Ngawha prison is to participate in one-to-one counselling. Life
sentences have no expiring date, nor a statutory release date, and
would serve the full term of my sentence without parole. The

reality of that is | could be in prison until | die.

MAINSTREAM PRISONERS VERSUS SEGREGATION PRISONERS

The final topic that | want to address is the difference between
Mainstream prisoners and Segregation prisoners. The distinction is
quiet straight forward. The Mainstream prison population are
ordinary prisoners whereas the Segregated prison population are

kept separate and housed away from Mainstream prisoners.

17



68.

69.

70.

An inmate can end up as a segregated prisoner as a result of a
decision from Prison Managers that moves the prisoner away from
the Mainstream prison population for prisoner safety reasons.

The other way is for a prisdner to request the shift. Once a prisoner
chooses to be moved to Segregation, they normally remain with

that grouping.

One matter that arises from the distinction between the two
groups particularly in relation the NRCF is that in this prison

there are seven SELF CARE units. Each unit holds four inmates and
are designed to be the last step for longer term servicing prisoners
before they are paroled back into the community. There is space
for a total of 28 prisoners. In my view these units should be
reserved for the lifers who are close to the last stages of being
reintegrated upon completing their rehabilitation programs before
they are paroled. At present these units are tied to the majority of
the Segregated prison population. Some convicted sentence of
child sexual violation and in my view creates an illegal significant
unfairness for lifers who are Mainstream prisoners. These prisoners
generally have low security classifications. They are the ones these
SELF CARE units were original designed to cater for but current

management of those units do not allow this to occur.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Recommendations that | would suggest to the Waitangi Tribunal for

their consideration include:

¢ Afinding that this claim is well founded;

e The Corrections Act 2004 is outdated and needs urgent review.
It is not treaty compliant and breaches the principles of the
Treaty and allows Prison Directors almost unfetter discretion in
how prisons are operated;

e The Tribunal review the memorandum of partnership

concerning the building and cultural management of NRCF

18



between the Department of Corrections and Ngati Rangi hapu
of 2 March 2001 and endorsed in May 2002 and assess whether
the Crown has honoured the spirit of the memorandum of
partnership;

The ROC/ROI score managemént system is not treaty compliant
and breaches the principles of the Treaty, amongst
international obligations, and should be replaced with a new
fairer system for assessing risk. It is accepted that the Waitangi
Tribunal did look specifically at this system in 2005, however,
those findings need to be reviewed. The 2005 report did not
consider the broader impacts of this risk assessment tool;

That the allocation of self- care units in NRCF be apportioned
equally between mainstream prisoners and segfegated
prisoners; and

Maori prisoners be incarcerated within the region that they
have the greatest whanau and whakapapa ties to and that all
Maori prisoners who are from Te Taitokerau, be given priority

to serve their sentence in NRCF in NRCF.

71. Thank you. Those are my submissions.

SIGNED at Ngawha this 15th day of April 2026

*

A Whi

Edwin Whiu

Claimant
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