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Tena Koe
RE: APPOINTMENT OF A NEGOTIATOR BY WAIKATO TAINUI

1. | act for Edward Parahi Wilson, claimant for Wai 775. This is a claim before the
Waitangi Tribunal filed for and on behalf of Ngati Tamainupo. The claim is currently
being heard as part of Te Rohe Potae Inquiry (Wai 898).

2. My client’s claim is supported by the wider Ngati Tamainupo Hapi and also by the
closely associated hapl of Te Huaki and Toa Kotara.

3. My client's claim primarily relates to the Whaingaroa Harbour and its attributing
waterways. Other Maori that claim an interest in the Harbour include:

a) Ngati Karu, Ngati Kahu, Ngati Te Kore, Ngati Koata ki Whaingaroa, Ngati
Tahau, Ngati Tira, Ngati Te lkaunahi, Ngati Paikoka, Ngati Pukoro, Ngati
Heke, Ngati Hounuku, and Ngati Ruaaruhe; and

b) Ngati Mahanga Iwi.

4. In 2010, the claimants noted above at paragraph 3, along with Ngati Tamainupo under
Wai 775, formed a cluster group to progress research regarding Treaty breaches in
relation to the Harbour. The group is known as the Tainui Awhiro Trust.

5. My clients instruct that on or around 25 August 2012 Waikato Tainui Te Kauhanganui
Inc (“Te Kauhanganui”) appointed Tom Roa as a negotiator to negotiate a number of
outstanding Treaty claims, including claims to the West Coast Harbours and in
particular Whaingaroa (Raglan).

6. Te Kauhanganui is not representative of Ngati Tamainupo. As such, my client and the
people of his marae Mai Uenuku ki Te Whenua, do not mandate or support Te
Kauhanganui, or Tom Roa, in any negotiations over their claims which are currently
before the Tribunal.

7. Te Kauhanganui is a body which directly represents 68 Waikato Tainui.-marae. The
claimant's marae, Mai Uenuku ki Te Whenua, is not represented by this body despite
their attempts to enter into and be heard as a unique entity within it.

8. To be clear, Mai Uenuku ki te Whenua is the primary marae for Ngati Tamainupo.
Decisions made without input from Mai Uenuku ki te Whenua are not representative of
the views of Ngati Tamainupo. My clients also consider that they, as the claimants for
Ngati Tamainupo under Wai 775, would need to give consent to any settlement
negotiations or strategy in relation to their claim.
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10.

My clients are extremely concerned at the decision by Te Kauhanganui to settle
claims in the Whaingaroa Harbour without first seeking mandate from my client and
other claimant groups interested in the Whaingaroa Harbour.

My clients support the letter dated 26 September to the Office of Treaty Settlements
sent by Miharo Armstrong of this office on behalf of the claimants for Wai 1327 and
Ngati Mahanga Iwi and reiterate the points noted therein, namely that:

a) My clients do not mandate or support Te Kauhanganui, or Tom Roa, in any
negotiations over their claims which are currently before the Tribunal.

b) | am instructed that the West Coast Harbours were excluded from the
Waikato - Tainui Raupatu settlement so that they could be preserved, and
advanced; by the Iwi, Hapu and Whanau who hold those interests along the
West Coast.

c) The Wai 775 claim was first filed in 1998 (although it arises out of interests
and rights held by Ngati Tamainupo and claimed prior to 1840 and up to this
. day). Over the last 14 years the claimants have been workmg hard to
advance these claims before the Tribunal. This has included:
i. Numerous hui with Ngati Tamainupo supporting and advancing this
claim;
ii. The formation of the Tainui Awhiro Trust (along with Ngati Mahanga
and Ngati Koata claimants) to receive funding from CFRT to prepare
Oral and Traditional History Reports in support of the claim;
ii. Full participation in all conferences, hearings, and interlocutory steps
before the Te Rohe Potae Inquiry of the Waitangi Tribunal;
iv. Presentation of evidence on behalf of Ngati Tamainupo at the ‘Nga
Korero | Tuku |ho' hearings held before the Tribunal;
v. Preparing and filing the final Amended Statement of Claim for Wai
775; and
vi, Preparing and finalising evidence (including the Oral and Traditional
History Report) in anticipation of the Tribunal hearings commencing
in November.

d) Needless to say the claimants are strongly opposed to any proposed action
by Te Kauhanganui which seeks to undermine, override or circumvent the
hard work or direction that the claimants have applied to this claim.

e) More fundamentally, and as outlined above, at no time have the claimants
authorised or mandated Te Kauhanganui to negotiate their claims with the
Crown. The claimants want to have their claims heard before the Tribunal,
and will take their own steps to enter negotiations with the Crown when they
are ready to do so.

f)y The claimants intend to raise this issue directly with Te Kauhanganui and
with Tom Roa. Despite this, | am instructed to write to you to put the Crown
on formal notice that Te Kauhanganui and/or Tom Roa do not have a
mandate or authority to negotiate any claims on behalf of, or concerning,
Ngati Tamainupo's interests in the West Coast Harbours. Any recognition or
support shown by the Crown to any such mandate, or any such negotiations,



will be vigorously opposed. This may include an application for urgent inquiry
by the Waitangi Tribunal, or steps being taken in other appropriate fora or
jurisdictions.
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