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AND Te Upokorehe Settlement
Claim (Wai 3272)

AND The Upokorehe Hapu Ngati
Raumoa Roimata Marae
Trust Claim brought by
Sandra Aramoana, Wayne
Aramoana, Wallace
Aramoana, Lance Reha and
Gaylene Kohunui (Wai 1758)



KIA WHAKAAE MAI TE TARAIPIUNARA

1. This joint memorandum of counsel is filed on behalf of the

following Te Upokorehe claimants:

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

Wai 1092, the Upokorehe claim, brought by Sandra
Aramoana, Wayne Aramoana, Wallace Aramoana, Lance
Reha, Gaylene Kohunui and Kahukore Baker

(represented by Bryce Lyall).

Wai 1787, the Rongopopoia Hapu Claim, brought by
Hinehou Leef (deceased), Richard Wikotu (Deceased),
Aroha Wikotu, Rocky lhe (deceased), and Kahukore
Baker (represented by Bryce Lyall).

Wai 3272, Te Upokorehe Settlement Claim brought by
Wayne Aramoana, Maude Edwards, Kahukore Baker, Jimi
Hills, Trevor Ransfield, Wallace Aramoana, Ngaire
Ngamoki, Aroha Wikotu, Christine Martin (represented by
Bryce Lyall).

Wai 1758, the Upokorehe Hapu Ngati Raumoa Roimata
Marae Trust Claim brought by Sandra Aramoana, Wayne
Aramoana, Wallace Aramoana, Lance Reha and Gaylene

Kohunui (represented by Robyn Zwaan of Te Aro Law).

(Te Upokorehe).

Te Upokorehe seek a direction commissioning additional

research. The proposed research would look at the impact of

government and official statistics and data systems on Te

Upokorehe, as a smalliwi, and the likely impacts of the Data and

Statistics (Census) Amendment Bill. The commission would also

review a draft Te Upokorehe paper analysing Te Upokorehe data

in Te Whata.



3. Len Cook is available for this research commission. Mr Cook is an
expertin this subject matter. He was the Government Statistician
of New Zealand from 1992-2000, and the National Statistician

and Permanent Secretary in the UK from 2000-2005.

4. It is envisaged that this would be discrete research, focused on
Te Upokorehe. It is not anticipated that it would be particularly
costly or time-consuming. ldeally, this commission would be
finalised in time for the Te Upokorehe hearing week on 16-20

November 2026. Mr Cook is available to attend the hearing.

5. This research would assist the Tribunal in determining inquiry

issues. Relevantly, the Statement of Issues asks:"

5.1. How has the Crown supported or undermined the
autonomy and authority of the Rangatira and the
whanau, hapu and iwi who make up Northeastern Bay of

Plenty (NEBOP) Maori?

5.2. How has the Crown sought to understand the distinct

identities of NEBOP Maori historically and currently?

5.3. How have the Crown’s actions undermined or supported
the mana of NEBOP Maori in their organisation and

control of their own affairs?

6. Counsel submit accurate and fulsome data assists the Crown in
understanding the distinct identities of iwi and hapl within the
inquiry district. The Crown can’t meet its duties of active
protection of the claimants rangatiratanga without this

understanding.

7. Access to datais also vital to allow for equitable service provision

and the establishment of meaningful partnerships. Without data,

"Wai 1750, 1.4.1 at 45.



the distinct needs of groups become invisibilised in service

provision and partnership.

8. Further, the ability of NEBOP Maori to hold rangatiratanga over
their own data is a central part of exercising authority and

autonomy.

9. These issues are reflected in Te Upokorehe claims. For example,

Wai 3272 claims that:?

Through the use of census data, classification
and choices to treat only with large natural
groupings, the Crown invisibilises smaller iwi
such as Te Upokorehe, reducing their visibility
and recognition in government processes,

compounding past historical Treaty breaches.

10. The Wai 1092 claim alleges that the most evident forms of
prejudice faced by Te Upokorehe has been the marginalisation of
their traditional hapu structures and the Crown’s refusal to
understand and recognise the autonomy and authority of the
rangatira and the whanau which made up Te Upokorehe as a hapu

and tribe.?

11. The proposed commission would assist the Tribunal through
creating afoundation forcontemporary issues of identity and how

these relate to Crown actions and inactions regarding data.

12. This research request has only arisen now as Te Upokorehe
identified a gap in the historical and contemporary record.
Reviewing Tony Walzl’s “Economic Development, Social Services
and Cultural Impacts Overview Report”, it has become clear that

Te Upokorehe are almost invisible within the Crown

2Wai 3272, #1.1.1(a) at [33].
3Wai 1092, #1.1(k) at [207]



administration of social and economic services in the region. This
commissioned research would contextualise Te Upokorehe

absence from these records.

13. Te Upokorehe do not have access to Crown Forestry Rental Trust
funding and are therefore reliant on the Tribunal for access to

research.

Dated: 14 August 2026

Bl (aed

Bryce Lyall Hannah Swedlund
Counsel for Wai 1787, Wai 1092 and Wai 3272

(Clesn—

Robyn Zwaan
Counsel for Wai 1758





