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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

Introduction

This is a claim brought by Natasha Willison-Reardon for and on behalf of
Iwi me Hapuu Ki Marokopa incorporating Ngaati Rarua Ki Marokopa,
Ngaati Toa Tupahau, Ngaati Peehi, Ngaati Te Kanawa and Ngaati
Kinohaku ki Marokopa, based in the rohe o Hapuu Ki Marokopa Marae
concerning the Crown’s ongoing failure to recognise and actively protect
the constitutional authority, tikanga based identity, and whenua anchored

cultural integrity of rural Maori communities, in breach of Te Tiriti o

Waitangi.
The Claim
2. Counsel notes that scope of the Inquiry, being a broad range of matters
relating to cultural identity. The focus of this claim is the structural
imposition of a monocultural criminal justice system upon rural Maori
communities, and the resulting erosion of hapl based identity, tikanga
authority, whanaungatanga, and whenua grounded belonging.
Eligibility
3. The Claimant is Maori and able to bring a claim under section 6 of the
Treaty of Waitangi Act 1975.
4. The claim issues are not affected by inclusion in any previous Tribunal

inquiries or by Treaty settlements with the Crown, so are suitable for

inclusion in the WAI 3500 Cultural Identity Kaupapa Inquiry.

Readiness to Proceed

5. The Claimant is ready to engage fully with this Inquiry are to proceed to

hearing.



Causes of Action

Summary

6.

Ms Willison-Reardon’s principal concerns are that the Crown has breached
its obligations under Te Tiriti by designing and maintaining a justice system
that displaces tikanga authority, individualises responsibility contrary to
collective accountability frameworks, and structurally disconnects rural
Maori from whakapapa, whenua and whanau, whanaungatanga and

place-based identity.
This will be discussed in the below paragraphs.

Counsel reserves the right to file amended Statements of Claim if further

relevant information comes to light.

Cause of Action: Failure to Actively Protect the Cultural Identity of Rural

Maori within the Criminal Justice System

Particulars

10.

11.

12.

The Claimant says that The Crown has imposed and maintained a
monocultural justice system grounded in Western punitive doctrine,
overriding tikanga based justice practices and marginalising collective,

restorative and mana enhancing frameworks.

It is the Claimant’s position that The Crown has failed to recognise tikanga
Maori, matauranga Maori, hapt based governance and whenua anchored
identity as taonga guaranteed protection under Article I, treating them as

discretionary cultural considerations rather than foundational authority.

Justice institutions remove rural Maori from their rohe, fragment collective
accountability systems, sever relational identity structures and undermine

intergenerational transmission of tikanga.

The Crown has failed to actively protect Maori by failure to ensure that
justice responses for Maori uphold their dignity maintaining justice
processes that diminish mana, entrench deficit narratives, reproduce over
representation, and perpetuate structural marginalisation in rural Maori

communities.



Crown Duties and Breach

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Under Article Il of Te Tiriti, the Crown is obliged to actively protect hapi
tino rangatiratanga, including tikanga authority, whanaungatanga systems,

and whenua based identity.

The duty of active protection required the Crown to:

a. Recognise tikanga Maori as a source of legal authority; operate justice
mechanisms in partnership with hapt; prevent structural dislocation
from whenua; co design tikanga led frameworks; eliminate systemic
discrimination;

b. Take positive steps to safeguard Maori within justice processes;

c. Protect Maori connections to whenua, whakapapa and community.

The Crown further had a duty to uphold mana, dignity and cultural safety
for Maori interacting with the criminal justice system and prevent culturally
unsafe, disempowering practices while ensuring Maori cultural identity is

respected rather than diminished.

The Crown has asserted exclusive jurisdiction through a monocultural
legal system that overrides hapa authority, denies tikanga jurisdiction, and

perpetuates structural assimilation.

The Crown further breached its duties by failing to respond adequately to
known cultural harm to rural Maori and allowing culturally unsafe,

disempowering justice practices.



Prejudice

18. As a direct consequence of the Crown’s breaches, the Claimant and her
hapi have suffered: loss of tikanga justice practices; removal from rohe;
fragmentation of whanau accountability; intergenerational criminalisation;
psychological harm from culturally unsafe processes; erosion of mana and

hapa authority.

Findings and Recommendations

19. Specific findings, recommendations and relief sought are as follows:

a. That the facts are to be found in favour of the Claimant;
That this claim is well founded;

c. That the Crown has breached the principles of Te Tiriti arising in this
claim;

d. That the Crown acknowledges grievances raised in this claim;

e. that tikanga authority must be formally recognised;
f. that hapu based justice mechanisms be resourced;
g. that marae based diversion be embedded;

h. that co-governance justice oversight be established.

Any other findings, recommendations or relief that the Tribunal sees
fit.

Dated at Auckland this 27" day of April 2026
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Brooke Loader Shane Henderson
Counsel for the Claimants

TO: The Registrar, Waitangi Tribunal, Wellington;
All Counsel — Wai 3500 The Cultural Identity Kaupapa Inquiry





