Wai 1040, 2.1.20

WAITANGI TRIBUNAL Wai 1891, # 1)
CONCERNING the Treaty
of Waltangl
Act 1975
AND a ¢laim by

Rangitinia
Chene Wilson
and others
relating to !
AWATAHA

MEMORANDUM-DIRECTIONS OF TRIBUNAL

In this claim, Awataha Marae Inc. claims land at North cote,
Auckland, which it seeks for a pan-tribal marae.

The Registrar will please enter this matter on the register of
claims and give it the next available WAI number. The
Register should note that it was received on 22 February 1991.

The Reglstrar will please send a copy of this direction and a
copy of the claim to:

Solicitor-General, Crown Law Office

Director, Treaty of Waitangi Policy Unit

Chief Executive, Department of Survey & Land Information
Director, Maocrl Land Information Offlice

Chief Executive, Landcorp

North Shore City Council

Auckland District Maori Council

Chairman, Runanga o Rakl Pae Whenua

Chairman, Ngati Whatua of Orakel Maori Trust Board
Chairman, Runanga o Ngati Whatua

Chairman, Ngati Paoa Development Trust (H Gordon)
Chairman, Taitokerau Maori Trust Board

Auckland Branch, Maocri Womens Welfare League

The clalmants in

- WAI 72 (H Gordon and others for Ngatl Paoa)

- WAI 121 (W Manukau and others)

- WAT (T M Wikiriwhi and others for Ngatl Whatua)

Some preliminary guestlons are ralsed at this stage.
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1 How can the Awataha Marae Inc. lay ¢laim to this land if
it is, as it appears to be, a pan-tribal body? Surely
the only persons able to claim are representatives of the
interested hapu, whether that be Kawerau, Walohua, Ngatl
Paoa, Ngati Whatua or whoever.
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The guestion is whether some appropriate hapu or iwil
should be substituted as claimants. A lettexr of 21.2.91,
Te Warena Taua to DOSLI, suggests the Kawerau tribe has
traditional rights and supports the Awataha Marae claim.
If that is so, one would expect representatives of that
tribe to be the clalimants.

Z Why should the land be returned to whoever it was who had
it Initislly? Is 1t clalwmed that the original sale was
contrary toe the Treaty, and 1f so, why iz that claim
made?

3 The letter of Warena Taua referred to the above suggests
there is a dispute as to the hapu or iwi holding
traditional authority. If there is a dispute, the
Tribunal expects that the lwil/hapu groups will meet in an
endeavour to come to some agreement. If there is in fact
no dispute, the Tribunal expects evidence that all hapu
likely to be effected have been consulted and agree.
Falling agreement, the Tribunal would likely refer any
gquestion of traditional ownership to the Maorl Appellate
Court.

4 The claimants should advise whom they consider to be
appropriate representatives for the Walohua tribe, so
that a copy of the claim and of this direction can also
be sent there.

In the interim, I awalt the responses of the claimant and

any others interested. The Reglstrar will please refer
to the claimants, coples of any responses from cther
parties.

Dated at Wellington this «2¢%bday of April 19391
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