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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL:

1. This memorandum serves three purposes:

a) It notifies the Tribunal that the Final Main Report, Thesis Bundles for Wai 623 and
Wai 624 is now available for direct download for interested parties in the Wai 2200

wider inquiry phase hearing five 13-17 July 2026 at Palmerston North:

Use links in email for direct download.

b) It provides the claimants’ written opening submissions for hearing 5

(13-17 July 2026).

c) It references and continues the evidence and legal arguments filed by the
claimants in the 2015 Muaupoko expedited hearings, in particular Mrs Ada
Tatana’s closing submission on Muatetangata (Wai 2200 #3.3.014) and the
legal submissions on tikanga, resulting trust, and Crown fiduciary

breaches (Wai 2200 #3.3.030).

2. The claimants will present their evidence within the allocated 60 minutes,
focusing on the matters summarised below. The Tribunal and parties are

directed to the evidence available to download.
OPENING SUBMISSIONS
3. TIKANGA A KUPE - THE FIRST LAW

3.1 The claimants are Muaupoko, the tangata tuturu Uri o Toata, Uri o Tairatu me
Kotoko —the true, permanent, aboriginal people of this rohe. They are the descendants
of Kupe and the wahine tupuna Kawainga, Pariri, and Te Rongo-arapawa. Their Native

Title has never been extinguished.
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3.2 The claim is brought under tikanga a Kupe—the complete constitutional order
that was the first law of Aotearoa. It is not "custom" or "myth"; it is a coherent legal
system grounded in the whenua, measured by sacred stones, confirmed by the stars,

and personified by the women who hold the mana.

3.3 Raukawa entered this rohe in the 1830s-1860s; the Crown came later. Tikanga a
Kupe was already ancient. It is the mother of all law in this country, and the Tribunal is

asked to recognise it as such.

3.4 The claimants will show that the mountains speak, and the waters speak, and the
fish speaks, and the Rangatira speaks, and the kuia speaks—and they all say the same
thing. The seed of Muatetangata fell on Pukemaumau. The waters of Hine carried it.
Kahika bore it. Te Rangirurupuni defended it. Mrs Ada Tatana remembers it. The Crown

could not see it. This Tribunal, by the close of this hearing, will.

3.5 The Meredith report: Kupe invoked but not known. The Tribunal has before it
the Meredith report, commissioned to describe the "first law." That report opens with
Kupe. It says Kupe brought a sophisticated legal tradition to Aotearoa. And then it never
mentions Kupe again. Instead, it fills its account of the "first law" with evidence from
tangata heke—Raukawa, Ngati Toa, Te Atiawa—who arrived in this rohe in the 1820s,
more than 1,600 years after Kupe. The report invokes Kupe's name but does not know
his law. Its author is trained in the English common law, a system that sees law as rules,
codes, and institutions. Tikanga a Kupe is not rules. It is a celestial-terrestrial grammar
measured by stones, confirmed by the stars, and personified by the wahine who hold
the mana. English legal training cannot see that. So the report takes Kupe's name, fills

the vessel of the "first law" with the law of later arrivals, and presents it to the Tribunal
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as the whole. That is not an accident. It is the structural incapacity of English law to

comprehend what it seeks to replace.

3.6 The Native Land Court archives: colonial distortion, not neutral record. The
Native Land Court archives, on which this Tribunal and its commissioned reports have
relied extensively, are not a neutral record of Muatipoko tikanga. They are a record of
what happened when Muaiipoko were compelled to present their traditions in a foreign
language, under adversarial conditions, to judges ignorant of tikanga a Kupe. Where the
NLC record is consistent with whakapapa and whenua, it may corroborate. Where it
diverges—as in the conflation of Te Ronga-arapawa with Te Rongopatahi—it reflects
not authentic tradition but the distorting effect of the colonial legal process. The
claimants rely on whakapapa and whenua. The NLC record is secondary. The whenua is

primary.

3.7 The Toi over-emphasis: a framework that serves tangata heke.

The over-emphasis on Toi traditions in this inquiry is not accidental. The Toi
framework, extended through Whatonga and Tara, allows East Coast and Bay of Plenty
iwi to claim connections into this rohe. The Kupe tradition—older, simpler, anchored by
the three wahine trustees and the physical fact of Te Ronga-arapawa's landing at Roto
Horowhenua—does not serve that purpose. It confines title to the tangata tuturu. It
excludes the tangata heke from constitutional authority. That is why it is ignored. The
whenua, however, cannot be ignored. The anchor stone remains. The canal remains. The

wahine remain. Tikanga a Kupe remains.

3.8 Exclusion of Muaupoko evidence from the commissioned reports.
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The claimants note a further matter concerning the Meredith report. The 2015
Muaupoko expedited hearings included the Tamariki ma o te Ra presentation on utu—a
detailed account of reciprocal balance under tikanga a Kupe. The author of the Meredith
report initially indicated that the 2015 record contained nothing on Muaupoko tikanga.
That position could only be maintained by excluding the claimants' evidence from
consideration. In the final report, a minor concession appears: the possibility of
Muatupoko tikanga is acknowledged in passing. But the substantive evidence—the
celestial-terrestrial grammar, the wahine trustees, Te Tiheru Pono, the Pukehou
precedent, the true meaning of rau patu, mana whenua, ahi ka, hahua—remains absent.
The report's framework remains Raukawa-centred. A token acknowledgment does not
remedy the exclusion; it merely obscures it. Together with the removal of the claimants'
acknowledgment from the Stirling report, this forms a pattern. The claimants’
independent evidence is filed to ensure that tikanga a Kupe is placed before the

Tribunal, not as a "minor possibility,” but as the first law of Aotearoa.

3.9 The claimants are here to place before the Tribunal the law that the Meredith

report names but cannot describe.

4. THE CLAIMANTS

4.1 The active named claimants are Ada Tatana (nee Hanita-Paki), Perry
Warren, and Fredrick Piripi Kingi Hill. Brian Rose and Lorraine Minnell
withdrew in 2019;

Mario Hori Te Pa remains on Wai 1490 only. The deceased (Peter Huria,
John Hanita Paki, Hinemoa Wright, Alfred MacDonald) are recorded with
their interests continuing through successors.

4.2 The claimants are independent of the Muatipoko Tribal Authority mandate
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and do not consent to any use of their evidence to support that mandate or
any settlement framework that fails to recognise the unextinguished Native
Title of the tangata tuturu (ASOC §§1.4-1.5).

5. CORE EVIDENCE

5.1 Te Kanga / Te Tiheru Pono - the sacred stone at Te Tai Tapu that anchors
the celestial-terrestrial grammar. The law was measured by this stone,
aligned with the summer solstice at the twin Peaks (Pukeamoamo).

5.2 The Twin Birthing Canals - the coastal canal (Parirua — Mana, the birth
of Native Title) and the inland canal (Roto Horowhenua — Hokio'io stream —
sea), bound by the V-grammar from Whettikairangi to Pukehou. The Crown’s
pollution of Roto Horowhenua severed this inland cord; the claim seeks its
restoration.

5.3 Mana Wahine - the three wahine tupuna are the original trustees of
Native Title. Every transaction negotiated exclusively with male chiefs

is invalid under tikanga a Kupe (ASOC §2.5).

5.4 Rau-patu - in tikanga a Kupe, take raupatu does not mean “conquest”. It
derives from rau (to gather) and Patu (the Patupaiarehe, the original
peaceful people). Rau-patu is the sacred right inherited from the first
inhabitants, not a right founded on violence.

5.5 Utu, Ea, and the Ancient World - the principles of reciprocal balance

(utu) and full resolution (ea) appear in what is regarded to be the oldest legal

civilisation, Sumer, with the same linguistic roots. The Manu Tara (sooty tern) is a
living species, held at Te Papa (Object #620668) and recorded as a vagrant

on Waikanae-Waikawa takutai—the birthing sand of the ancestor goddess
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Tara. These are not myths; they are physical, verifiable facts.[Waikawa,

Patupaiarehe Urupa].

5.6 The 1877 Pukehou Precedent - in Pukeamoamoa / Pukehou, the Native

Land Court confirmed that take tupuna (ancestral title) survives without

continuous occupation. That ruling, involving the Ngai Tara rangatira

Tuhotoariki, directly refutes the Crown'’s reliance on ahi ka.

5.7 The 2015 Muaiipoko expedited hearings identified significant evidential

gaps, including the need for a comprehensive historical report on alienation

outside the Horowhenua Block, the authentic Kupe tradition, the role of

wahine in Native Title, and the misapplication of Native Land Court tests. This

Main Report, together with the Thesis, directly addresses those gaps. The

Tribunal is respectfully directed to Chapter 3 of the Main Report for a detailed
discussion.

5.8 The claimants note that the Stirling gap-filling report (Wai 2200 #A252) was
prepared on instructions from coordinating counsel. The Claims Manager responded to
the draft report and directed the author to the 1875 letter of Kawana Hunia, W1 Parata,
and Te Rangirurupuni, which led to the discovery of the Muatupoko rehearing
application. The author acknowledged that contribution in draft, but the
acknowledgment was removed from the final version filed with the Tribunal. The full
correspondence has been placed on the portal. The claimants' independent evidence has
been filed to ensure that tikanga a Kupe, mana wahine, and the Kupe tradition as a living

legal order are placed squarely before the Tribunal.

6. LEGAL FRAMEWORK

6.1 Take tupuna is the true foundation of Maori land tenure. Ahikaisa
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Crown invention, developed by Grey in 1846 to support pre-emption.

6.2 Raukawa, Ngati Toa and Ngati Awa-Te Ati Awa are tangata heke in this rohe;
their arrival circa. 1820s-60s could not extinguish the prior Native Title of the
tangata tuturu.

6.3 Te Tiriti guaranteed ritenga (surface customs). It did not use the word
tikanga. The Crown protected the shadow while dismantling the substance.

6.4 The resulting trust over the Tararua Block, argued by the claimants in
2015 (Wai 2200 #3.3.030), is now seen to rest on a constitutional order

that predates English law. The Crown cannot profit from its own wrong.
7. RELIEF SOUGHT

The claimants seek the full relief set out in the registered ASOC

(4.1-4.12), including:

a) A declaration that Muatpoko Native Title has never been extinguished.
b) Prohibition on the sale or transfer of Komanga rau Tawhiri / Pariri pa -
Pa o te Kapo, pending determination of the claim.

c) Return of wahi tapu, including Waitarere Forest, and removal of sewerage
infrastructure.

d) Resumption of the Tararua Block, held on a resulting trust for the
original owners.

e) Recognition of tikanga a Kupe as a valid legal framework for determining
native title.

8. CONCLUSION

8.1 Tikanga a Kupe was the first law. It is still the law. The Crown broke

it. The Tribunal can now restore it.
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8.2 The claimants will focus their oral presentation on the matters set out

above, drawing on the full evidential record presented. Relevant questions in writing

accepted.

Dated: 7 July 2026 at Kirikiriroa

c—

Signed:

Fredrick Piripi Kingi Hill

Claimant/Claims Manager, Wai 623 & Wai 624
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