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Introduction

1.

In its memorandum-directions dated 27 April 2009, the Tribunal proposed
the creation of two separate inquiry districts: one in the Taihape area, and
another in the Manawatd ki Porirua areas (Wai 1510 #2.5.3). We have since
received a number of submissions responding to that proposal. We are
satisfied that there is sufficient agreement to define boundaries for two
Tribunal inquiries commencing in the Taihape ki Kapiti region, which for
present purposes we call Taihape and Manawatu ki Porirua respectively.

This memorandum-directions first addresses the issues arising from the
proposal to split the region into two inquiry districts, then turns to the
external boundaries of the Taihape and Manawatd ki Porirua districts
respectively. It then briefly traverses proposals for inquiry names, judicial
management, and the forthcoming judicial conference.

General approach

3.

The Tribunal's proposal raises the question of inquiry boundaries at two
levels: (1) the boundary between the northern and southern parts of the
region already defined as Taihape ki Kapiti; and (2) the boundaries between
that Taihape ki Kapiti region and other Tribunal inquiry districts.

Generally, claimant submissions express a desire that inquiry boundaries
reflect claimant groups’ traditional areas of interest. Others request a
definitive map from the Tribunal before they comment in detail. The Crown
also seeks assurances that the proposed inquiry boundaries are appropriate
to both the essential historical issues and the tribal associations and areas
of interest of the various claimant groups.

On the division of the region, several claimants consider that their rohe
would fall within both of the proposed districts and are concerned about the
practical implications of being heard in two inquiries.

Submissions on a northern inquiry district in the Taihape area identify
several potential overlaps into other inquiry districts. These are located
across the eastern Taihape boundary in the Kaweka ranges, and also along
the north-western boundary involving Waiduru defence lands and the
railway corridor.

Submissions on a southern inquiry district embracing the Manawatu,
Horowhenua, Kapiti and Porirua areas request an extension of the north-
western boundary beyond the lower Rangitikei River to include the area of
the 1849 Rangittkei-Turakina purchase as far as the Turakina River.




As a guiding principle in the setting of the external inquiry boundaries, the
Tribunal will aim to ensure that it includes all claims arising in the region that
wish to be heard. Most of the Taihape ki Kapiti region adjoins districts in
which Tribunal inquiries are underway or have already reported. The
exception is Heretaunga/Hawke’s Bay to the East, where the main claimant
groups are preparing to enter settlement negotiations without a Tribunal
inquiry. Subject to considerations of practicality, the Tribunal will endeavour
to enable those claimants who have issues extending beyond the set
geographical boundaries to be fully heard.

Two inquiry districts

9.

10.

11.

12.

The Tribunal's proposal is to divide the region encompassing Taihape,
Manawatl, Horowhenua, Kapiti and Porirua into two separate inquiry
districts. The districts would lie to the north and south of a line following the
northern boundaries of the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina purchase, the 1866
Rangitikei-Manawatl purchase and the 1864 Te Ahuaturanga purchase
(refer to map at Annex C1).

Counsel for Ngati Waewae and for Ngati Tawharetoa note that the proposal
to create a separate Taihape inquiry district would cause problems for them
because it divides their areas of interest between two inquiry districts (Wai
1510 #3.1.46, 3.1.44). While their principal claim interests lie to the north in
the Taihape area and beyond, Ngati Waewae has kainga and marae at Te
Reureu, near present-day Halcolmbe. Te Reureu was a reserve later cut out

-of the Rangittkei-Manawatl purchase. At the same time, counsel also seek

an expedited inquiry into the Waiduru defence lands in the Taihape district.

The Tribunal considers that the 1866 Rangitikei-Manawat purchase was so
significant a Crown action that all aspects of historical claims arising from
that purchase - including those concerning the reserves created within it -
need to be heard together in a single inquiry. The majority of claims relating
to the purchase do not have issues extending beyond the northern boundary
of the purchase block, while many do have interests extending well to the
south of it. Thus, despite the inconvenience to Ngati Waewae and Ngati
TOwharetoa, we consider that claims relating to the purchase area do need
to be heard in the Manawat( ki Porirua inquiry.

This will require Ngati Waewae and Ngati Thwharetoa to participate in two
separate district inquiry districts if they wish to progress claims concerning
the Rangitikei-ManawatG purchase. Counsel propose the Tribunal panels of
the two inquiries sitting together to hear all Ngati Waewae claims on these
matters, if two inquiries are constituted. It would be premature to make such
a commitment in advance of inquiry processes and schedules being set for
the two districts. Parties will be able to make submissions on this once
presiding officers have been appointed. It does seem likely, though, that
starting the two inquiries at the same time will afford claimants involved in




both the opportunity to coordinate their preparation within broadly parallel
inquiry processes. It may indeed be possible to progress more quickly to
hearings on the Waiduru defence lands within a Taihape district inquiry than
in a single larger regional inquiry.

The Taihape district

Eastern boundary and overlaps

13.

14.

15.

The Tribunal proposes to set the eastern boundary along the Kaweka-
Ruahine watershed with the Heretaunga/Hawke’s Bay district, but also to
include an overlapping area extending to the eastern foothills of the Kaweka
and Ruahine ranges.

Several of the claims assert interests that extend to the eastern foothills and
include part of the watershed of the Ngaruroro River, and, perhaps, part of
the watershed of the Tukituki River (Wai 1500 #3.1.59, 3.1.60). The Tribunal
does not yet have sufficient information to set a precise boundary for the
overlap area, but the map at Annex C2 gives a general indication of the
area.

The Tribunal will hear specific claim issues extending into the Heretaunga
district where they are raised by claimant groups whose interests are
located predominantly within the Taihape district. No inquiry has been
requested or is currently planned for. the Heretaunga district, where the
Tribunal’'s understanding is that the main claimant groups are preparing for
direct negotiation of their Treaty claims.

North-western boundary and overlaps

16.

17.

The Tribunal proposes to maintain the existing Taihape boundaries with the
Whanganui, National Park and Central North Island inquiry districts, but also
to include an overlapping area comprising the Rangipd-Wail No.1 block,
which forms part of the National Park inquiry district (see inset to map at
Annex C2). This would enable all claims concerning the Waiduru defence
lands that have not been heard to be in the Taihape inquiry.

Several claimants’ submissions repeat their earlier request for an expedited
inquiry into defence and railway lands, parts of which extend into adjacent
inquiry districts to the north-west. They note that some of the Waiduru
defence land issues were partly covered in evidence filed for the Whanganui
and National Park inquiries, but that neither inquiry addressed the general
topic or the lands concerned in full. They further argue that an expedited
hearing would be able to draw on any existing relevant evidence from the
Whanganui and National Park inquiries, while also inquiring fully into claims




concerning those areas from groups that have not participated in the other
inquiries (Wai 1510 #3.1.04, paras 9-13).

Earlier boundaries decisions

18.

19.

In their boundary-defining memorandum-directions of 2 February 2004,
Chief Judge Joe Williams, then Chairperson of the Tribunal, together with
Judges Caren Wickliffe and Carrie Wainwright, presiding officers of the
Whanganui and Central North Island district inquiries respectively, jointly set
out how the Tribunal would hear claims in the overlap area (Wai 903
#2.5.15). In particular:

a. The (then) newly-constituted National Park Tribunal would hear all of
Ngati Rangi's interests in the whole of the Rangipd-Wait block and
would report on them provisionally. This would leave a future
Taihape Tribunal to report finally on any grievances that Ngati Rangi
wished to have further heard by that Tribunal.

b. All claims relating to the Karioi Forest would be heard in the
Whanganui inquiry, including the small section located on Rangipo-
Waiid No.1.

On 16 November 2005 Judge Wilson Isaac, presiding officer for the National
Park inquiry, confirmed his previous decision as follows (Wai 1130 #2.3.27):

The majority of the defence land issues fall outside the National Park
inquiry district boundaries, and those issues will therefore be
addressed by the Tribunal for the Taihape district inquiry.

Defence lands

20.

21.

We do not wish to depart from these earlier decisions. The Taihape Tribunal
will therefore hear all defence land claim issues arising in its district, as well
as those in the overlap area Rangipd-Waill No.1 that have not already been
heard in the adjacent inquiries. Ngati Rangi will also be heard on any claim
issues it may wish to bring concerning the rest of the Rangipd-Waid block
falling within the Taihape district.

It may be practical for the Taihape Tribunal to turn its attention first to the
defence lands, and for the three Tribunals — Taihape, Whanganui, and
National Park — to produce a combined report on this topic while the balance
of the Taihape inquiry is still underway. This possibility would need to be
explored with the Whanganui and National Park inquiries, and submissions
from parties in those inquiries, as well as those in the Taihape inquiry, would
need to be sought.




Railway lands

22.

Most of the railway corridor lands between Taihape and Waiduru are located
on the eastern side of the Hautapu River and therefore fall within the
Taihape district. Where any claims extend to those small sections of the
corridor located on the western side of the river, they will be included in the
Taihape inquiry unless they have already been heard in the Whanganui
inquiry.

Evidence

23.

Any relevant evidence already given in the adjacent inquiries concerning the
Waiduru defence lands or the railway may be placed on the Taihape
inquiry’s record of inquiry.

Southern boundary and overlaps

24,

The proposed southern boundary of the Taihape inquiry district appears to
broadly coincide with the area of interest asserted by most Taihape-based
claimant groups (Wai 1510 #3.1.59, 3.1.60). It is possible that particular
Taihape claims may extend south of the line (Wai 15610 #3.1.59). It would be
preferable for specific overlapping claim issues to be heard in the Taihape
inquiry. The Tribunal will consider on their merits any requests to include
such claim issues in the Taihape inquiry.

The Manawatii ki Porirua district

North-western boundary and overlaps

25,

26.

The Tribunal proposes that the inquiry boundary should follow the lower
Rangitikei River and the northern boundaries of the 1866 Rangitikei-
Manawatl and 1864 Te Ahuaturanga purchases, and include an overlap
extending over the area of the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina purchase as far as
the Turakina River (refer to map at Annex C3). This overlap will include any
claim issues concerning the Turakina Maori Girls College.

A number of submissions ask that we set the north-western boundary at the
Whangaehu River to match their traditional areas of interest. If we acceded
to this request, it would unavoidably bring the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina
purchase into the inquiry as a major issue. It would also include the area
between the Turakina and Whangaehu Rivers, which was reserved from the
1849 purchase. The fate of those reserves is a major subject of the Ngati
Apa Treaty settlement, which is close to being completed by legislation.




27.

The Tribunal would not wish to undertake any inquiry into the reserved area
lying between the Turakina and Whangaehu Rivers unless it was shown that
claimants would be likely to suffer significant prejudice without such an
inquiry. The Tribunal accepts that a number of claimant groups assert
interests in the area covered by the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina purchase, and
our suggestion for meeting this situation is to identify an overlap area in
respect of which specific claim issues extending to the Turakina River may
be heard (refer to map at Annex C3).

Eastern and southern boundaries

28.

20.

To the East, the Tribunal proposes to adopt the existing boundary of the
Wairarapa ki Tararua inquiry district. It runs southward from the eastern
boundary of the 1864 Te Ahuaturanga purchase along the Ruahine Ranges,
down the eastern boundary of the Manawatd-Kukutauaki blocks in the
Tararua Ranges, to the eastern boundary of the Ngarara blocks in the
south.

To the South, the Tribunal proposes to adopt the northern Te Whanganui a
Tara inquiry boundary, which runs westward from the Tararua Ranges to the
coast near Porirua.

Western boundary

30.

The Tribunal proposes to include Kapiti and Mana Islands in the boundary to
the west.

Inquiry names

31.

32.

33.

. 34.

As yet, we have not formally called for names for the two inquiry districts
suggested here. Naming can be controversial, and ultimately it will be for the
presiding officer to make a decision if there are differences of opinion.

Counsel for Ngati Tama Whiti of Moawhango, Ngati Tamakdpiri and Ngai
Whitikaupeka, and the Taihape Claims Committee, propose that the
Taihape district be called the Mdkai Patea Inquiry District. (Wai 1510
#3.1.60 s 3.1). They say this is a traditional name encompassing the iwi and
hapi of the upper Rangitikei region.

We have received differing suggestions from some but not all claimant
groups for a name for the Manawat ki Porirua inquiry district.

Decisions about appropriate names for both districts will be made further
into the process, following discussion with participants.




Judicial management

Judge Harvey’s former role with Rangitane

35.

36.

37.

Rangitane o Manawat(, who are in direct negotiations with the Crown and
who seek to maintain a watching brief, have described an area of interest
that extends northwards beyond the 1864 Te Ahuatliranga purchase and
into the southern parts of the proposed Taihape inquiry district (Wai 1510 #
3.1.50, Appendix 3).

In its 27 April directions the Tribunal noted Judge Harvey’'s earlier
involvement with Rangitane during their settlement negotiations and as their
counsel during the Wellington inquiry. We indicated that it would be
preferable for another presiding officer to be appointed in areas where
Rangitane assert interests.

The Tribunal considers that any potential conflict can be mitigated through
the approach to overlapping claims outlined above. If Rangitane elects to
have their claims heard, any of their claim issues that overlap into the
Taihape district can be heard in the Manawatd ki Porirua inquiry. Unless any
party can demonstrate to the Tribunal that they stand to suffer prejudice
under such an arrangement, Judge Harvey will, as previously indicated, be
appointed as presiding officer for the proposed Taihape inquiry.

Judge Wainwright's former role with MidCentral Health

38.

39.

40.

Mr Rupene Waaka has reminded us that, many years ago, Judge
Wainwright acted for MidCentral Health for a short time when one of her
then partners (who usually acted for this client) was on leave (Wai 1510
#3.1.45). She wrote a letter on behalf of MidCentral Health that Mr Waaka
considers reflects on the propriety of her presiding in these inquiries in
respect of Wai 267 and 437.

Attached is a copy of the letter complained of (refer to Annex D). Any parties
that consider that this letter affects Judge Wainwright's ability to preside
may file a submission outlining the basis for their opinion.

It is to be noted that Judge Wainwright is presiding only on interlocutory
matters. She noted in an earlier direction her intention that, in due course,
presiding officers will be appointed for the inquiries.

Consultative judicial conference

41.

The Tribunal will convene a consultative judicial conference at a neutral
venue in Palmerston North in July or August. Judge Harvey and Judge
Wainwright will both sit, along with kaumatua.




42.

43.

44,

The kaupapa of the conference will be the merits of the points of view
outlined in this memorandum-directions, and the implications of
implementing the decisions foreshadowed here.

We expect participants to express views on whether the Tribunal should:

a. constitute two district inquiries north and south of a line following the
northern boundaries of the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina purchase, the
1866 Rangitikei-Manawatl purchase and the 1864 Te Ahuaturanga
purchase.

b. establish external boundaries of a Taihape inquiry district following
the existing boundaries of the Whanganui, National Park, Taupd,
Mohaka ki Ahuriri and Heretaunga districts, with overlaps for specific
claims extending northwest into the Waiduru defence lands and
eastwards to include the foothills of the Kaweka and Ruahine
Ranges.

c. establish external boundaries of a Manawatli ki Porirua inquiry
district following the northern boundaries of the 1866 Rangitikei-
Manawatl purchase and the 1864 Te Ahuaturanga purchase, then
following the existing boundaries of the Wairarapa ki Tararua and Te
Whanganui a Tara districts with overlaps for specific claims
extending northwest to include the area of the 1849 Rangitikei-
Turakina purchase as far as the Turakina River.

Parties are invited to make written submissions in advance, to be filed by
5pm 14 days before the date of the conference.

The registrar is to distribute this direction to all parties on the notification list for Wai
1510, the combined record of inquiry for claims in the Taihape ki Kapiti region.

DATED at Wellington this 26th day of June 2009

Judge C M Wainwright
Acting Chairperson
WAITANGI TRIBUNAL




Annex A: Summary of submissions on boundaries

This Annex briefly summarises the submissions received on the Tribunal's
proposal to create two separate inquiry districts in the Taihape ki Kapiti
region, as set out in the memorandum-directions dated 27 April 2009 (Wai
1510 #2.5.3).

The Claimants

Two inquiry districts

2.

Counsel for Wai 1260, on behalf of Ngati Waewae, expressed concern that
the proposed Taihape inquiry district boundary would divide Ngati Waewae
lands and require the hapl to participate in two inquiry districts. Ngati
Waewae have already participated in the CNI, National Park and Whanganui
inquiries, and are concerned at having to participate in two more. Counsel
repeated their earlier request for an expedited hearing into the Waiduru
defence lands, and requested that the two future inquiry panels sit together to
jointly hear all Ngati Waewae evidence concerning both inquiry districts. (Wai
1510 #3.1.44)

Counsel for Wai 575, on behalf of Ngati Tawharetoa, opposed the division
into two districts as it would divide Ngati Tawharetoa and Ngati Waewae
claims. This would delay comprehensive negotiations and strain claimant
resources. Ngati TGwharetoa support the proposals made by counsel for
Ngati Waewae. (Wai 1510 #3.1.46).

Taihape inquiry district

4.

Counsel for Wai 662 and 1835, on behalf of Ngati Paki and Ngati Hinemanu,
supports the proposed creation of a separate Taihape inquiry district.
Counsel, however, first needs to confirm that the boundaries include the
claimants’ stated area of interest, and that CFRT funding is available for a
separate Taihape district inquiry. (Wai 1510 #3.1.59)

Counsel for Wai 588, 647 and 1705, on behalf of Ngati Tama Whiti of
Moawhango, Ngati Tamakopiri, Ngati Whitikaupeka, and the Mokai Patea
Claims Committee, supports the proposed establishment of a separate
Taihape inquiry district. Counsel, however, first needs to confirm the name of
the inquiry, that the boundaries include the claimants’ stated area of interest,
and that CFRT funding is available for a separate Taihape district inquiry. The
claimants request that the inquiry name be the “Mékai Patea Inquiry District”




as this is a traditional name for the iwi and hapi of the upper Rangitikei. (Wai
1510 #3.1.60)

Counsel for Wai 1034, on behalf of Ngati Hineuru, submitted that their
traditional area of interest may, perhaps, partly fall into the north-eastern
corner of the Taihape inquiry district. They support the proposal to separate
the two districts and are neutral on the exact boundary as the Rangitikei River
is well south of their traditional areas. (Wai 1510 #3.1.51)

Counsel for Wai 400, on behalf of Nga Hapl o Ahuriri, submits that they
assert interests in the north-eastern corner of the Taihape inquiry district.
They support the proposal to separate the two districts and are neutral on the
exact boundary as the Rangitikei River is well south of their traditional areas.
(Wai 1510 #3.1.52)

Manawatii ki Porirua inquiry district

8.

10.

1.

12.

Counsel for Wai 113, 408, 757 and 1932, on behalf of the descendants of the
iwi and hapl of Ngati Raukawa ki te Tonga, the owners of the Waiwiri block,
the people of Ngati Raukawa descent, and the Carnarvon 382 and 383
(Koputara) Trust, are concerned that the proposed Manawat(-Porirua district
would cut through the traditional area of interest of Ngati Raukawa ki te
Tonga, which extends from the Whangaehu River in the north to the
Kukutauaki stream in the south. They argue that their interests are evident in
the discussions for the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina purchase deed. They submit
that the northern boundary of the district be set at the Whangaehu River and
include the RangitTkei-Turakina purchase. (Wai 1510 #3.1.53)

The claimant for Wai 256 and 257 does not support the proposed boundary
along the lower Rangitikei River because the traditional Ngati Raukawa area
of interest extends to the Whangaehu River. The northern boundary should
be set at the Whangaehu River and include the 1849 Rangitikei-Turakina
purchase. The southern boundary should end at Porirua. He states that
Judge Wainwright may have a potential conflict of interest since she acted for
MidCentral Health in 1993 in connection with the Wai 267 and 437 claims.
(Wai 1510 #3.1.45)

Counsel for Wai 443, on behalf of the iwi and uri of Raukawa, submitted that
Raukawa ki Waikato wish to participate in the inquiry and are neutral as to
whether the region is divided into two districts. (Wai 1510 #3.1.54)

Counsel for Wai 207 submitted that Ngati Toa Rangatira assert interests as
far north as the Whangaehu River, and would prefer that the northern
boundary is set at that river. (Wai 1510 #3.1.55)

Counsel for Wai 648, on behalf of the Te Kotua Whanau Trust, does not

oppose the separation of the two inquiry districts, as most of their claims are
around Porirua and Kapiti Island. (Wai 1510 #3.1.56)
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Counsel for Wai 977, on behalf of the Ngati Hikitanga Te Paea hapl and the
Rangiuira Rakera Kipihana Trust, will abide by the Tribunal’s decision on this
matter. (Wai 1510 #3.1.58)

Counsel for Wai 1641, on behalf of the Board of Trustees and the past and
present students of Turakina Maori Girls College, opposes the north-western
boundary being set at the lower Rangitikei River. They request that the
boundaries include the Rangitikei-Turakina purchase area as the College
land near Marton is located there. (Wai 1510 #3.1.62)

The Chairperson of Te Hono ki Raukawa supports the proposal to create two
separate inquiry districts, as there needs to be an appropriate match between
Waitangi Tribunal processes and the culture of the iwi involved. Te Hono ki
Raukawa submit that the inquiry boundaries should stretch from the
Rangitikei River to Kapiti, and that the inquiry name should be the “Raukawa
Inquiry District”. (Wai 1510 #3.1.43)

Counsel for Wai 1944, on behalf of the Hinemata hapd, recognises that their
claims fall into both the proposed Manawatd ki Porirua inquiry and the Te
Rohe Pétae Inquiry. They do not oppose the proposal to create two separate
inquiry districts in the Taihape ki Kapiti region. (Wai 1510 #3.1.57)

Counsel for Wai 1482, on behalf of Te Kotahitanga o te Iwi o Ngati Wehiwehi,
support the proposed division into two inquiry districts, and the proposed
boundaries. (Wai 1510 #3.1.63) ‘

Counsel for Wai 784 and 972, on behalf of the Kauwhata Treaty Claims
Komiti, Nga Uri Tangata o Ngati Kauwhata ki Te Tonga, and Te Komiti Marae
o Kauwhata Trust, supports the proposed creation of a separate Taihape
inquiry district. They are unable to support the proposed boundaries yet
because no definitive maps have been provided by the Tribunal, and doubt
the Rangitikei River would be a suitable boundary. Counsel accordingly seeks
leave to file later once the Tribunal has clarified its proposed boundaries. (Wai
1510 #3.1.65)

Counsel for Wai 1621, on behalf of the Lake Horowhenua Trust and
Muatipoko ki Horowhenua, supports the proposal to separate the two inquiry
districts, and support the proposed boundaries. They support the name
previously suggested by the Tribunal, namely “Manawatl ki Horowhenua-
Kapiti". (Wai 1510 #3.1.61)

Counsel for Wai 237, on behalf of the Descendants of Taueki and of
Muaipoko of Horowhenua, supports the proposed separation of the two
inquiry districts and the proposed boundaries. (Wai 1510 #3.1.64)

Claimants for a new claim on behalf of the Hautonga Marae Trustees submits

that the inquiry district should be further divided, with the Manawati claims
being heard separately from the Horowhenua-Kapiti claims.
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22.

The principal negotiator for claims made on behalf of Rangitane o Manawatl
suggests that there should be a separate inquiry district for claims south of
the Manawatl River, as this reflects a traditional division of the Whatonga
peoples. The Manawatl River also reflects a division between the major
issues for the inquiry: large Crown purchases to the north of the river, and
Native Land Court processes to the south of the river. Rangitane o Manawati
only wish to participate in one inquiry district, not two. Judicial management
concerns would not arise if Rangitdne o Manawati did not participate in the
proposed Taihape inquiry. (Wai 1510 #3.1.50)

23. Counsel for Wai 1629, on behalf of the descendants of Taueki and of
Muadpoko ki Horowhenua, seeks leave to file later submissions on this issue
as they are currently in the process of reviewing their claim boundaries. (Wai
1510 #3.1.66)

24. Counsel for a new claim filed by Oma Heitia note that the lands claimed do
not apply to the Taihape ki Kapiti region. (Wai 1510 #3.1.49)

The Crown

25. The Crown is comfortable with the proposal to divide the region into two

separate inquiry districts. The Crown’s main priority is to ensure that every
person and group who wishes to participate in the inquiries have an
opportunity to do so. The Crown does not yet have a full appreciation of the
claimants’ views on these matters. The Crown may seek to comment later on
whether the suggested inquiry boundaries are appropriate to both the
historical issues for inquiry and the tribal associations and claimants’ areas of
interest. The Crown may also need to comment on any impacts on timelines
and practical efficiencies that may or may not be gained by the division into
two separate inquiries. (Wai 1510 #3.1.47)
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Annex B. Proposed inquiry district boundaries

The Taihape district

From the southern intersection of the Central North Island and Mohaka ki Ahuriri
inquiry boundaries the Taihape district boundary proceeds southwards along the
boundary with the Mohaka ki Ahuriri district and the ridgeline of the Kaweka and
Ruahine ranges to the intersection with the Wairarapa ki Tararua boundary at the
Otumore block; thence it proceeds westwards along the northern edges of the Te
Ahuaturanga, Rangitikei-Manawatl and Rangitikei-Turakina blocks, past the
Turakina River to intersect with the Whanganui inquiry boundary; thence it
proceeds north-east following the Whanganui boundary around the Ohaumoko
block and up the Mangapapa branch of the Turakina River; thence it proceeds
north along the Whanganui inquiry district boundary on the Hautapu River and the
National Park boundary following the eastern edge of Rangipo-Wail No.1 to the
Central North Island inquiry boundary, which it follows eastwards to the starting
point.

Overlapping areas

To the East: from the southern intersection of the Central North Island and Mohaka
ki Ahuriri inquiry boundaries southwards along an approximate line through the
foothills of the Kaweka and Ruahine ranges to the intersection with the Wairarapa
ki Tararua boundary.

To the North-west: the Rangipd-Waili No.1 block and those parts of the railway
corridor on the western side of the Hautapu River between Taihape and Waiduru
townships.

The Manawati ki Porirua district

From the intersection of the Te Ahuaturanga block with the northwestern corner of
the Wairarapa ki Tararua inquiry district, the boundary follows the Wairarapa ki
Tararua boundary southwards to its intersection with the Te Whanganui a Tara
inquiry boundary, thence westwards along that boundary to the coast south of
Porirua. Northwards, the boundary proceeds northeast along the lower Rangitikei
River to the intersection of the Rangitikei-Manawatu and Rangitikei-Turakina
blocks; thence eastwards along the northern edges of the Rangitikei-Manawatl
and Te Ahuaturanga blocks to the starting point. Mana and Kapiti Islands are
included in the district.

Overlapping area

To the North-west: the area of the Rangitikei-Turakina purchase between the
RangitTkei and Turakina Rivers.
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Annex C: Maps of the proposed inquiry districts
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Annex D: Letter relating to Judge Wainwright’'s possible conflict of
interest
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