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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

Harry Kereopa presentation summary

1.

In this Memorandum of Counsel, a direction is sought from the Tribunal with
regard to the presentation of the evidence of Mr Harry Kereopa during hearing
week 5.

In the Tribunal’s memorandum-directions dated 22 April 2013 (Wai 898,
#2.6.20)(“the memorandum-directions”), His Honour Judge Ambler confirmed
an earlier direction with regard to the filing of 15 page presentation summaries
for briefs of evidence over 15 pages long (paragraph 4.4 (ii)).

On 22 April 2013, Mr Kereopa’'s brief of evidence was filed with an
amendment filed on 1 May 2013. It is 55 pages long. It is the Claimants wish
that Mr Kereopa be given the opportunity to present most of the evidence in
his brief of evidence, as opposed to a 15 page summary of that evidence.

A significant component of the hearing time sought for the Wai 762 Claimants
was the presentation by Mr Kereopa of his entire brief of evidence.
Accordingly, the time that has been allocated to the Wai 762 Claimants during
hearing week 5 for the presentation of their evidence incorporates the
anticipated amount of time needed by Mr Kereopa. This is approximately 3
hours including 30 minutes for questions, if any.

In these circumstances, it would greatly assist the Claimants preparation for
hearing week 5 if the Tribunal would confirm whether or not Mr Kereopa
needs to prepare a presentation summary given that the document will not be
relied on at all during the giving of evidence.

The Claimants will readily abide by the Tribunal’s decision in the event that Mr
Kereopa is to provide a 15 page summary of his brief of evidence.

Tangiwai King brief of evidence

7.

The memorandum-directions includes the following confirmation by Judge
Ambler:

| confirm that only technical evidence is to be presented thematically. | expect
that claimants will present their tangata whenua evidence at one hearing at
the marae venue that is most closely associated with their tribal interests or
that is located closest to them (“evidence direction”)

We refer to the brief of evidence of Ms Tangiwai King (Wai 898, #L10). Ms
King’s brief of evidence is filed on behalf of the Wai 1499 claimant group and
yet she is scheduled to present this brief of evidence at the upcoming hearing
week 5. The Tribunal will recall that the Wai 1499 claimants presented their
evidence during hearing week 3 at Maketu Marae, Kawhia. Accordingly the
scheduling of the presentation of Ms King’s aforementioned brief of evidence
does not comply with the direction referred to above. In these circumstances,
leave is now sought from the Tribunal to allow for the presentation of Ms
King’s brief of evidence.

Ms King’s brief of evidence supports the Wai 1499 education claim in
particular and, it is submitted, it also supports the Wai 762 education claim. It
is submitted that Ms King’s education evidence supplements the education
claim-related evidence provided by the Wai 762 claimants because it
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10.

indicates that the miss-delivery of education services by the Crown to Maori
pupils was an inquiry-wide phenomenon and not limited to the delivery of
education to Te lhingarangi hapu members who attended either Waimiha
Primary School, Te Kuiti High School or Taumarunui High School. Mr Tiki
Koroheke is scheduled to present a brief of evidence during the 5™ hearing
week on behalf of the Wai 762 claimants (Wai 898, #L11). Mr Koroheke did
not attend Waimiha Primary School and instead he attended Hangatiki
Primary School. Nor is Mr Koroheke a hapu member of Te lhingarangi.
Nevertheless, it was considered prudent for Mr Koroheke to present evidence
in support of the Wai 762 education claim because not unlike Ms King’s
evidence, Mr Koroheke’s evidence also indicates that the miss-delivery of
education services to Maori pupils was an inquiry-wide phenomenon and not
limited to the education received by Maori at Waimiha Primary School, or at
Te Kuiti and/or Taumarunui High Schools.

It is submitted that Ms King’s education evidence is highly relevant to the Wai
762 education claim and for this reason the presentation of Ms King’s brief of
evidence during hearing week 5 is appropriate in the circumstances.
Accordingly, it is submitted that the leave sought should be granted.

Wai 762 Opening Submissions

11.

12.

13.

In the memorandum-directions, the following is stated:

Where appropriate, claimants’ and Crown generic opening submissions are to
be presented at the start of the week so that the Tribunal and the parties have
a clear idea of the respective parties’ positions before evidence begins
(paragraph 4.2).

Counsel proposes to present opening submissions on behalf of the Wai 762
claimants on Tuesday morning so that there is as much proximity as possible
between the opening submissions and the tangata whenua evidence. It is
submitted that the cogency of the opening submissions, if any, and of the
tangata whenua evidence will be enhanced in this way. However, this
proposal may not comply with the direction referred to above. That said, it is
not clear whether the phrase “claimants’ and Crown generic opening
submissions” refers to claimant generic opening submissions only or to all
claimant opening submissions. If the former set of submissions are referred
to, then it can be assumed that the proposal to present the Wai 762 opening
submissions on the Tuesday morning of hearing week 5 is appropriate.
However, if the direction refers to all claimant opening submissions, then
leave is respectfully sought to allow for opening submissions to be presented
on Tuesday morning and not on the Monday morning.

In the event that the Tribunal should direct that the opening submissions for
the Wai 762 claimants are to be presented on Monday morning, counsel will
willingly abide by that direction.

DATED this 2" day of May 2013
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Darrell Naden
Counsel





