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Written questions for Ms Titewhai Harawira (Wai 1040, #130(a})

1. At paragraph 18 you state that even though you were “fluent in the Ngapuhi dialect” you were

expected to learn Te Reo Maori from a male teacher.
a. Was this teacher teaching the Ngapuhi dialect?
b. If not, was this a factor in your refusal to learn from him?

c. Do you wish to comment on the importance of retaining the Ngapuhi dialect for Ngati
Hau?

2. Do you consider the fact that a man was the Te Reo teacher “at an all-girls school where all the
rest of the staff were female” to be a result of the Crown’s failure to recognise and protect mana

wahine?

3. At paragraph 37 of your evidence you state that “the Native Land Court often interpreted

customary practices to suit the Crown’s agenda.”
a. Are you able to provide further information about this?
b. For example, are you referring to individualised title?
c. If so, what effects do you think that individualised title has had on Ngati Hau?

4. At paragraph 41 you state that “This ‘migration policy’ has been portrayed as Maori choosing to
improve their lot.” Also, at paragraph 10 of your evidence you noted that you and your husband
were “part of the forced relocation or urban drift to the city of Auckland. We left our tupuna

whenua and went in search of employment in Auckland.”
a. Are you able to expand on why you have used the term “forced relocation™?

b. Are you able to provide further information on whether there was sufficient and suitable

employment in or around the Ngati Hau rohe when you shifted to Auckland?

c. Inyour opinion, what is the employment situation like today for Ngati Hau in and around

their ancestral whenua?

5. At paragraph 42 of your evidence you state that those who remained living on their ancestral
whenua “were considered to have lower living standards and not desirable for the purposes of
life in urban areas.”
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a. Who considered that the living standards at home were lower?

b. Are you able to clarify what these “lower living standards” may include? For example,
were standards of housing, education, employment and healthcare being compared to
what was available in urban areas?

c. Are you able to provide further information regarding the effects that urbanisation has

had on those Ngati Hau who have remained on their lands?

d. Are you able to provide further information regarding the effects that urbanisation has

had on those Ngati Hau who have shifted to urban centres?

6. In respect of paragraphs 44 and 45, do you perceive a difference between “integration” and

“assimilation”?

a. Are you able to expand upon why you consider that neither integration nor assimilation
were ideal for Ngati Hau?

b. What, if any, have the effects of these integration and assimilation policies had on Ngati
Hau?

7. At paragraphs 60-62 of your evidence you discuss rating. In your opinion, was the rating regime
fair to Ngati Hau?

8. You discuss mining on Puhipuhi at paragraphs 68-70 of your evidence.

a. Inrespect of the mining which has taken place in the past, are you able to provide any
further details or examples about how mining on Puhipuhi has affected the health of
Ngati Hau?

b. Interms of the proposed mining, in your opinion has Ngati Hau been adequately

consulted with?

c. Do you perceive there to be any possible benefits (economic or otherwise) which may

result from any future mining on Puhipuhi?

d. What are your concerns with any further mining taking place on Puhipuhi?
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