Wai 3325, #A115(a)

IN THE WAITANGI TRIBUNAL WAI 3340

WAI 3325
IN THE MATTER OF Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975
AND IN THE MATTER OF Climate Change Kaupapa Priority Inquiry (Wai 3325)

AND IN THE MATTER OF A claim by Totaranui Nama Ono Trust (Wai 3340)

Responses to Questions in Writing from the Hon. James Peter Edward Shaw

Dated 22" June 2026
RECEIVED
Waitangi Tribunal
7 Jul 26
Ministry of Justice
WELLINGTON
Michael Sharp Tania Te Whenua
Barrister Instructing Solicitor
PO Box 5111 PO Box 12094
Mount Maunganui 3116 ROTORUA 3045
P: 075757383 P: 021 026 00026

E: michael@michaelsharp.co.nz E: tania@tewhenua.Maori.nz



mailto:michael@michaelsharp.co.nz
mailto:tania@tewhenua.M%C4%81ori.nz
Arapera Tapiata
New Stamp

Arapera Tapiata
New Stamp

Arapera Tapiata
Text Box
7 Jul 26


Response to questions from crown counsel (#3.2.348(a))

1. At [8] of your brief of evidence you say that “the Cabinet Maori Crown Relations:Te
Arawhiti Committee agreed to establish a Maori climate platform to activate kaupapa Maori
and tangata Méaori solutions to the climate crisis”:

1.1 The paper says at [11]: “| seek agreement...to the establishment of a platform to support
how we work with M&ori representatives to define,measure and achieve outcomes that
enable and equitable transition for Maori”.

1.2 And at [55]: “In phase two, the interim platform will transition to a more enduring design.
The future design will be developed in collaboration with Maori, with support from the interim
Ministerial advisory committee established in phase one”.

1.3 Would you agree that the Crown’s work with Maori groups (particularly Pou Take
Ahuarangi) as outlined in the joint brief of evidence of Anne Haira and Gina Rangi reflects
these purposes, to work with Maori representatives on the Platform’s establishment and to
collaborate on a more enduring design?

1.4 Would you agree that the Maori Climate Platform fund still allows for kaupapa Maori
tangata Maori solutions to the climate crisis and Maori-led projects, noting the projects
described in the joint brief of evidence of Anne Haira and Gina Rangi?

No. The evidence referred to does not change the view, stated in paragraphs 23 and 24 of
my brief of evidence, that the current Government approach to the Maori Climate Platform is
inconsistent with the approach recommended by the New Zealand Climate Change
Commission in their report, India tonu nei: a low emissions future for Aotearoa (2021), nor
that agreed to by the Government in its response to those recommendations, outlined in Te
hau marohi ki anamata — Towards a productive, sustainable and inclusive economy:
Aotearoa New Zealand's first emissions reduction plan, which was for a Maori-led response.

Limited governmental consultations with Maori prior to governmental decisions on climate
change related funding to Maori, is a Government-led response, not a Maori-led response.
The approach recommended by the Climate Change Commission (2021) and agreed to by
the Government (2022) was for an independent Maori entity to lead Maori responses to
climate change mitigation and adaptation, with adequate funding to enable it to do so.

2. At [22] you say the [Oho Mauri] Trust was to have a primary function to build the capacity
of local Maori groups around the country to respond to climate change. A secondary function
was to inform the Government’s climate change policy based on this practical experience of
working on the ground with M&ori groups around the country:

2.1 Are you aware that the purposes and objectives of the Trust — as set out in the Trust
Deed — are more defined than these points? And that these purposes and objectives were
initially proposed by the Trust and later refined in collaboration with MfE?

2.2 Are you aware that MfE engage Pou Take Ahuarangi in the design of the Platform, and
the ways Pou Take Ahuarangi have been involved in delivery, as explained in the joint brief
of evidence of Anne Haira and Gina Rangi?

2.3 Would you agree this work is similar in nature as what you anticipated the primary
functions of the M3aori climate platform to be? Why/why not?

| reported on the objectives of the Oho Mauri Trust in my advice to Cabinet dated 20/11/23
where at paragraphs 30 and 31 (#A115(a) page 30). | advised that the objectives were
capable of delivering the strategic objectives of the Maori Climate Platform.



As | have already stated in answer to the previous question, the work currently carried out as
the Government’s Maori Climate Platform program is fundamentally different to the Maori-led
approach adopted by the Government in 2022.

3. At [23] you say that you: “understand that the incoming Government terminated the
arrangement with the Oho Mauri Trust before it could start operating”:

3.1 The evidence of Anne Haira and Gina Rangi stated that: “MfE and the Trust entered into
two Deeds of Contribution in December 2023” (at [151] #A118) and on “31 July 2024 MfE
formally gave notice to the Trust that the Deeds of Funding Contribution were being
terminated” (at [170]). Would you agree therefore that the Government did not terminate the
arrangement with the Oho Mauri Trust before it could start operating?

No. My understanding of the evidence is that the agreement with the Trust was terminated
before it was fully established and able to deliver outcomes for Maori as intended. Entering
into a Deed of Contribution is necessary, but insufficient, for the Trust becoming operational.
The Deeds were terminated approximately six months after they were entered into; six
months is not sufficient time for the Trust to have been established and started operating
consistent with its objectives.

4. At [23] you also say that you understand the present Government has scrapped the
Climate Resilience for Maori Initiative and the Matauranga approaches to agriculture
emissions reduction programme:

4.1 Are you aware that over $10.5 million of Maori Climate Platform has been distributed
over the last two years to support Maori-led climate resilience initiatives?

4.2 On the Matauranga approaches to agriculture emissions, are you aware that this
initiative remains active and continues to support Maori agribusinesses?

| note that the previous Government funded the initiative until 2027/28, while in Budget 2026
the current Government decided to not to fund the program beyond the current year, i.e. they
scrapped it. | also note that the funds distributed over the last two years is substantially less
than was allocated over this period under the Climate Resilience for Maori Initiative by the
previous Government.

The Biological Emissions Reduction Science and Matauranga Plan, developed under the
previous Government, was intended to understand and respond directly to the needs and
aspirations of Maori agribusiness and landowners. By contrast, my understanding is that that
the current matauranga-related agricultural emissions research stream operates through the
Ag Emissions Centre and is a Government-led response rather than a Maori-led response.

Dated this 22" day of June 2026

Hon. James Peter Edward Shaw
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