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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL 

 

 
1. During Hearing week 5 at Waimiha Marae, counsel notified the Tribunal of 

a request from Crown counsel seeking to have the names of the teachers 

identified in the Briefs of Evidence of Harry Kereopa1 and Huia Wheto2 

removed.3 

 

2. By Memorandum of Directions dated 27 May 20134 the Presiding Officer 

requested Crown Counsel to file submissions regarding how the 

identification of particular teachers or schools breaches the principles of 

natural justice and why these references should be removed. 

 
3. Crown counsel made submissions by Memorandum dated 28 June 20135, 

6 September 20136 and 30 September 20137. 

 
4. In his Directions dated 17 April 20148, the presiding officer concluded that 

there was:  

 
“...no proper basis for the Tribunal to direct that the names of 

individuals (Crown officers, employees and delegates or otherwise) be 

excised from briefs of evidence. As far as the Waimiha teachers are 

concerned, if Mr Melvin and Mr Naden agree that those names should 

be excised, then that may occur.”9 

 

5. Counsel confirms that Mr Melvin and Mr Naden have agreed that the 

names of the respective teachers be excised from the respective briefs of 

evidence and files the same accordingly. 

 

6. Since the filing of his evidence, Mr Kereopa sadly passed away. Counsel 

has been instructed by the remaining claimant, Mr Kereopa’s daughter 

Evelyn, to extract the teachers name from the evidence. 

 
7. Counsel has also been instructed by Ms Huia Wheto to extract the 

teachers name from her evidence. 

 

8. Counsel therefore respectfully seeks leave to have the following 

documents struck from the claim record of inquiry: 

 

a) Wai 898, # L14, Brief of Evidence of R (Harry) Kereopa 

                                                           
1
 Wai 898, #L14 

2
 Wai 898, #L15 

3
 Wai 898, #4.1.11, p 339 

4
 Wai 898, # 2.6.25, para 2.17 

5
 Wai 898, #3.3.258 

6
 Wai 898, #3.3.353 

7
 Wai 898, #3.3.401 

8
 Wai 898, # 2.6.65 

9
 Ibid, para 2.25 
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b) Wai 898, # L14(a), Amended Brief of Evidence of R (Harry 

 Kereopa) 

c) Wai 898, #L15, Brief of evidence of Huia Wheto 

d) Wai 898, #L15(a) Response of H Wheto to questions of the 

 Crown. 

 

and, that they be replaced in accordance with the following: 

 

a) Document #L14 and #L14(a) be replaced with the “Amended Brief 

of Evidence of Harry Kereopa” enclosed. 

b) Document #L15 be replaced with the “Amended Brief of Evidence 

of Huia Wheto” enclosed. 

c) Document #L15(a) be replaced with the “Amended Appendix A - 

Huia Wheto” enclosed. 

 
 

DATED at Auckland this 22nd day of August 2014 
 

   
      
Siaosi Loa   
Counsel   




