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Purpose 

1. This memorandum-directions: 

(a) addresses matters arising from hearing week nine of stage one of the Military 
Veterans Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 2500), which was held at Te Wānanga o Aotearoa 
– Raroera Campus, from 22 to 26 June 2026; 

(b) issues written question of Dr Grant Phillipson arising from hearing week nine; 

(c) addresses material referred to by Major General Rose King during the presentation 
of her evidence at hearing week nine; and 

(d) issues a refinement of the question put to claimant counsel regarding who  the 
Crown is in this inquiry and whether the Crown  owes Treaty duties to Māori service 
people. 

2. An updated inquiry timetable is attached as Appendix A.  

Matters arising from hearing week nine 

3. Hearing week nine of stage one of the Military Veterans Kaupapa Inquiry (Wai 2500), was 
held from 22 to 26 June 2026 at Te Wānanga o Aotearoa – Raroera Campus. 

4. During the hearing week, several matters were raised that require further filing. 

5. I now address the materials that remain outstanding at the time of writing. I direct the 
relevant counsel to file the materials and information detailed at [6] to [20] below by 5 pm, 
28 July 2026. 

Materials to be filed 

Speaking notes referred to during the presentation of closing submissions at hearing nine 

6. During hearing week nine, various claimant counsel presented their closing submissions 
via speaking notes. Panel advised that in some cases the oral submissions presented 
during hearing had been amplified with a large amount of complex material. 

7. Accordingly, I direct that all claimant counsel file their speaking notes referred to at hearing 
week nine. 

Specific closing submissions on behalf of Wai 2571(Wai 2500, #3.3.110) 

8. On 24 June 2026, Emma Whiley and Kudrat presented the specific closing submissions 
on behalf of the New Zealand Defence Force Antarctic Veterans (Wai 2571) claim. 

9. During Tribunal questioning, Dr Hana O’Regan referred to paragraph [120(c)] of the 
submissions regarding the categorical assessments used to determine the operational 
threat level. Specifically, ‘Category C’ stated as ‘Hazardous’. Dr O’Regan queried whether 
there were any examples where medallic recognition had been given for those that fell 
under ‘Category C’ (Wai 2500, #3.3.110 at [120(c)]) 

10. Dr O’Regan also queried what the threshold would be for the work to be classified as 
‘Hazardous’. 



3 

11. Counsel advised that medals may have been awarded for peacekeeping and would 
provide a further answer in writing if it would help the Tribunal. However, counsel noted 
that Crown counsel may be better placed to answer. 

12. Counsel are to file all requested materials and responses. 

Specific Closing submissions on behalf of Wai 3017, Wai 1307, Wai 1524, Wai 1673 & Wai 
1681 (Wai 2500, #3.3.104, #3.3.105 & #3.3.106)  

13. On 24 June 2026, Lars Thompson and Umar Kuddus presented specific closing 
submissions on behalf of the Military Veterans (Ratima) (Wai 3017), the Ngāti Kuta ki Te 
Rawhiti (Wai 1307), the Pomare Kingi (Wai 1524), the Ngāti Kawau (Collier and Dargaville) 
(Wai 1673) and the Pukenui Blocks (Wai 1681) claims. 

14. Dr O’Regan referred to paragraph [31(a)] of the closing submissions of Wai 3017 
regarding the review of the Veterans Act to be inclusive of all, specifically where counsel 
has stated ‘and medals would identify where those veterans had served’. Dr O’Regan 
queries whether medals currently identify where veterans have served (Wai 2500, 
#3.3.104 at [31(a)]). 

15. Dr O’Regan queried whether counsel had provided within the substantial evidence 

examples of where political responses discriminated against the soldiers by not including 

locations and whether a list of the veterans referred to in the closing submissions that 

whakapapa to the Waitaha nation has been provided to the Tribunal (Wai 2500, 

#3.3.103). Counsel advised that further clarification in writing could be provided. 

16. Counsel are to file all requested materials and responses. 

Specific closing submissions on behalf of Wai 2494 (Wai 2500, #3.3.89) 

17. On 25 June 2026, Jack Potaka and Annette Sykes presented specific closing submissions 
on behalf of the Racism against Māori (Wai 2494) claim. 

18. During Tribunal questioning, Dr Monty Soutar, referred to paragraph [47] of the 
submissions regarding the ‘myth of the warrior race’ (Wai 2500, #3.3.89 at [47]).   

19. Ms Sykes refers a video of Moana Jackson titled ‘Once were gardeners’, which is now 
used as a teaching aid in universities. Dr Soutar subsequently requested that this video 
be filed to the record of inquiry. 

20. Counsel are to file the requested materials. 

Photos for potential use in the stage one report 

21. The panel extends an invitation for the submission of photographs for possible inclusion 

in the Tribunal’s report. If you wish to supply such photographs, please ensure that they 

meet the following specifications: 

(a) the images should ideally be supplied digitally and not in hardcopy; 

(b) the files should be in a commonly used image format (tiff, jpeg/jpg, png, Webp, 

AVIF, RAW). We can extract images from PDF files and PowerPoint 

presentations but, depending on the quality of the embedded images, they may 

not be suitable for print publication; and 

(c) the resolution of the images should be 300dpi at postcard size (148mm x 

105mm). 
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22. Please also supply a caption for the image and, where known, contact information for the 

photographer or copyright holder. Please also indicate if permission to reproduce the 

image has been granted by the copyright holder. 

23. If you need clarification on any of these points, please email the senior editor at 

dominic.hurley@justice.govt.nz 

Dr Grant Phillipson’s questions in writing arising from hearing week nine  

24. I confirm that Dr Phillipson wishes to put written questions to counsel who presented 
closing submissions at hearing week nine. 

25. These questions are attached as Appendix B. 

26. I direct counsel to file responses to Dr Phillipson’s questions in writing by 5 pm, 28 July 
2026. 

Material referred to by Major General Rose King during the presentation of her evidence 
at hearing week nine 

27. During the presentation of her evidence at hearing week nine, Major General Rose King 
referred to a ‘communique’ dated January 2026 and ‘Annex 2 Bravo (2B)’ in relation to the 
initial release of the bicultural policy (Wai 2500, #G31). 

28. Major General King advised that Annex 2B referred to opportunities for people to grow 
their understanding of te ao Māori, of Ngāti Tumatauenga, and related areas. 

29. Major General King further advised that the communique that was issued at the time of 
the promulgation of the policy specified that the cultural skills framework was introduced 
with benchmarks for each leadership level. The framework was not tied to career 
progression but was instead intended to assist in personal growth and collective strength. 

30. The Tribunal is yet to receive these documents. Therefore, I accordingly direct counsel for 
the Crown to file the above materials by no later than 5 pm, 28 July 2026. 

Question put to claimant counsel regarding the position on the Crown in this Inquiry 

31. On 24 June 2026, Harry Clatworthy and Matthew Kennelly presented specific closing 

submissions on behalf of the Military Veterans (Tūpara) (Wai 3274) claim. 

32. During Tribunal questioning, I asked counsel to provide their view on whether a member 

of the Tūpara and Grant whānau, Grant Ivan “Skippy” Ngaira, could be considered a part 

of the Crown during his service in the New Zealand Defence Force. When responding to 

this question, counsel advised they could provide a more well-informed answer in writing. 

33. On 26 June 2026, claimant coordinating counsel, Neuton Lambert, offered a rephrasing 

of the questions I put to counsel for Wai 3274 on 24 June 2026. I advised that the 

specific wording of the question would be provided for counsel to respond to after the 

Tribunal panel had the opportunity to confer and agree on the preferred wording. 

34. The core of my question is addressing the nature of the Tribunal’s jurisdiction to hear 

claims pursuant to section 6 of the Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975. All claims registered and 

heard by the Tribunal are allegations of te Tiriti breaches by the Crown made by Māori. 

From the outset of this inquiry, the Tribunal has been of the position that all branches of 

the New Zealand Defence Force are the Crown for the purposes of this Tribunal’s inquiry. 

The Tribunal panel have conferred, and the preferred wording of the question is as 

follows: 
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(a) Who or what is the Crown in this inquiry, and does the Crown owe Treaty duties 

to Māori who enlist in military service while they are part of that service? 

35. I direct claimant counsel to file a response to this question by no later than 5 pm, 31 July 

2026. I subsequently direct counsel for the Crown to file a response to this question and 

claimant counsel’s position by no later than 5 pm, 28 August 2026. 

 

Me tuku atu te Kairēhita i tētehi kape o tēnei whakahau ki ērā ki te rārangi whakamōhio mō 

Wai 2500, the Military Veterans Kaupapa Inquiry. 

The Registrar is to send this direction to all those on the distribution list for Wai 2500, the 

Military Veterans Kaupapa Inquiry. 

WHAKAPŪMAUTIA ki Tairāwhiti i te 13 o te Hōngongoi 2026 

 

 

 

Kaiwhakawā W W Isaac  

Te Mana Whakahaere 
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