Wai 2200, #2.5.23(a)

Points raised at thejudlmal conference:
e Ngati Apa were not present at the judicial conference. The Crown advised that the
third reading of the bill has not reached assent. When the bill is enacted the
settlement legislation will address all Ngati Apa North Island claims and the Waitangi
Tribunal will no longer have jurisdiction to hear those claims.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

e #3.1.180 (Crown Memorandum)

e The Ngati Apa (North Island) Claims Settlement Act 2010 received the Royal assent
on 15 December 2010.

e The Ngati Apa (North Island) Claims Settlement Act 2010 came into force on 16
December 2010. The Tribunal no longer has jurisdiction to inquire into Ngati Apa
(North Island)'s historical claims, as defined in the Act. (pg 1, para 2-3)

Ngati Haua and Whanganui Groups

Ngati Haua Spencer Points raised at the judicial conference:

81 Webster e Mr Webster will liaise with Mr Solomon in regards to co-ordination.

146 (absent- e Due to the discrete nature of this claim, the claimants will abide by the Tribunal's
represented decisions in matters of inquiry process and research. Ngati Haua accepts directions
by Aidan #2.5.18 (para. 66) that discrete claims be entered into the In “""y - S——
Warren) o _Ngati Haua reserve their position to make comments on researchat fuil- = | ¥V E D
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised

Roopu

No submissions received following judicial conference.

1029 | Uenuku Annette Iwi Points raised at the judicial conference:
1084 | Tribal Sykes e The claimants wish to join Wai 2200, as they participated in Wai 903 but Judge
1170 | Authority Wainwright did not hear matters relating to the detention of prisoners in that inquiry.
1202 The claimants do not wish to re-litigate any matters, but are concerned that the
1229 process of negotiation for the Whanganui area is not progressing at a proper speed.
1261 They therefore seek leave to participate in this inquiry which will be the third inquiry
1393 they have participated in.

The claimants are clustered with Ngati Haua in Wai 898 and will try to co-ordinate
lawyers in this inquiry.

A number of Whanganui interests in this rohe are affected.

In terms of research, there needs to be further traditional research to augment the
Rangatahi evidence so that tipuna of the claimants are also represented.

No submissions received following judicial conference.
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Ngati Rangatahi

Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu

366 Ngati Maui Points raised at the judicial conference:

1064 | Rangatahi Solomon ¢ Mr Solomon referred to his memo of 5 November 2010 (#3.1.118) which discusses why
Whanaunga Ngati Rangatahi do not need to re-traverse the matters of the Hutt Valley and also
Association #2.5.18 (para 66) submitting that any extension of the hearings to cover the Hutt Valley
(NRWA) Wars should only be to the extent that it applies to Ngati Haua claims, but that counsel

for Rangatahi be heard on these matters.
e Mr Solomon seeks to maintain a watching brief re the Hutt Valley Wars, and to re-
examine witnesses if necessary.
Submissions received following judicial conference:
e #3.1.181
¢ Ngati Rangatahi considers they are an iwi, as discussed by Moerangi Falaoa on 13
December 2010.
¢ Members of NRWA wish to fully participate in any land claim inquiry and seek leave to
file an amended statement of claim for Wai 366.
1623 | Ngati Moana e The claimants gave a hapu presentation, as follows:
Rangatahi Sinclair
kei Rangitikei Turoa Karatea:
(NRKR) e Mr Karatea discussed Ngati Rangatahi and the Te Reureu Reserve. Ngati Pikiahu, Ngati

Waewae, Ngati Matakore and Ngati Rangatahi all have claims to this reserve.

¢ NRKR is adamant that they lead the claims process for all of Ngati Rangatahi.

e Mr Karatea notes there has been little research into the groups who supported Te
Rauparaha, like Ngati Rangatahi.

e Mr Karatea notes the difference between NRKR and NRWA. (#3.1.155, p.4)

Tumanako Herangi:

¢ As one of the four hapi with claims to the Te Reureu reserve, NRKR have not, as yet,
had their story told.

e NRKR are fully supportive of Te Hono ki Raukawa.
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Wai # | Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Te Miri Bevan:

e NRKR have a right to be heard in the Porirua ki Manawatd Inquiry, as Kakariki is based
in the Manawata region.

e They have not been heard in any inquiry district and insist they be heard in this inquiry.

¢ NRKR are fully supportive of Te Hono ki Raukawa.

Mr Goddard:
e Supports those from Kakariki and Rangitikei who spoke before him.

Turoa Karatea:

¢ Regarding the Wai 651 claim- the four hapi named above have relationships going back
100 years. These hapi have put in individual claims, but stand together as Te Hapi o
Te Reureu. Ngati Waewae, who are part of this group, are the southernmost hapt of
Tuwharetoa are also in the Taihape Inquiry, and have participated in CNI.

e The claimants prefer to take the lead rather than defer to lawyers/counsel.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

o #3.1.179

e Outlines the emergence of Ngati Rangatahi of Kakariki as an independent iwi, but
recognises their experience and blood connections with Ngati Toa, and their association
with the Reureu block. These associations mean they are a hapu of Ngati Toa and a
hapt of Nga iwi o Te Reureu.

¢ Outlines developments after settling in Kakariki.

e Counsel submits Ngati Rangatahi ki Rangitikei is the only body entitled to compensation.

e Submits process issues including support for the conduct of research through a body led
by Te Hono.

Subsequent Discussions following the Ngati Rangatahi presentation:

Crown Response:
o Damen Ward feels cautious as a number of claims in Wai 1623 relate specifically to
events in relation to the Hutt Valley conflicts. There will be challenges in ensuring that
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Wai # | Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

these are contextual matters. He notes that it is the Crown understanding that the trials
occurred in Wellington and that the findings of the Te Whanganui a Tara Tribunal relate
to these matters.

e Mr Ward is conscious that underlying the Wai 1623 claim are issues relating to on-
account settlement of railway lands.

¢ It would be helpful to cover all of Rangatahi in research, and which issues are best
suited to this inquiry will relate to that.

Ms Sinclair:

¢ The claimants do not wish to re-litigate the Hutt Valley

¢ The claimants will be looking at the Hutt Valley as contextual, as it serves as historical
background for their claim.

e Railway land and on-account payments are contextual, and cannot be excluded as these
concerns are part of their story.

Ms Sykes:

e She objects to the Crown practice of compartmentalisation in relation to Treaty breaches
as it leads to disjuncture. There were altercations which occurred over a large area, for
example from Upper Hutt to Whanganui.

Ms Sinclair:

¢ Research is needed on the whole of Rangatahi, as there are clearly diverging stories,
and there is a lack of a clear picture.

Deputy Chief Judge Fox:

¢ In the document banks of the Wellington Inquiry there are reports detailing historical
circumstances re Hutt Valley Wars and to save research funding, which would only
result in duplication, it might be better for a review of that research to be undertaken.
This Tribunal cannot re-litigate what has been heard before. To the extent that the
research might help the inquiry in this district that is all we need to draw out.
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Mr Solomon

e Statements made by counsel this morning which he needs to take instructions from his
clients and have an opportunity to respond to it may be more than a watching brief. It
may require active participation.

Moerangi Falafoea of Rangatahi: (spoke before the afternoon adjournment)

e Regarding the question or whether or not Ngati Rangatahi ki Taumarunui is an iwi or
hapi - they are a hapt of Ngati Maniapoto. They are within Te Rohe Potae. In terms of
the modern definition of lwi, Ngati Maniapoto has given them leave to act as an Iwi
regarding their claims within Te Rohe Potae and further afield.

Ms Sinclair:

¢ NRKR and NRWA have yet to come together for sensitive discussions, but instructions
are that NRWA should come to Te Hiiri o Mahuta marae for discussions.

e Maui Solomon to take instructions from clients based on the discussion, including Te
Reureu matters.

¢ Moana Sinclair and Maui Solomon are to confer in the break over the issue of whether
Ngati Rangatahi is a hapu or an iwi.

Page 6 of 39

21/2/2011




Ngati Rangitane

Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
Deputy Chief Judge Fox: states that the Crown has recognised Tanenuiarangi Manawatua
Incorporated (TMI) mandate as representatives of Rangitane.
166 Tamaki Nui-a- Aidan Points raised at the judicial conference:
175 Rua, Warren e The Rangitane Settlement Trust will commence mandating in January 2011- they will
1634 | Rangitane o seek a watching brief in this inquiry, and may seek to file evidence and to cross-
Manawata, examine if the need arises.
Maraahi ¢ Ngati Rangitane makes no submissions regarding research or process.
Paewae e Mr Warren notes the different factions of Rangitane. TMI represent the Trust, and two
iwi make up that Trust.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
2299 | Ngati Te Aidan Hapu Points raised at the judicial conference:
Kapuarangi - Warren e Ngati Te Kapuarangi is a hapt of Rangitane o Manawatu, and they are seeking to
Lorraine engage with TMI to determine whether those negotiations would settle their claims.
Fitzgerald e Itis unlikely that they will participate beyond a watching brief in Wai 2200 if TMI talks
go well in the New Year.
Deputy Chief Judge Fox comments:
e According to Crown memo #3.1.125 (para 64-66) Rangitane o Manawatu is high up on
OTS priority list
e Mr Warren to update the Tribunal and the Crown on discussions towards a revised
Deed of Settlement in the New Year.
e Submissions received following judicial conference:
e #3.1.191
e Ngati Te Kapuarangi has been liaising with TMI to arrange a meeting. At this stage it
looks like late February/early March.
1627 | Te Aweawe Moana Hapi Points raised at the judicial conference:
Hapa/ Sinclair e Wai 1627 is in discussion with OTS to work together with TMI and are looking forward

Rangitane Te

to the mediation process going forward.

Page 7 of 39

21/2/2011




Wai # | Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Rangitepaea-
Bridget Te
Aweawe-Bevan

e This claim is on behalf of Te Aweawe HapUl, and Ngati Rangitepara hapu. Their
tupuna, Waitohi Te Aweawe, was Te Rauparaha’s sister.

¢ As Rangitane the claimants want to research in their own way and do not want to have
an entity wholly unfamiliar to the whenua conduct research for them.

e No submissions received following judicial conference.

Peter Tamihana

e Spoke after lunch and explained his history.

e Crown Response to Rangitane
e Rangitane are engaged in their own internal discussions in relation to TMI. The Crown
is considering the next steps regarding TMI. Nothing likely to happen until 2011.
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Muaipoko

Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
Muadpoko Tribal Points raised at the judicial conference:
Tribal Authority Authority e Spoke on behalf of Wai 52
(MTA) e MTA’s preferred settlement pathway is to proceed directly to negotiation, and they
Represented are currently undergoing a comprehensive mandating process to this end. The
at this JC by mandating process is likely to take 12 months.
Chief e MTA has received support for this pathway from Attorney-General and Minister of
Executive, Mr Treaty Settlements Chris Finlayson, Maori Party Co-Leader Tariana Turia, and
Steve Hirini CFRT.

e MTA intend to lead, as long as there is a representative claim team involving hapd,
the Lake Horowhenua Trust, Hokio A Trust and Wai claimants. Have begun
communication with legal counsel to that end.

¢ It has been 22 years since the claim was filed.

e No submissions received following judicial conference.

237 William Taueki Points raised at the judicial conference:

e Taueki Whanau

¢ Discusses relationships that Muatpoko and the Taueki whanau have with different
groups within the community and the inquiry district.

e As an iwi we are the hardest hit by decisions of the Crown.

e Deputy Chief Judge Fox: refers to the Dr Gilling report — will be considered and
fully integrated into Muadpoko inquiry.

¢ No submissions received following judicial conference.

1622 | Muaupoko David Stone | Whanau/ Points raised at the judicial conference:

2046 Individual o David Stone, Kathy Ertel and Linda Thornton collectively represent Muatpoko
2048 claimants. Mr. Stone represents whanau and individual claimants (listed on the
2050 left). Mr Stone and Ms Thornton will file further details of the hapi/whanau status
2051 of claimants.

2052
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised

Roopu
2053 e Mr. Stone reiterated his 5 November memo (#3.1.113) that his clients want to
2054 proceed to hearing. They support the MTA, but NOT proceeding to direct
2056 negotiations.
2093 e The challenge is how to get MTA and our clients on a collective waka: will initiate
2140 discussion in the break. The claimants hope to reach accord with MTA, but want to
2173 go to hearing.
2175 e The claimants will let Tribunal and CFRT do their job and take the lead on

research, so long as claimants are consulted at each step of the process.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

#3.1.177

Submission outlines who the claims were filed by, and whether they are an iwi,
hapl, whanau or individual.

While the claims were filed predominantly by individuals with no mandate to do so
the claims were filed to benefit Muatpoko not the individual claimants, their
whanau or hapa.

The claimants are hopeful that by proceeding through the Tribunal pathway their
issues will be researched and investigated and ultimately a report produced from
which all of Muadpoko will benefit. This is the reason the claimants want to
proceed to hearing before the Tribunal.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
237 Muatpoko Linda Points raised at the judicial conference:
1629 Thornton ¢ A Muaupoko claimant cluster hui, to which all were invited, produced the almost
MIR unanimous vote to proceed to hearing.
6031 e The claimants have not, and shall not, give or grant a mandate to anyone who
wants to settle without going to hearing.
o Kathy Ertel issue: the urgency application for Lake Horowhenua highlights
environmental issues, local government issues and the deprivation of kaitiakitanga.
e The Judge’s direction of 3 December 2010 (#2.5.18) was agreed with.
Submissions received following judicial conference:
e #3.1.178
e Outlines who the three claims were filed on behalf of.
2139 | Mr Greenland | Tavake Individual Points raised at the judicial conference:
Afeaki e The research proposals put forward by the Tribunal seem sensible and practical.
¢ Investigate UNDRIP as much as possible.
e Mr. Afeaki will undertake to work with other claimant counsel regarding how best to
move forward.
Submissions received following judicial conference:
e #3.1.184
e Wai 2139 — Counsel advise that the claim is by Mr Greenland as an individual on
behalf of the lwi, Mualpoko.
e Counsel is committed to co-ordination with other Counsel and Claimants with a
view to progressing the claim interests of Muadpoko.
1631 | Charles Rudd | Not Individual Points raised at the judicial conference:
represented ¢ Muatpoko once were an iwi, until the G2 Environment Commission came through

and split the land.

e Mataamua of the Taueki whanau - issues are around the protection of the
environment and waterways, particularly in regards to Lake Horowhenua.

e Mr Rudd is opposed to going straight to negotiations with OTS, as Muatpoko have
been ‘done’ by OTS in the past. Mr Rudd prefers to stay with the claimant cluster
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
and progress to hearing- he views CFRT and the WT as the only way forward for
his people.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
52 Mr Taueki Points raised at the judicial conference:
e Discussed Wai 52 and Muaulpoko.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
108 Tama Reureu | Not Individual Points raised at the judicial conference:
represented e Mr Reureu currently lives in Bangkok, and has no legal representation at this
stage. He conducted a lot of research about 20 years ago.
¢ Mr Reureu would like to see MTA and other Muatpoko claimants go together as
one, as a head body is nheeded to push forward.
e This claim is to be amended.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
1621 | Mark Stevens | Kathy Ertel Trust Points raised at the judicial conference:
Lake (filed e There has been an ongoing prejudice against this claim since it was filed. The
Horowhenua urgency) approach of the Crown has been to prejudice the Lake Horowhenua Trust claim,
Trust from a local, regional and central government level- particularly the Levin Borough

Council. This includes bribing people in various institutions to work against the iwi
and hapa.

¢ No submissions received following judicial conference.

Subsequent Discussions:

e Deputy Chief Judge Fox would like Muatpoko to meet over lunch to discuss issues
anything further that can grow out of a decision and report back.

David Stone and Steve Hirini report back for Muaipoko:

e Both parties want to be on board the same waka.
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

¢ Inclusivity- will continue to offer for all Wai claims to be involved and input.
o Wil file a combined memo before the next JC with an update.

Crown response to Rangitane and Muatpoko:

e Damen Ward refers to sub #3.1.125 stating that there is not a lot to add.

e Muatpoko. The Crown is conscious that ongoing discussions are required,
particularly about the opportunities for Mualpoko to tell their stories through the
OTS.

e The Crown is conscious that Mualpoko has been on the register for some time,
and the Crown is seeking to advance negotiations as it is able to in this area.

¢ As yet there have been no discussions about hearings for next year.

Discussion between Deputy Chief Judge Fox and Mr Hirini:

o Deputy Chief Judge Fox discusses the process of telling stories with Mr Hirini — the
claimants have a desire to explore the hearing process and they want to examine
the approach moving forward. It would be good to have an opportunity regarding
the airing of grievances. MTA will discuss with OTS.

Ms. Thornton:

e There is a concern with airing grievances; telling of stories - holding hearings with
no eventual report is a cause of concern for clients. The right to tell stories and be
heard, and have a report is very important to the clients.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

o #3.1.182 for Wai 56

e Claimants outline that they are of Ngati Tamarangi hapd and Muatpoko iwi and
want to have their claims heard at Kawiu marae in Levin.

Page 13 of 39

21/2/2011




Te Atiawa ki Whakarongatai

Wai | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised

# Roopu

88 Ani Parata and Not Points raised at the judicial conference:
sister represented e Outlines connections to Te Atiawa.

Mrs Parata is speaking for Wai 88, founded by her late husband Te Peehi, formerly
the chairman of Te Atiawa Marae committee.

There are 13 claims over their rohe, plus 2 other relevant claims (Wai 1799 -
airport claim, and Wai 1018 - Mana Wabhine claim).

The claimants don’t have a counsel at this stage, but will form a committee for Wai
88.

Mrs Parata refers to the relationship with Ngati Toa, Wai 89 -‘Whitirea’, which
brings the claimants back to Waikanae. The claim is not about money, but about
leaving a legacy for their mokopuna.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

#3.1.176

All of our rohe is included in this inquiry district.

Hope that all Te Ati Awa/Ngati Awa ki Whakarongotai claims and claimants will
agree to cluster and work together to look after the interests of the iwi.

Claims of Te Ati Awa/Ngati Awa elsewhere and they believe that a great deal of
this research and evidence will be of relevance and benefit to this inquiry.
Would like to meet with CFRT to discuss research.

Would like claims to be heard at Whakarongotai Marae.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu

609 Yvonne Not Hapu Points raised at the judicial conference:
Mitchell- represented e Land was taken under the Public Works Act from Kaihera Takina in 1939. It was
Paraparaumu sold in 1995 by Mr. Williamson. The hapu attempt to bid for the land was denied,
Airport as the nature of the sale meant that one had to be an airport user to bid for the

land, effectively preventing the hapa from bidding on it. It was sold for $1.6 million
to a non-airport user, and then on-sold for $30 million.

This case won't be heard in any courts, and the claimants were offered money to
call the case off. The claimants submit that the Crown corruption is blatant and
obvious and asks what can the Waitangi Tribunal can do for us?

In response to a question from Deputy Chief Judge Fox:

Ms Mitchell is related to the Te Ati Awa claimants of Wai 609, 612, 875, 876, 877
(Paraparaumu Airport Claims).

Crown response:

The airport has been the subject of litigation in the past. Mr Ward will take
instructions and set out the Crown understanding of this matter following the JC.

Submissions received following judicial conference:

#3.1.180 from the Crown

The Crown notes that Wai 609, 612, 876 and 877 contain claims about the
Paraparaumu Airport.

The Crown accepts that there are issues relating to the airport land which are
within the Tribunal’s jurisdiction and which are distinct from any legal questions
that might arise in High Court litigation regarding the Public Works Act 1981.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
1018 | Apihaka Mack Submissions received following judicial conference:
Ngatiawa- o #3.1.171
Ngati Mutunga e Seeks leave to be included in the Wai 2200 District Inquiry.
Hapa ki Kapiti e Wish to be known as Ngatiawa ki Kapiti: currently under the contemporary name of
Te Taku Tai - Te Atiawa ki Whakarongotai.
known as Te e Lists 49 members who have taken the initiative to stand for Te Kotahitanga.
Atiawa ki _ e Advocates for inclusiveness of all claimants and beneficiaries.
Whakarongotai

e Request hearings to be held in Waikanae in neutral facilities, preferably the El
Rancho Christian Conference Centre — a site which has historical significance to
all how whakapapa to our iwi.

o #3.1.189
e Submission requesting names be altered on submission #3.1.171.

e #3.1.190
e Seeking to have names removed from submission #3.1.171.
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Ngati Toa Rangatira

Wai | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised

# Roopu

207 | Matiu Rei Deborah Iwi? Points raised at the judicial conference:
Ngati Toa Edmonds e Mr Rei notes that a mandate has been given to Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira to
Rangatira CEO settle claims.

While Te Runanga is in settlement negotiation, it wishes to actively participate in
this inquiry until a settlement is finalised, and to that effect, will abide by the
Tribunal’s decision in matters of inquiry process and research.

The Crown is trying to do the right thing and to please everyone, but that
sometimes it is not possible to listen to everyone’s point of view.

It is important to note and keep abreast of how relationships and interaction with
Ngati Toa is framed within the context of other claims in this rohe.

Ngati Toa seeks to add evidence from other inquiries, which is related directly to
this area and Ngati Toa as a whole and may be of use, to the Record of Inquiry for
Wai 2200.

No submissions received following judicial conference.

Deputy Chief Judge Fox

Thanked Ngati Toa for their hospitality and stated that on matters of tikanga we will
be ringing people directly if we can, for example change of venue, and if claimant
counsel have an issue with that they are to let Deputy Chief Judge Fox know. Mr
Ward, on behalf of the Crown, has no issues with it.
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Wai | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
# Roopu
Te Hono ki Martin Taylor e As the hapl and iwi represented by Te Hono are not present today, it is preferred
Raukawa that Professor Reedy speak to Professor Winiata directly. He further requests that
matters of Raukawa be dealt with by Raukawa tomorrow, which is agreed to by
Deputy Chief Judge Fox.

e Professor Reedy (after the adjournment)

e Had talks with Professor Winiata on the phone during the afternoon tea break. Ms
Hall requested that the Raukawa members present today desist from any
engagement in discussion this afternoon.

o However, Professor Winiata is happy with the process that is occurring here and
sees no issue with Raukawa claimants making the same statements on both days
of the conference.

Te Hono ki Martin Taylor e OQOutlines who he represents and briefly the role of Te Hono ki Raukawa.
Raukawa

e Deputy Chief Judge Fox

¢ Is pleased to see that time has been allocated to different hapi at the judicial
conference in Otaki tomorrow, however she is disappointed that no consultation
took place.
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Ngati Raukawa

Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised

Roopu
113 Ngati Raukawa | Richard Points raised at the judicial conference:
443 Wai 113 Boast o Professor Boast states with ‘careful precision’ that he is instructed as a barrister
408 Cluster for and on behalf of five Wai numbers: 443, 408, 757, 1932, 113. He acts as a
757 barrister only, and is not leading an opposition to Te Hono. He is here only as
1932 the instructed representative of his clients.

e His instructions are that ‘Raukawa’ in the Waikato wish to be known as just that.

e Mr Chris McKenzie is the chairman of the Raukawa Settlement Trust based at
Tokoroa.

e Wai 408 is to be amended, as Mr Royal no longer wishes to be involved with
this claim.

e Professor Boast notes that a practical procedural problem is that the
Government’s decision to cut off available Wai numbers, has created a finite
capacity. Fixed numbers mean that issues arise around matters of
representation of existing Wai numbers.

e Questions arise about the procedure to be followed tomorrow.

Deputy Chief Judge Fox:

e Instructs Martin Taylor that Professor Boast should not be targeted in any way
when he is following his instructions.

Submissions received following judicial conference

o #3.1.173

e Submit that there should be another judicial conference early in 2011 so that
substantive planning for the inquiry can proceed, including issues of research
and research management.

e Ms Sykes has raised the possibility that this inquiry might be a suitable vehicle
for dealing with the mana wahine claim, which is supported by counsel as this is
one of the last of the major regional inquiries.

113 Ngati Raukawa | Richard Points raised at the judicial conference:
Boast e |wi Nicholson states he is one of the three named claimant for Wai 113 which

was filed for ourselves and to be inclusive for Raukawa ki te Tonga.
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Claimant/
Roopu
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Whatakaraka Davis is now deceased and Te Maharanui Jacobs is not well and

wants to be relieved of duties.

Research was conducted some years ago, but was stopped when CFRT

funding dried up. Since then, other claims have been made, and Te Hono set

up to manage them. Richard Boast and Kensington Swan represent all the

claims clustered with 113 (443, 408, 757, 1932).

Mr. Nicholson contests the following points from previous memoranda:

e Memo of 29" November 2011 (#3.1.136) - Te Hono expressed concern that
Ngati Toa would dominate proceedings should the JC be held there.
Perhaps Raukawa is afraid that Ngati Toa will behave as Raukawa did at
the first JC. He is dealing with wero from that event.

e Memo of 8" December 2011 (#3.1.139) Waari Carkeek claimed that Iwi
Nicholson manages Ngéati Toa claim. This is not true; he is one of the
negotiators for this claim. He resigned as convenor of Raukawa claims
committee to avoid potential issues of conflict.

e Another inaccuracy from the memo concerned the Plimmerton Boat Club
which was not the location of the redoubt in question.

Mr. Nicholson asserts that he has no conflict of interest and that the fuss,

particularly concerning the location of hui, is nonsense.

443

Ngati Raukawa

Richard
Boast

Points raised at the judicial conference:
Chris McKenzie:

Raukawa world as Raukawa in the north see it, we call ourselves Raukawa
whereby our whanaunga in the south called themselves Raukawa ki te Tonga,
but together we are Raukawa.

There has always been, and still is much crossover and travelling between the
two Raukawa factions. A verbal arrangement is in place about how to maintain
relationship and division between north and south. The northern Raukawa
considers communication between the two as important to update the south and
ensure they are happy with the progress being made in the North.

North came today to be of use in terms of research and to ensure their interests
are protected.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
e They came also to ask permission from the whanaunga here today before they
formally request to participate in the Inquiry. They have land interests here, but
wish to steer clear of the sensitive issues that are internal to Raukawa ki te
Tonga.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
1944 | Ngati Eve Rongo Hapu Points raised at the judicial conference:
Hinemata- Te ¢ Ngati Hinemata is one of the hapi who have gone between the Waikato and
Kenehi Taina this rohe; subsequently they have land interests and whanau in both areas.
Their people are part of the Kingitanga, and are here to support Chris
McKenzie.
e Hopes that Raukawa can organise themselves under the runanga, as Ngati Toa
has done.
e No submissions received following judicial conference.
2197 | Oma Heitia Annette Individual Points raised at the judicial conference:
(absent) Sykes e Ms Heitia wishes to take a watching brief.

e She expresses dissatisfaction at the split in the iwi leadership and urges unity
among Ngati Raukawa ki te Tonga, and cessation of the disparaging comments
about lawyers and the elderly- to remember that the enemy is the Crown.

e No submissions received following judicial conference.
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Te Kotahitanga Cluster

Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu

1482 | Te Dr. Gilling Points raised at the judicial conference:

1641 | Kotahitanga e Dr Gilling completely endorses Professor Boast’s submission as they apply to

784 Cluster him as well (although not the Wai 113 issues). He is not seeking an opposition

972 mandate, and seeks only to act as instructed by his clients.

2031 e Dr Gilling seeks re-consideration on Wai 1641 Turakina Girls’ College Claim; as
said in submissions it is not a mana wahine claim but an educational one. It
involves discrete and specific grievances located wholly within this inquiry
district and any mana wahine issues are purely incidental, due to the nature of
the school.

1482 Points raised at the judicial conference:

Richard Orzecki: Wai 1482

Ngati Wehiwehi is part of Te Runanga o Raukawa.

Ngati Wehiwehi has close ties with Te Kotahitanga cluster - Wallace Whanau,
Whanaunga o Kauwhata, and also with Raukawa from the north. Te
Kotahitanga was not set up to exclude anyone, or to act in competition with
anyone (including Te Hono), but with the aim of moving our Wai numbers
forward.

Rainey Collins is the legal counsel for some Te Kotahitanga members. They
are used sparingly as the claimants prefer to drive the process. Therefore,
comments against Rainey Collins are taken as a reflection on the claimants.

Mr Orzecki is very dismayed that the location of the conference was changed,
especially given the treatment at last judicial conference at Raukawa Marae. He
prefers neutral venues where claimants feel safe to discuss their claims, and
would prefer that people are happy to speak from their hearts at Tribunal
events. He doesn’t want people to feel how they felt after the last JC.

Te Hono has no association with Ngati Wehiwehi. Te Kotahitanga and Ngati
Wehiwehi have issued invitations to work together with Te Hono but these
invitations have been declined by Te Hono. Te Hono cannot speak on behalf of
Ngati Wehiwehi.
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Submissions received following judicial conference:

No specified tribal groups have the authority to represent Ngati Wehiwehi.
Claimants request that they be able to present their claim to the Tribunal as
Ngati Wehiwehi and part of a roopu called Te Kotahitanga.

Claimants request they be provided with the opportunity to present their
submissions on inquiry planning.

Claimants argue that they are an iwi in their own right.

Wai 1482 have already made submissions on inquiry planning (#3.1.112) and
wish to add that they would prefer to work with the Te Kotahitanga roopu in
pursuit of claimant specific research.

Counsel request clarification re: Nga Korero Tuku Iho processes and also
discrete remedy hearings.

Ngati Wehiwehi would prefer that they hearings occur regionally.

784
972

Dr Gilling?

Points raised at the judicial conference:
Rodney Graham (784) and Edward Penetito (972)

Mr Graham and Mr Penetito commend the Deputy Chief Judge Fox for allowing
Muatpoko to speak together, as it is beneficial. They regret that Raukawa and
Kauwhata don’t communicate properly and that people are trying to stop others
from speaking. Te Kotahitanga has never rejected anyone: they have
relationships with other hapi claims and are open to all relationships.

They feel aggrieved that they went through the process in the late 1990s,
apparently to no avail. At the time there was an almost unanimous consensus
to put the claims in despite talk from a group called ‘Kaitiaki’ that Kauwhata had
no claims. The people trying to stop Kauwhata now are these same people. The
Kauwhata claim was the sole claim for that group for 10 years whereby others
filed theirs at the last minute in 2008.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
2031 Dr Gilling? Points raised at the judicial conference:
Simon Austin: descendants of James Howard Wallace
e After discussions with family, it is apparent that resources are needed for
research. They want to work with CFRT and the Waitangi Tribunal.
e The Wallace whanau wish to present their claim to Tribunal, and do not want
their claim to be filtered out by ‘some other organisation.’
e The claimants are aligned with Te Kotahitanga and NOT with Te Hono.
977 Ngati Dominic Hapu Points raised at the judicial conference:
Hikitanga -Te | Wilson o Ngati Hikitanga — descendants of Te Paea and a Ngati Raukawa sub-tribe
Paea e Itis important that Counsel have a limited role in proceedings.
e Error noted in #3.1.151, para. 2: Tupuna name, should read ‘Rangiuria
Kipihana’.
o Support of Te Kotahitanga cluster’'s submissions.
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Mana Wahine Issues:

Wai # | Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Dr.

Ward - Crown:

Wai 1641: It is up to the Waitangi Tribunal to distinguish its process, but ought
not to reconsider the direction. Could potentially be dealt with in some future
inquiry.

Annette Sykes:

Has already made a long submission re this matter in the Taihape inquiry. She
would ask for reconsideration of the mana wahine claim. The issues are not
generic and form a specific role in this inquiry as a contemporary claim.

There is no funding for generic claims and CFRT has not provided funding in
other inquiry districts to research these issues.

. Gilling:

Supports Ms. Sykes’ korero.

Notes the difficulty and impossibility to get funding.

This is an educational claim, and as such, any mana wahine issues are purely
incidental.

Wai 1707 Ms Poananga’s (mana wahine) claim covers different issues.

. Ward - Crown

Dr. Ward’s understanding is that The Tribunal has said that it is considering the
possibility of a mana wahine inquiry. That is the origin of the direction for parties
to consider their position as like Te Reo inquiry and Wai 262, a mana wahine
claim can address structural issues and produce quite a powerful body of
jurisprudence and reports that are of great use to the Crown and give great
power to the claimants. For those reasons the Crown suggested that these
claims can fall outside this district inquiry and be treated separately.
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Environmental Concerns

Wai

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Dr Ward supports discussions that were held at the Taihape JC and he accepts
that there is benefit to having a joint research proposal for environmental issues
with the Taihape inquiry. Crown supports a coordinated approach with this
inquiry and Taihape because the interests span both districts. There is the
possibility of joint hearings on this matter and he appreciates that both are in
the start up phase of inquiries.

Ngati Hinemanu,
Ngati Paki

Annette
Sykes

Ngati Hinemanu’s and Ngati Paki’s identities are very much linked to the waterways
and the claimants can only conceive of a holistic approach to the Rangitikei River.
There may be some merit in a coordinated approach and joint hearings strategy
between Taihape and PKM.

There is a divergence of opinion on korero tuku iho. It is very useful if the
claimants have access to research or funding for research prior to hui, but
creates disparity and disadvantages for those groups which have not had the
same access to funding.

Environmental issues are important including ownership of water rights,
environmental court hearings re the RMA and relationships with water.

Deputy Chief Judge Fox:

There are a large number of hapt who are affected by this and | would like to
allow time for consultation in relation to Rangitikei River.

She welcomes written submissions on this issue from those affected.
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Research - CEFRT

Wai | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
# Roopu
Daniel Phillips Relationship CFRT are working actively with claimants.
Manager His role is to assist claimants to become clients of CFRT.
We must have clients before we can fund research.
Dr Ashley Gould #3.1.170

CFRT has had relationship meetings with all groups presenting today apart from
Te Atiawa ki Rongotai.

The Trust commissioned a Research Assistant Programme, which conducted a
collection of useful documents exercise. There were two research scoping
reports: Taihape and Manawata.

Some submissions are contrary to CFRT policy. CFRT is fairly supportive of the
standard new approach - a conventional process fine by board. Te Hono’s
proposals would need to go to the board.

Research on the ground could start three months after we approve client status
for a group in the inquiry. Ongoing relationships with TMI, Ngati Toa, Ngati Apa
and MTA.

MTA hearing’s raise dual funding issues which cannot be answered
immediately. There was research conducted for Muadpoko in 1994, but the
Tribunal decided to call off hearings in this district and CFRT stopped funding
as there was no anticipated hearing.

CFL lands under Himatangi forests, held at Wananga, need to negotiate access
to that.

Completed client status for Te Hono ki Raukawa likely to be in first quarter of
2011.

Dr Gould is to respond with CFRT view to process proposed by Deputy Chief
Judge Fox by 22 Dec 2010.

Deputy Chief Judge Fox

Asks Dr Gould to review her proposed inquiry process (#2.5.18) dated 3 Dec
2010 raises any issues from a CFRT perspective.
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Day Two Judicial Conference Te Wananga o Raukawa Otaki 14 December 2010

Wai | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
# Roopu
Professor e Welcome and introduced Te Waari Carkeek.
Winiata
Te Waari e Outlined the history of the Wananga.
Carkeek e Represents the 25 representatives of the 25 hapu that make up the Rinanga o

Raukawa.

Hare Arapere

Ngati Pikiahu/
Te Reureu

Points raised at the judicial conference:

e Acting chair of Te Hono ki Raukawa and an original member of the council.

e Clarified the purpose and function of the coalition of Te Hono: Te Iwi of Te
Reureu, Ngati Kauwhata, Ngati Raukawa.

e Te Hono was formed in 2008 to progress treaty claim settlements.

e The kaupapa, structure, mandate and future of Te Hono were presented at the
last judicial conference.

e The kaupapa of Te Hono has not changed since then and since the last judicial
conference the kaupapa has grown in support, energy and personnel.

e Hapu are the drivers of tribal society and hapi also drive the claims process.

e The structure of Te Hono reflects the traditions of unity under Raukawatanga
which support and facilitate the progression of claims to settlement.

e Te Hono will cease to exist when the all the claims are complete.

e The mandate of the leadership groups is to weave together a united, tribal,
comprehensive strategic plan to build hapiu capacity and advance claims.

e The timeline of Te Hono hui and events was outlined and it was explained that
Te Hono is continuing to meet with hapi to gain support.

e There is ongoing relationship building between Te Hono and key groups
including OTS, TPK, CLO and also with key policy makers including Sharples,
Finlayson, Powell, Turia and Te Heuheu.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
Sir Taihakurei Points raised at the judicial conference:
Durie o Refer #3.1.157.

It is important to Te Hono that the Tribunal adopt the right type of process rather
than expecting Te Hono to slot in to what has gone before.

Te Hono do need to be heard and that process is going to take time.

There is no such thing as a neutral venue in Aotearoa and a pakeha venue is a
hostile environment.

Different results are achieved depending on where you sit.

What we would like is for the Tribunal to go around each of our marae so that
each has their chance to tell their own story.

Wai 113 is obviously held for the hapd of Raukawa. It was filed on behalf of all
iwi and hapi and covers everybody,

The runanga has acted to regain control of Wai 113 by asking that it be vested
in the Tumuaki for the time being.

The Registrar has misread the Guide to Practice and Procedure of the Waitangi
Tribunal with regards to changing named claimants for Wai 113.

A unified and co-ordinated approach to claim management on behalf of hapu
and iwi is consistent with Raukawa tradition.

UNDRIP is the most significant document on Maori rights since the Treaty of
Waitangi.

Te Hono feels strongly that the Tribunal’s current practice of operating through
clusters of lawyers is wrong in principle, highly divisive and destructive of Maori
policy and culture.

Te Hono proposes a Tribunal Ombudsman and an independent advisor.

Te Hono favours a comprehensive inquiry which will allow hapa to be heard and
have their claims properly researched. Large generic claims would be heard at
a central location after which the Tribunal would travel to meet with hapa.

Te Hono would establish a body comprised of hapi representatives to assist in
the management of local claims.

Te Hono proposed a joint working party for research with members sourced
from various entities including Te Hono, CFRT, Waitangi Tribunal and the
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

Crown.
e Submissions received following judicial conference:
o #3.1.185

e Te Hono will continue its programme of consulting with hapi and hapu
representatives, in accordance with its contract with CFRT, through January
and early February, and will report thereon to the Tribunal.

e Te Hono will liaise with the runanga, Te Whakahoutanga and Mr Nicholson to
foster an agreed outcome.

e Te Hono will also liaise with Mr Rodney Graham in relation to Ngati Kauwhata.
Sir Taihakurei met with Mr Graham on 18 December 2010 and Sir Taihakurei is
hopeful about future co-operation.

e Te Hono Council wishes to explore ways whereby Counsel may be constrained.

o #3.1.187

e Te Hono is proposing that Professor Winiata is the person that the Tribunal may
refer to on issues of venue and timing for conferences and hearings within the
Raukawa rohe.

e #3.1.188

e The Crown asserts that the Tribunal recommend what CFRT may fund. Te
Hono Council dispute that this is correct in law and wish to be heard on the
point.

e The Crown submission raises serious concerns about the capacity of the Crown
representatives to comprehend a bicultural approach to the management of
hearings. We submit that we are prejudiced in appearing before the Tribunal
because we have to push uphill against Crown mono-cultural assumptions.

e We therefore repeat our earlier submission (#3.1.133, para 5) that the Tribunal
recommends to the Minister of Maori Affairs and the Attorney General that a
statesmanlike person be appointed to lead the Crown team.

e Alternatively Te Hono seeks a Tribunal directed meeting under the conduct of
Professor Reedy between Te Hono and the Crown so that matters can be
discussed face to face and greater understanding might be obtained.
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

113

Iwi Nicholson

Points raised at the judicial conference:

Ngati Toa was disappointed that Ngati Raukawa did not attend the judicial
conference in Porirua.

Mr Nicholson discussed his view of Wai 113 claim and reiterates the points he
made on Day One of the judicial conference about his involvement with Ngati
Toa etc.

If the Waitangi Tribunal decides that Mr Nicholson is to be removed or replaced
on the Wai 113 claim he will abide by that decision.

Chris
Mackenzie

Points raised at the judicial conference:

Explained that whakapapa and whanaungatanga relationship with Ngati
Raukawa ki te Tonga.
Refer to notes from Day One.

Turoa Royal

Points raised at the judicial conference:

Refer to #3.1.158

Gave the background to Te Wananga o Raukawa.

Discussed the present day research activities being conducted at the Wananga
and also the research requirements of both undergraduate and post graduate
students. Also described the institutional level research that is conducted at the
Wananga.

Te Wananga o Raukawa is the rightful place to house the research that will be
prepared to support the claims of this area.

Rachael Selby

Points raised at the judicial conference:

Refer to #3.1.159

Discussed the research strategy of Te Hono and their desire to conduct their
own research.

Recommending an iwi-centred approach to research led by iwi researchers who
have affiliations within Raukawa.

Te Hono has developed a research strategy which will be supported by
researchers from Te Wananga o Raukawa, Massey University and the iwi.

The research framework would incorporate indigenous rights, hapd and iwi
relationships and relationships with the land.
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Wai #

Claimant/
Roopu

Counsel

Points Raised

113

Iwi Nicholson

Professor
Boast

Points raised at the judicial conference:

Appreciated the generous allocation of time to speak.

Refer to notes from Day One.

Discussed his position with Kensington Swan and the strict distinction they
maintain. He does not represent Ngati Toa. The only time he has represented
both Ngati Toa and Ngati Raukawa was for the Foreshore and Seabed
Commission in 2003-04.

Wai 113 — he feels the underlying cause of the problem is the government’s
decision to cut off the ability of people to file Wai claims meaning that numbers
have become a finite category. He suggests Te Hono might like to file formal
submissions on the meaning of the rule (referred to by Sir Taihakurei) and how
it was interpreted and then the Tribunal can decide on the next step.

Strongly supports the joint working party for research and would like to discuss
the composition of such a group at a future judicial conference.

Professor Boast hopes that the scheduling of the judicial conference over two
days in two different venues is not going to set a precedent. He states that it is
better at one place where everyone can meet together but understands that
there have been special circumstances in this instant.

Subsequent Discussion

Deputy Chief Judge Fox discussed the right of the Tribunal to contact iwi
directly on matters of tikanga and stated that there will be times when she will
call people directly.

113

Professor Reedy discusses the division that is apparent relating to Wai 113. He
advocates unity amongst Raukawa and hopes they can find a common ground.
Whata Winiata responds to Professor Reedy and discusses the importance of
Kotahitanga and the damage that can be created when there is a division. He
states he is optimistic that Raukawa can come to an agreement over Wai 113.
Deputy Chief Judge Fox asked if there was a possibility of joint claimants on
Wai 113 or if there is room on other claims that are already with Te Hono to
amend their claims to include the hapi who have not so far been able to
coalesce under a Wai number.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
¢ |wi Nicholson states that Raukawa must be the ones to resolve the issue.
e Annette Sykes expressed concern that Wai 113 seems to be elevated above
other claims within Raukawa.
¢ lwi states that when things are sorted out within Te Whakahoutanga they
probably will unite.
e Sir Taihakurei understands the call for unity but wants Raukawa to be able to fix
the Wai 113 issues themselves.
e Judge Fox states that they now have an understanding of the Wai 113 issues
and the discussion is finished.
CFRT Dr. Gould
e CFRT is aware of Te Hono’s proposal for research and the Trust can offer to
put to the Board a strategy paper setting out a series of proposals which would
include the Waitangi Tribunal’s proposed research, Te Hono’s
recommendations and also CFRT staff recommendations.
Crown - Dr. Ward
e Little further to add as Crown position outlined in submission #3.1.125 although
he needs to seek instruction on some issues. Ultimately it is the Crown’s
concern that to ensure the process is fair and complies with the law as
determined by the Tribunal statute. He seeks clarification re the research
working group.
Sir Taihakurei
e Responds to Dr Ward re Whakarongotai (have not heard back from them) and
Mualpoko and says if those groups want research to include them that is okay
with Te Hono.
Paula Maree Pikiahu/ e Hapu stems from origins including Tainui, Ngati Raukawa and Tuwharetoa.
Paranihi Waewae e Supports Wai 113 being under Te Runanga o Raukawa.
651 Turoa Karatea | Dominic Te Reureu o Referto #3.1.155 and #3.1.155(a).
Wilson e Supports Te Hono ki Raukawa and their processes.

Recommends that Te Hono and Wai 113 get together to sort out their issues.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
¢ Ngati Waewae have participated in three inquiry districts in the central North
Island to date.
1872 | Hare Arapere Ngati Pikiahu o Referto #3.1.160.
e He could not attend Takapuwahia marae yesterday due to work commitments.
e He supports Te Hono and also the research paper of Rachel Selby.
Roimata Olsen Nga Kaitiakio | e Referto #3.1.161.
Ngati e Supports Te Hono and believes they best support Nga Kaitiaki o Ngati
Kauwhata Kauwhata’s interests.
e Discusses the formation of Nga Kaitiaki o Ngati Kauwhata Inc.
o Object to Mr Gilling being appointed as Counsel for Ngati Kauwhata.
John Cribb e Ngati Kauwhata is an iwi in its own right but has joined with the runanga in
Jack Te Hani some operational aspects.
e Supports Te Hono.
¢ Inthe absence of Dennis Emery Ngati Kauwhata endorse our claim being
worked through with Te Hono.
e Want to move their claims along; they do not want to pass them on to the next
generation.
1660, Atareta Ngati e Contemporary claims for Kauwhata.
2032, Poananga Kauwhata
2199,
1729,
2261,
1936
Oriana Paewai o Refer #3.1.162
e Supports the purpose approach and activities of Te Hono.
972 Rod Graham Ngati e Memo of understanding with Raukawa Settlement Trust and Ngati Haua.
784 Kauwhata e Concern that if they join Te Hono that they cannot go back up north as they

have interests in other parts of the country and strong connections in the
Manawata.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
George Ngati e Ngati Manomano is a new hapi of Ngati Raukawa.
Kereama Manomano e Hap follows the approach of Te Hono.
e They have trust and respect for lwi Nicholson who opened their marae.
618 Ted Ngati Te Au e Feels that they need to slow down the process to uphold the mana of the
Devonshire people.
Haydon Turoa e Discusses the Manawati River and their concerns about river management.
Te Meera Hemi Te Ngati e Gives unanimous support to Te Hono.
Hines Nahu Whakatere e Supports Kotahitanga of iwi.
1944 | Te Kenehi Bryan Ngati e Support Rangitikei River research and wants it extended to include the
Taina Gilling? Hinemata Manawatd River as that is an important river to them.
e Supports Mana Wahine claim.
Mereana Selby Ngati e Refer#3.1.163
Pareraukawa | e Have not instructed legal counsel.
e Supports Te Hono ki Raukawa and will work in cooperation with them.
Robert Kuiti Ngati Kikopiri | ¢  Supports the process put forward by Te Hono ki Raukawa.
Larry Parr Ngati e Supports mana enhancing solutions.
Hikitanga e Support the idea of uniting and considers this is important so they can progress
together.
e Suggests adding Whatarangi Winiata and Sir Taihakurei names to the Wai 113
claim.
Sean Ogden Ngati e States the views of Ngati Tukorehe.
Tukorehe
Hopehuia Ngati Refer #3.1.165.
Hakaraia Wehiwehi A hapu of Ngati Toa, Raukawa and Kauwhata.

Whatakaraka Davis was our leader.

Involved with all organisations in Ngati Raukawa and we will continue to
acknowledge our involvement.

e Do not understand the raruraru as at the end of the day we are all one.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
e Part of Te Kotahitanga cluster group.
1482 | Ropata Te Roopuo Te | ¢ We have signed a memo with the Raukawa Trust Board.
Murutanga Kotahitanga e Supports the use of neutral venues so that issues can be discussed without
prejudice.
e He questions the intentions of Te Hono as they have asked to meet but others
have declined.
1630 | Hetia Raureti Ngati e Support the claims of the hapd and iwi of the region who have spoken today.
Kapumana- e Concerned that the issues have been laid out for all to see.
whiti e Trusts both groups involved with Wai 113 — Te Hono and also the ones driving
113 — and thinks they should focus on the road ahead for Raukawa.
256 Reupene Ngati Kapu e Te ahi ka o Otaki.
267 Waaka e Ourtuakana Te Waari gave a sanitised version of some of our history and |
disagree with his version.
e Te Waari is my colleague in these claims.
e As yet we have not instructed counsel but will be ready to go when the time
comes.
e Do not support Te Hono.
¢ Minutes of Raukawa ki te Tonga meeting were presented (#3.1.169) outlining a
meeting held 12 Feb 1990 re: the lodging of Wai 113.
Caleb Royal Ngati Pare e Supports Te Hono and the research paper submitted by Rachel Selby.
e Believes Wai 113 belongs to the runanga.
Nellie Carkeek Ngati Koroki e Supports Te Hono and does not support any other party.
Elizabeth Cook Katihiku Marae | ¢ Supports Te Hono and also the research paper submitted by Rachel Selby.
Peter Ngati e Supports looking at this history of Wai 113 and feels the claim should be with
Richardson Parewaha- the runanga.
waha
1764 | John Te Hiwi Te Mateawa o #3.1.164
Junior hapu e Claimants wish to have claims heard by Tribunal and will work with other

claimants in a collaborative manner to address common issues.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu

1491 | Eugene Woodward Submissions received following judicial conference:
Henare and Law e #3.1.183
the owners of e Mr Henare believes that Mualpoko Iwi (including Hokio A) should have its
the Hokio A issues deal with discretely, through a hearing process, in its own rohe on its
Trust own marae.

e Mr Henare considers that the Muatpoko Tribal Authority could be an
appropriate body to represent their interests if there is agreement between
parties involved.

2167 | Te Heke Tavake Individual Submissions received following judicial conference:
McKinnon Afeaki e #3.1.184

e The claimants’ interests as uri of Ngati Kauwhata should be protected and
advanced by participation within the Waitangi Tribunal’s Hearing process.

e As an individual Te Heke McKinnon should not be prevented from having his
day in court.

1618 | Nga Hapu o Kahui Legal Submissions received following judicial conference:
Himatangi o #3.1.172

e Claimants support the research proposal of Te Hono ki Raukawa (#3.1.159).

e Claimants support a co-ordinated research approach to the Rangitikei River that
would cover both the Porirua ki Manawatt Inquiry District and the Taihape
Inquiry District.

e Claimants support the proposition that Wai 113 is a united Ngati Raukawa claim
and support the interested parties moving working together to find a way
forward.

e Claimants support Ngati Whakatere being recognised as an iwi in its own right.

e Claimants support the participation of Te Atiawa ki Whakarongotai.

Subsequent Discussion

1872 | Ngati Pikihau/ | Bernadette e Made a submission at the Taihape Judicial Conference re Rangitikei River and
Waewae Arapere Ngati Pikiahu. Seeking a holistic approach relating to Rangitikei River as it goes

through both inquiry districts.
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Wai # | Claimant/ Counsel Points Raised
Roopu
Crown Dr Ward e The Crown supports this approach with regards to Rangitikei River and will
make further submissions.
2167 | Ngati Tavake ¢ Ngati Kauwhata will endeavour to work with Ngati Kauwhata and other counsel.
Kauwhata Afeaki He urges Tribunal to allow as best able underlying fairness to be applied in this
process to allow balance to be struck between tikanga o te tipuna and the law to
balance tensions.
Moana e Spoke yesterday and put case forward for Ngati Rangatahi.
Sinclair
Steven e Who is the Crown? Hapu, whanau and iwi — lawyers don’t take up majority of
Potter time — Te lwi Whanui — prepared to work collaboratively with hapt and if
necessary one counsel.
Annette e Watching brief support holistic approach to river etc. Collaborative approach on
Sykes research. Hinemanu Paki — particularised issues of claim — not adverse to
independent counsel — not understood by claimants.
Crown Dr Ward e Will be seeking instruction on Manawatt River and the co-ordination of the

Ohakea Reserves.

e Research reports will require input from a range of technical experts, plus
historians and witnesses, alongside evidence from other claimant groups.

e Who is the Crown? Local government etc. Legal issues and tribunal jurisdiction
- we need to consider the extent of Crown.

Interlocutories:
e Positional statement of claim — particularisation of statements of claim —
time and resources from everyone involved.
e SOI — more relevant to hearings.
e At hearing stage detailed pleadings are not what guides the hearings.
e Strike a balance in the way in which parties state the issues — Crown will
need to be clear.
Process:
e Proposed Waitangi Tribunal process — need to seek instructions and
consider submissions.
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Crown research/evidence:

Crown not yet decided on evidence.

Current research programmes relate to claimants, CFRT and Waitangi
Tribunal, not the Crown.

Crown will commission its own evidence taking into account CFRT
programme.

We will provide regular updates on Crown evidence, progress and
decisions.
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