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MAY IT PLEASE THE TRIBUNAL

1. These are the closing submissions of Ms Bessie Jane Thocolich (“The Claimant™)

named claimant for registered claim Wai 2102. The claimant states she is the great
granddaughter of Manganui Ngaamo*, her descendents upon whom she brings this

claim.

Central to this claim is the Rangitoto A60B block of Waikato. More specifically the
rohe of this claim is Rangitoto-Tuhua 60, Te Akau, Te Kopua, Te Rape and
Whaanga®. It was relayed on the claimant by the Maori Land Court® that this block of
land was changed from Maori land to General land and undertaking of further
research provided that the land was taken because of gorse and nobody occupied the
block.

The Claim

3. This claim was filed by the claimant because of the maemae from Crown actions or

the lack thereof. Because of the lack of consultation or mere acknowledgement by
Crown entities to the claimant regarding this block it suggests to the claimant and her
whanau that the Crown wanted the land so they can carry on building their road as

they soon sold to pakeha after their road was pushed through®.

This claim involves the demoralization of Maori with the following breaches by the

Crown:

a. Failure to actively protect the claimant’s lands and those of the claimant hapu,
to the fullest extent practicable so long as they wished to retain them;

b. Failure to act reasonably and with the utmost good faith towards their Treaty
partner by establishing succession laws which recognise the importance of the

claimants and their descendant’s connection to their ancestral lands;
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c. Failure to provide good governance and equality in treatment and to actively
acknowledge claimant’s tino rangatiratanga as well as protect the claimants

Whanaungatanga.

5. The block of concern in this claim was dealt with comprehensively by our learned
friends at Rainey Collins, Counsels E Rongo & P Johnston, who represent the
interests of Mrs Glennis Ngawai Rawiri named claimant for Wai 1824.

6. In the interests of non-repetition and time, Mrs Glennis Ngawai Rawiri & the claimant
have agreed that their analogous claim seeks the same outcome and therefore
Counsels have discussed and concurred that the claimant for Wai 2102 adopt the

generic closing submissions of Wai 1824.

7. Counsels submit their full acknowledgement and acceptance of Counsel for Wai 1824
Submissions and rely on their legal submissions in relation to Rangitoto A60B block
specifically. Counsels rely on Counsel submissions regarding the specific relief

sought as they are one and the same.

Dated at Auckland this 2th Day of October 2014

Yashveen Singh / Justine Patea

Claimant Counsels





