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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

1. In its joint Memorandum dated 4 February 2013 (Wai 1040, # 3.1.872), at
paragraph 9 the Counsel Coordinating Committee (CCC) advised that Mr
Craig Innes will not be presenting his “Northland Crown Purchase Deeds
1840-1865"" evidence in person during Hearing Week 3, but would be

available to answer written questions of clarification.

2. In the Memorandum-Directions Wai 1040 # 2.5.152 at paragraphs 21-22,
the Presiding Officer accepted this proposal, but noted that Mr Innes was
still expected to file a summary of his evidence that addresses the

relevant questions in the Tribunal Statement of Issues.?

3. Counsel note that Mr Innes’ #A4 document is not a technical report.
Rather, it is a resource document containing transcriptions of Crown land
purchase deeds in Northland between 1840 and 1865, which was
designed to support and inform the technical report of Dr Vince O'Malley
“Northland Crown Purchases, 1840-1865".2

4. Because of the nature of the resource document, Counsel are advised
that it is extremely difficult for Mr Innes to produce a summary of
evidence which adequately addresses the Tribunal Statement of Issues.
Dr O’'Malley is better placed to address such issues as a technical expert
witness, having used Mr Innes’ resource document in compiling his

technical research report for the Paparahi Inquiry.

5. Counsel are advised that due to the nature of Mr. Innes’ document, and
the interest indicated by other counsel in asking questions of Mr Innes, he
will be available to answer written questions of clarification. However,
considering the purpose of Mr Innes’ resource document is to support Mr
O’'Malley’s technical research report, Counsel respectfully suggest it
would be helpful if both witnesses submit answers to written questions of
clarification at the same time. Presently Dr O’Malley is scheduled to

present his report in Hearing Week 16, tentatively scheduled for April

1 Craig Innes, “Northland Crown Purchase Deeds 1840-1865", Wai 1040, doc A4
2Wai 1040, doc 1.4.2
3 Dr Vince O’Malley "Northland Crown Purchases, 1840-1865", Wai 1040, doc A6
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2015, meaning that his answers to written questions of clarification would
be filed in February 2015.

6. Accordingly, Counsel seek leave from the Tribunal for Mr Innes to also

submit answers to written questions of clarification in February 2015.

7. Counsel are well aware that this situation, which is out of our control, is
far from ideal, especially having such chronologically early evidence
being heard so late in the hearing programme. However it seems that this
would be the most productive and efficient way of making use of the
evidence of Messrs O’Malley and Innes given the current presentation

timings.

B D Gilling g;r;d H%;E/Stéphen
on behalf of the-Eounsel Coordinating Committee
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