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APPENDIX “A”

Introduction

1. This is my response to the questions from Crown Counsel dated 29 May 2026. The

Crown’s question reads:'

“In your evidence, you talked about an experience where an individual made
repeated requests for information about you under the Official Information Act 1982.
You talked about maybe 9 or ten requests from a person trying to attack your
credibility, this being harassment, over a two to three year period.

It would be useful to understand more about how the OIA (including how it was
applied by the relevant agencies) made a difference or not to your experience. For
example, were you notified of the requests and given an opportunity to provide
feedback? How did you raise your concerns about these requests with agencies and
were they responsive to your concerns? Are you aware that there are grounds of the

OIA that can be used where a request is vexatious or frivolous?”
9 % RECEIVED
2. My response is set out below. Waitangi Tribunal
11 Jun 26

Response Ministry of Justice

WELLINGTON

3.  Teéna koutou katoa, Thank you for the opportunity to respond to Question #C28. I do so
carefully, given the sensitivity of the matters raised and my obligations to others who
may be affected by what is said in a public forum. What I described in my evidence
remains a sensitive matter for me personally, and for the integrity of public life more
broadly and wahine Maori in these governance spaces who have no voice, or courage to

speak out.
Notification and opportunity to respond

4. I was not consistently notified by agencies when OIA requests were made seeking
information about me. The degree to which I was given any opportunity to provide
feedback or context before decisions were made was minimal and inconsistent across the
agencies involved. In a number of instances, I became aware that requests had been made

only after they had already been processed. The absence of any systematic notification
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process meant I had little meaningful ability to respond proactively or to contextualise

information held about me by those agencies.

Agency responsiveness

When I raised concerns with agencies, and I did raise them, the responses I received were
variable. Some officials engaged with genuine care and consideration. Others applied a
technical and bureaucratic approach, processing requests individually without apparent
regard for the cumulative pattern of requests or the impact that pattern was having on me
as the subject. I did not experience a consistent or principled response from the agencies

involved.

Application of the vexatious and frivolous grounds

6.

I am aware that the Official Information Act 1982 contains provisions that permit
agencies to refuse requests that are vexatious or frivolous, or that would constitute an
undue interference with the affairs of the person to whom the information relates.
However, awareness of those provisions and their proper application are two different
things. The pattern [ experienced, repeated requests over a sustained period of two years,
targeting my personal and professional life was not, in my view, assessed with those
provisions in mind. Requests were considered in isolation rather than as a sustained and
deliberate course of conduct. The cumulative effect, which in my view plainly met the

threshold of harassment, was not given the weight it deserved.

Attack on mana in the context of governance leadership

The repeated OIA requests I experienced were not simply an administrative burden or a
personal irritant. They constituted a sustained attempt to undermine my professional
credibility and integrity, and my mana as a Maori wahine exercising leadership across
significant governance roles. Those roles carry tikanga obligations and a high degree of
public trust. The deliberate targeting of a wahine in that position, through a mechanism

provided by the Crown, is directly relevant to the pleadings in this Inquiry.

The Mana Wahine Inquiry is concerned with the ways in which Crown systems and
structures fail to protect, and in some cases actively harm, Maori wahine who occupy

positions of influence and authority. The OIA, as administered in my case, operated as a



tool of harm rather than a mechanism of accountability. My experience is a live and

documented example of that failure.

Concern for the hauora of wahine Maori in governance spaces

9.

I wish to place on record my profound concern for the Hauora, the physical, mental,
wairua, and whanau wellbeing, of wahine Maori who occupy, or who aspire to occupy,
governance roles in Aotearoa. The experience of relentless and targeted harassment
through mechanisms such as the OIA has consequences that extend far beyond the
individual subjected to it. I am acutely aware that some wahine Maori have already exited
governance spaces entirely as a direct result of this kind of sustained attack on their mana
and credibility. [ am equally aware that others are deterred from entering those spaces in
the first place, having witnessed what happens to those who do. The loss to our
communities of that leadership, knowledge, and mana wahine is incalculable. This is not
a personal grievance. It is a systemic crisis, one that the Mana Wahine Inquiry is uniquely

and urgently placed to name, examine, and address.

Matters not addressed in this response

10.

There are aspects of this experience that [ am not in a position to address fully in a public
forum. These include the identity of the individual(s) responsible for the relentless
requests and the specific content of my interactions with certain agencies. I hold these
back not to avoid engagement with the Tribunal's inquiry, but out of regard for the

fairness owed to others and to protect the integrity of the process.

Request for confidential meeting with Crown counsel

11.

For the reasons set out above, I respectfully request a confidential meeting with Crown
counsel to discuss this matter further in a protected setting. I believe that a frank exchange
in confidence would allow me to address the Crown's questions more completely than is
possible here, and would allow both parties to better understand the full nature and impact

of what occurred without the constraints of the public record.



12. I remain committed to assisting the Tribunal's inquiry into the systemic failures of the
OIA regime as it applies to Maori wahine in governance My experience is a live example

of that harm.

13. T ask only that the process for doing so is one that respects my dignity and mana and the

dignity and mana of all wahine Maori whose experiences this Inquiry exists to honour.

Me aro ki te ha o Hineahuone.

Naku noa, na

Traci Houpapa
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