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Tenakoe,

Submission on National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry

Hikurangi Takiwa Trust is a charitable trust representing a collective of hapa and pa —
Whareponga, Kariaka, Hiruharama, Te Aowera, Penu (Rongoitekai) and Te Pahou
(Rongohaere) —with atakiwa (tribal estate) covering approximately 30,000 hectares
bounded by Waipiro Bay, Hikuranga Maunga and Ruatoria. The purpose of the Trust
isto enable whanau to act collaboratively and respond collectively to issues affecting
hapu and to promote Mana Atua, Mana Whenua, Mana M oana, Mana Tangata, Mana
Matauranga and Mana Reo of hapu.

Terohengatipuna o Hikurangi refers to the hapu and whanau territories of Te
Aitanga A Mate, Te Aowera, Te Whanau A Rakairoa, Te Whanau A Hinekehu, Te
Whanau A Kapohanga A Rangi, Te Whanau A Rongohaere, Te Whanau A
Rongoitekai and Te Awe Mapara. These being the hapu claimed by nga uri me nga
whanau o enel pa.






No case madefor NES

Plantation forest establishment has long been an important tool for soil erosion
control. Once planted in plantation forest the land remains vulnerable to disturbance,
and plantation forestry on steep and erosion prone hill country involves landscape
disturbance activities that can be on alarge scale, unlike any other land use. Clearfell
harvesting affects biodiversity and re-introduces erosion risks similar to, and in some
cases more extreme than, grassland for a number of years. Existing rulesin Gisborne
District Council’s statutory RMA plans are adequate to manage adverse effects. They
are operative rules that have been agreed by the community, including forestry
interests.

It is pleasing that MPI has recognised some variation between consenting authorities
controls on forestry is natural due to environmental, economic, social or cultura
factors. In thisrespect “unwarranted variations’ is a better reason for an NES than
previously used “inconsistencies’ between plans. However the Trust considers the
benefit of removing both “unwarranted variations’ between plans and the opportunity
for plan changes is more than offset by negative regional impacts on community
inputs and environmental standards. In essence the Trust does not believe an
evidential case for a Plantation Forestry NES has been made and is concerned about
its impacts, for this reason we oppose the proposed NESin its entirety.

Should the NES proceed, following are changes we will require to satisfy our hapu.

Orange Zone Harvesting

Harvesting on all of the Orange Erosion Susceptibility Class (ESC) is a permitted
activity in the proposed NES. Thisis opposed.

Orange land includes a number of Land Use Capability (LUC) unitsthat are steep to
very steep on erosion prone soft geology prone to soil slipping that removes the entire
soil layer down to bedrock that is then unable to sustain trees of any type. Thislandis
found in areas known to be “hotspots” for cyclonic storms. It isthe source of woody
debris that has been recently deposited onto river flats, into river channels and on
beachesin large quantities. Under the District Plan harvesting requires a consenting
process to give the flexibility to develop and put in place site-specific preventative
and mitigation measures such as re-planting requirements. The NES permitted
activity conditions are inadequate and rigid. It is unacceptable that such land is
afforded permitted activity status given the risksinvolved. Section 43 A (3) (b) RMA
1991 does not alow an NES to state that an activity is a permitted activity if it has
significant adverse effects on the environment. Thisis such an activity.

Requested change: Include controlled or restricted discretionary status for harvesting
on steep to very steep erosion prone LUC units of Orange ESC.

Orange Zone Affor estation

Linked to Orange ESC harvesting issues is afforestation (of new forests) on Orange
being a permitted activity. Thiswould prevent any planting restrictions as a method
to mitigate woody debris from future harvesting. Thisis opposed.

Requested change: Restricted discretionary status for afforestation on steep to very
steep erosion prone LUC units of Orange ESC.




Sensitive Receiving Environments

The ESC classification is based on LUC which is then used to determine activity
status. Thisisavery good process to assess risk on the sites where the forestry
activities are being carried out, but takes no account of variationsin downstream
receiving environments which demand site specific measures to avoid or mitigate
adverse effects. Where the activity status includes a resource consent requirement
thisimparts the flexibility to provide for differing receiving environments and thisis
supported for thisreason. However where permitted activity status applies, supported
by generic permitted activity conditions only without allowance for variations in
downstream receiving environments, thisis opposed. It aso breaches the Section
43A (3) (b) RMA 1991 stipulation.

Reguested change: Inclusion of sensitive receiving environments such as estuaries,
coastal marine areas, water intakes, dwellings and amenity features into the matters
where Consenting Authorities can apply more stringent rules. It isnoted an earlier
Plantation Forestry NES proposal included an exception for sensitive receiving
environments.

Uncertainty of Conditions

The proposed permitted activity conditions frequently use uncertain language such as
“asfar asis practicable”, “if unavoidable’, “except where unsafe or impracticable to
do so”. Such language results in conditions that are litigious or unenforceable. A rule
that is unenforceable has little effect. Use of uncertain language throughout permitted
activity conditions is opposed. The NES proposal explains further analysis and
drafting is envisaged and the rules as they are amount to drafting instructions. There
isno obvious clear and certain language for many of the rules that would suitable
manage adverse effects across all circumstances.

Reguested change: That if permitted activity statusis retained the relevant conditions
err on the side of caution, alternatively a consents regime should be required.

Ability to be More Stringent

The listed NES activities covered by rules encompass all major within forest
activities. The ability for Consenting Authorities to be more stringent is tightly
constrained. Thisis opposed. To properly apply sustainable management and give
effect to their statutory responsibilities Consenting Authorities need the ability to be
more stringent than allowed for in the NES. Mapping areas of significanceis
expensive and takes considerable time to collect and collate the required data. Good
outcomes can be achieved through setting out key parameters and using site-specific
assessments and conditions.

Reguested change: Unmapped wahi tapu sites, unmapped significant indigenous flora
and fauna, other than outstanding but still significant freshwater bodies and natural
features and landscapes (as well as sensitive receiving environments as above) all be
included as matters where Consenting Authorities can apply more stringent rules.




Management Plans

Harvest Plans, Quarry Management Plans and Erosion and Sediment Control Plans
are required to be prepared for harvesting, quarrying and earthworks respectively.
These provisions are opposed in their present format. The contents required of these
plansis broadly described and it is by no means certain that plans will adequately
describe activities or the activities intended will be sufficient to achieve other
permitted activity conditions. The role of Consenting Authoritiesis restricted to being
advised when activities will begin and having the Plans made available to them.
Thereisno provision for Consenting Authorities (or any other body such asiwi or
hapt) to certify the Plans as adequate.

Reguested change: During the legal drafting phase, management plans content should
be made clearer and linked to clear outcomes and provision made for Consenting
Authorities certification as adequately meeting the content requirements.

Mechanical Land Preparation — Root Raking

Root raking is permitted in the Orange and Red Zones on slopes >25° if the activity
does not affect the subsoil. Thiswould alow the total removal of the topsoil andis
opposed. Top soil removal would severely limit plant growth of any kind andisa
practice not regarded as sustainable land management. Without topsoil and plant cover
land is subject to soil erosion. Topsoil disturbance should be kept to a minimum.

Reguested change: Root raking in the Orange and Red Zones on slopes >25 0 should
only be permitted if the soil A horizon is not removed. The A horizon should be
defined as “the surface soil layer consisting of surface mineral horizons with
maximum organic matter, usually dark in colour”.

Permitted Activities

The proposal, for this district would mean fewer forestry activities would be subject
to resource consent processes. Instead there would be more permitted activities
subject to NES permitted activity conditions. The cost of monitoring resource consent
conditions is recoverable from consent holders. The cost of monitoring permitted
activity conditions is not. This would amount to a shift in cost from those carrying out
forestry activities to the wider community.

Resource consent processes involve pre-application discussions, requiring further
information and formulating clear activity based conditions that will lead to required
environmental outcomes. These are proactive processes by which forestry activities
are able to be shaped before they begin. They enable useful advice to be conveyed to
contractors not used to local conditions. Forestry activities such as earthworks,
quarrying and harvesting are irreversible and are often large in scale and happen very
quickly. Where activities are permitted they are able to proceed without Consenting
Authorities approval. How the activities are carried out is unable to be influenced.
Consenting Authorities involvement is limited to compliance monitoring and
enforcement. These are reactive in nature, occurring after activities have occurred.

Reguested change: Orange zone harvesting as a controlled or restricted discretionary
activity; and inclusion of sensitive receiving environments as matters where
Consenting Authorities can apply more stringent rules. These are areas of the NES
where environmental risks are high and intensive compliance monitoring would be
required.




Water Quality Limitsand the NPSfor Freshwater Management.

Many of the proposalsin the draft NES cut across the NPS-FM Objectives 1 and 2,
and the requirements for the Consenting Authorities to manage water quality set out
in that NPS-FM. While the “Ability to be more stringent” section of the NES
identifies that thisis“where required to meet the Objectives of the NPS-FM”, the
discussion document identifies this as where alimit has been set that has not been
met, and forestry activities are the source of the contaminant.

Based on this explanation, this would seem to cut across the NPS-FM requirement for
Consenting Authorities to “maintain and improve” water quality — as Consenting
Authorities could only be more stringent if the water quality was degraded.

Limiting the ability for the Consenting Authorities to be more stringent to only where
awater quality limit has been exceeded is opposed.

Requested change: Consenting Authorities have the ability to be more stringent in
relation to all water quality limits set in order to enable them to maintain and
improve water quality as required by the NPS

Outstanding water bodies

The discussion document identifies that Consenting Authorities can be more stringent
“where significant values of outstanding waterbodies have been specified and forestry
activities would have an adverse effect on these values’ yet the rules set a number of
permitted and controlled activity rules for outstanding waterbodies — including
setbacks, river crossings and installation of slash traps. Thisislikely to create
confusion and is opposed.

Reguested change: Delete references to outstanding waterbodiesin the rules and
allow Consenting Authorities the full ability to put in place appropriate rules for
activities which could affect the values of outstanding waterbodies.

Wetlands

The NPS-FM specifically requires the protection of the significant values of wetlands.
The discussion document does not specifically identify wetlands and their riparian
areas as being a matter over which Consenting Authorities can be more stringent.

All of the forestry activities identified within the rule tables have the ability to affect
the significant values of wetlands. For example In relation to setbacks the NES rule
tables reference wetlands only greater than 2500m2. In many instances the setbacks
proposed may be insufficient to protect awetland’ s significant values —for example
by altering the water table. The provisions for wetlands in the NES are opposed.

Requested change: That the rulesin relation to wetlands are deleted in their entirety
and Consenting Authorities retain the ability to be more stringent around the
management of wetlands and their riparian areas across all activities.

Timing of Earthworks

Timing of earthworks and activity within riverbeds is a significant issue both in terms
of generation of sediment and avoidance of impacts on aquatic ecosystems and
riverine birdlife. No provision for an earthworks “close out” season is provided for in



order to protect the values of sensitive receiving environments including outstanding
waterbodies and wetlands.

Requested change: Consenting Authorities have the ability to be more stringent
around the timing of earthworks and activities within the bed of ariver or lakein all
zones where thisisrequired to protect sensitive receiving environments.

Fish Species Spawning, Migration and Riverine Birds

The Genera Conditions provide for fish spawning but only relate to a small number
of mostly non-migratory species. Only 5 of these species are found in the Gisborne
region, and many are not found in the North Island. It does not include a number of
nationally critical and nationally endangered species as species such asinangawhich
are a substantial component of the whitebait fishery. Relief sought: Thislist should
be amended to include: long finned eel, short finned edl, short jawed kokopu,
torrentfish, Crans bully, bluegill bully, upland bully, giant bully, inanga, banded
kokopu, lamprey and smelt.

The General Conditions list periods of time where beds of rivers cannot be disturbed
in order to protect the spawning of the fish species. These dates however do not align
with local spawning dates of speciesin different parts of New Zealand. Fish will
spawn at adifferent timein Invercargill to Northland — or Gisborne. This renders
these dates ineffective and they are opposed.

Requested change: Allow Consenting Authorities to identify the local spawning times
for fish speciesin their region through regional plans.

The General Conditions do not provide for native fish migration. In the case of
species such aslong finned eel, barriers to downstream migration can result in the
death of the tuna as they have undergone physiological change in order to undertake
migration and no longer feed.

Requested change: Allow Consenting Authorities to identify important migration
periods for native fish in their regions and be more stringent in relation to activities
in the beds of rivers during these periods.

The General Conditions provide for protection of nesting sites from disturbance for
Nationally Critical or Nationally Endangered species. This does not provide for
regionally threatened species or stronghold popul ations.

Requested change: Consenting Authorities are able to be more stringent where they
have identified regionally threatened species or stronghold populations.

Genetic Engineering

The proposed NES specifies that afforestation and replanting using genetically
modified tree stock would be classed as a permitted activity where approval has been
granted by the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) for the use of such
organisms. Thisis explained as affirming the EPA’ s authority to determine any risks
of GMOs, and affirming that any conditions imposed by the EPA would be sufficient
to ensure risks are managed. There would be no opportunity for a Consenting
Authority to make its own rules, policies or conditionsin relation to GM tree species
in its landscapes and ecosystems. This provision contradicts the recent Environment
Court decision (Federated Farmers v Northland Regional Council [2015] NZEnvC
89) where Judge Newhook found that there is jurisdiction under the RMA for regional



councils to make provision for control of the use of GMOs through regional policy
statements and plans. The proposal that GM O forestry would be a permitted activity
could constrain Consenting Authorities ability to respond to valid future concerns
about the use of GMO species (potentially for arange of reasons including
environmental risk, pest management, or risks to the regional, iwi or hapu economy,
brand and reputation and our ability to market our produce overseas).

Requested change: Consenting Authorities continue to exercise precaution and to
have the ability to set rulesrelating to GMO in their region.

Heoi ano, ka oti o0 matou whakaaro.
On behalf of Hikurangi Takiwa Trust,

Pia Pohatu, Trustee Natasha K oia, Trustee



Te Hapu o te Wakaminenga Wabhi
o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni

Internationally Recognised Proclaimed Hapu Authority, Enacted in accordance with
He wakaputanga o te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni of 1835, with full acknowledgement of
Te Tiriti o Waitangi of 1840, whilst exercising Hapu Kawa Tikanga within the Territory of Nu Tireni.

C/- Rangatira Georgina Job Address: 152, Golf Road, R D 5 Te Awamutu

7" August, 2015

Tel.: 0278713044. Email: §9(2)(a)

TO: Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry

Industry, and their Agents and Principles.

ATT:

Nick Smith Minister for the
Environment

Freepost Parliament

Private Bag 18 888

Wellington 6160
nick.smith@parliament.govt.nz
Hon Maggie Barry Minister of
Conservation

Freepost Parliament

Private Bag 18 888

Wellington 6160
Maggie.barry@parliament.govt.nz
Associate Ministers of
Conservation

Hon Peter Dunne
Peter.dunne@parliament.govt.nz
Hon Nicky Wagner
Nicky.wagner@parliament.govt.nz

Hon Jo Goodhew

Stuart Miller

Spatial, Forestry and Land Management
Ministry for Primary Industries

PO Box 2526

Wellington 6140 NES-
PFConsultation@mpi.govt.nz

Scion
Te Papa Tipu Innovation Park

s9(2)
(@)

s 9(2)(a)

Sheldon Drummond
Ms Elizabeth Chambers
Judith StanWay

Anthoy Nowell

Warren Parker
Russel Burton
Elspeth MacRae
Brian Richardson
Keri-anne Tane
Rob Trass

Steve Sopora

NOTICE OF CEASE AND DESIST

In the matter of Nu Tireni with respect to the policy relating to the release of Genetically
Modified (Engineered, or Transgenic ) Organisms/species in the Ministry for Primary

Industries (MPI) proposed new National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry.

Let it be known that on this 29th day of the month of March in the year 2015 that we of Te Hapu o Te
Wakaminegna Wahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni having publicly Proclaimed Our Right of Self Determination,
Our Sovereignty and Our enactment of the internationally recognised He wakaputanga o te
Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni of 1835 and Te Tiriti 0 Waitangi of 1840 having gathered together in our
collective capacity as Hapu exercising Our Hapu Kawa Tikanga have discussed in detail the matter raised
and made the following determination:

That the Tupuna Whenua, ManaTaimoana, Mana Wai, Mana Waipapa, and Taonga Toku lho described in
this matter is Tupuna Whenua of the above Proclaimed Hapu of Ngati Maniapoto and Nga Hapu o Nu
Tireni any and all resources within said area are under the absolute authority of said Hapu. Hence it is our
will and intent to continue to occupy our Tupuna Whenua and utilise its resources as we see fit, as is our
ancestral right, our customary right, our inherent right and our birth right in accordance with our Hapu

Te Hapu Wakaminenga Wahi 0 Maniapoto, s 9(2)(a)

Tireni Phg'9(2)(a)

,email: 5 9(2)(@)

, New Zealand/Nu
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Kawa Tikanga and the internationally recognised He wakaputanga o te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni of
1835, and protected by the internationally recognised Te Tiriti o Waitangi of 1840.

Therefore the said land and its resources are not to be contaminated by the release of genetically
modified/ genetically engineered or transgenic organisms or other life forms made artificially
or the patenting of genetic material without or activities which result in the permanent degradation
of our environment, waterways, and culture and heritage without the expressed written permission of
we the Proclaimed Hapu, as we the Proclaimed Hapu hold Absolute Authority of the said land and all
its resources and have a permanent rahui on our rohe making it a “GE Free ZONE”. We the
Proclaimed Hapu ban “profit de prende” titles on our estates, emissions trading of carbon
credits with caveats on our environment, and the commercial trading and privatisation of
water, without our expressed written permission.

If the Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry
Industry, and their Agents and Principles continues to proceed with this matter We NOTICE the
Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry Industry,
and their Agents and Principles continues that:

It is an undisputed fact that there has been no lawful rebuttal to an exacting point of law of Te Hapu o Te
Wakaminenga Wahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni Public Proclamation of Self Determination, Sovereignty and
enactment of He wakaputanga o te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni of 1835. Thus it prevails in truth and law.

It is an undisputed fact that Te Hapu o Te Wakaminegna Wahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni whilst enacting
He wakaputanga o te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni of 1835 and exercising Our Hapu Kawa Tikanga hold
absolute authority over all Our territory, Our Tupuna Whenua, and all that it encompasses.

It is an undisputed fact that our Rights are Internationally recognised.

It is an undisputed fact that Our Rights are also protected through the enactment in New Zealand statute
of Section 28 of the 1990 NZ Bill of Rights Act, which Binds the Crown.

It is an undisputed fact that the Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion
Research, Forestry Industry, and their Agents and Principles has produced no internationally
recognised documented lawful authority substantiating the Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for
Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry Industry, and their Agents and Principles claim to the
land or other taonga. Until such claim is substantiated to an exacting point of law the Ministry for the
Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry Industry, and their Agents
and Principles is bereft of any credibility as to its lawful standing in this matter and is not in a lawful
position to negotiate or conduct any transaction pertaining to the said land or taonga. To continue to do
so will be seen as a fraudulent act and thus a criminal offence.

It is an undisputed fact that any party present upon the said land or taonga without the live signed
authority of the Proclaimed Hapu is acting in trespass and potential invasion and breaching Our Hapu
Kawa Tikanga.

It is an undisputed fact that only Queen Elizabeth Il herself is able to purchase land, and only land that
has been agreed to be sold by Congress of Nga Hapu. And any and all acting in Her name need adhere
to, and are bound by, the internationally recognised Te Tiriti o Waitangi of 1840. To do otherwise is a
trespass of jurisdiction and breach of international agreement.

The Ministry for the Environment, Ministry for Primary Industries, Scion Research, Forestry
Industry, and their Agents and Principles will be a breach of NZ legislation being:

Crimes Act 1961; and,

Crimes of Torture Act 1989; and,
NZ Bill of Rights Act 1990; and,
NZ Human Rights Act 1993; and,

Te Hapu Wakaminenga Wahi o Maniapoto, C/-152 Golf, R D 5 Kihikihi, Te Awamutu 3875, New Zealand/Nu
Tireni Ph 06478713042 or 064278713044, email: maniapotomedia@gmail.com

Page 2 of 6



Terrorism Suppression Act 2002; and,

Criminal Procedure Act 2011;

Health Act 1956

Health(Drinking Water) Amendment Act 2007

Animal Welfare Act 1999

Wildlife Act 1953

Conservation Act 1987

Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Act 1996
Biosecurity Act 1993

And breaches of International Law being:

Te Tiriti o Waitangi of 1840; and,

Universal Declaration of Human Rights 1948; and,

Supplementary Convention on the Abolition of Slavery, the Slave Trade and Institutions and Practices Similar to Slavery
1956; and,

International Covenant On Civil And Political Rights (ICCPR) 1966;

And issue FINAL WARNING that:

Any further interference with Proclaimed Hapu land and members will constitute a Breach of Our Peace,
a trespass of jurisdiction, a breach of Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840 and will create an international incident
which will be pursued to the highest International Court where the instigators and perpetrators will be held

personally liable for all such criminal charges as may apply and would have to pay Te Hapu o Te

Wakaminenga Wahi o Maniapoto £UK1 billion per incident (payable in a substance of our choice).

SUCH IS OUR WILL ~ SO BE IT

In all Honour

Theresa Aperehama

Rangatira

Georgina Job

Rangatira
Anthony Job
..................... Rangat|ra
Enclosures
Te Hapu Wakaminenga Wahi 0 Maniapoto, s 9(2)(a) , New Zealand/Nu
Tireni Phg'9(2)(a) ,email: 59(2)(@)
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Manukau-Kawhia Te Tiriti o Waitangi Sheet 1840 with Maniapoto Rangatira (chiefs)
signatories.

Te Hapu Wakaminenga Wahi o Maniapoto, C/-152 Golf, R D 5 Kihikihi, Te Awamutu 3875, New Zealand/Nu
Tireni Ph 06478713042 or 064278713044, email: maniapotomedia@gmail.com

Page 5 of 6



Maniapoto tribal territory (rohe) at 1883 prior to it being alienated unlawfully in 1886. Beforehand
our territory extended to Whangaparoa Auckland, Waikato, Hauraki, Bay of Plenty, and around
the country back to Hawaiiki, but was unlawfully confiscated in the Land Wars and alienated via
legislation and meddling by outsiders in the Native Land Court.
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Maniapoto Constitutional History

Presented by

Te Hapu o te Wakaminenga Wahi o
Maniapoto o Nu Tireni.
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Whakapapa

There are other lines of
descent which are also
extensive and links us to
tupuna from other tribes
around the country and
back to Hawaiiki not
included due to document
space reasons



Constitutional Documents

He Wakaputanga o Nga Rangatiratanga o Nu
Tireni 1835

Feudal Title 1836 making Nu Tireni a
protectorate of the British Crown

Fiduciary Title 1839 and Standing Orders on Te
Tiriti o Waitangi
Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840- allowed British to

establish a colonial government to manage
their own people






He Wakaputanga o Nga Rangatiratanga
o Nu Tireni 1835- NZ Declaration of
Independence 1835



Law of Nations

* A smaller sovereign can
seek the protection of a
bigger sovereign
without giving up
sovereignty.

* Right to Self
Determination



British Crown Feudal (Protectorate)
Title of New Zealand

The British Crowns Feudal (Protectorate)
Title of New Zealand

Extract of a Dispatch from — “Lord Glenelg”
To: Major-General “Sir Richard Bourke”
New South Wales

Dated 25th May 1836

Place: Downing Street

I have received a letter from Mr. Busby (British Resident in New Zealand) enclosing a
copy of a Declaration made by Chuefs of the Northern parts of New Zealand,
setting forth the Independence of their Country, and Declasing the Union
[Incorporation] of their respective tribes into One State, under the designation
United Tribes of New Zealand. I pesceive that the Chiefs at the same time came to a
resolution to send a copy of their Declaration to His Majesty [King William] to tha
him for his acknowledgement of their Flag, and to Entreat that in return for: -

of

ng

(a) The “Protection and Friendship which they have shown, and are prepared
to show™.

{(b) To such “British Subjects” as have settled in their Country oz Resorted to its
shores.

(¢} For the “Purpose of Trade”.

(d) “His Majesty” wil continue to be “The Parent” of their “Infant State™.

(e) “Tts (External) Protector”.

(fi  From “All Artempts on its Independence”

With reference to the desire which the Chiefs have expressed on this
occasion: -

a) To "Maintain a Good Understanding” with “His Majesty’s Subjects”, it
would be proper.

(b) That “They should be assured, In His Majesties Name".

(c) That “He Will Not Fail to Avail Himself of Every Opportunity of Showing
His Good Will”.

(d) And of “Affording to those Chiefs such Support and Protection as may be
consistent with a due regard to the Just Rights of Others™

(e} And to “The Interest of His Majesties Subjects™.
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Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840
-Manukau-Kawhia Sheet

Maniapoto Signhatories
Te Kawau

Tinana

Reweti

Rawiri Te Hauparoa
Te Kawana.

Tariki.

Haupokia.

Te Waru (Hori).
Taonui

Hone Waitere
Aoturoa.

Te Matena Te Whapu.
Ngamotu.
Wharekawa.
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Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840

. Maintains Hapu Common Law and Authority

— He Wakaminenga o Nga Hapu o Nu Tireni- The United Tribes of New Zealand ( National Parliament Congress for dealing with
National Issues for Hapu, Whanau, and Rangatira

— Mana and Tino Rangatiratanga of Hapu and Rangatira
— Hapu Tikanga- Customs and Laws of hapu under local hapu wakaminenga ( tribal parliament congress)

. Allows for English Common Law to be used (For Example)

— Magna Carta — Rule of Law, Right to Lawful Rebellion, Justice should not be sold (Anti corruption) No one to be denied justice, or
delayed justice, King or Government not above the Law.

—  Bill of Human Rights

—  Freedom of Expression

— Rightto Protest

—  Common law Right to Life

—  Common Law Marriages

—  Common Law Trials

—  Common law on Equities

—  Common Law on Nuisances’

—  Abolition of Slavery

—  Allows a colonial government to manage British subject setters and immigrants
* NZgovernment uses a legal system of Acts and Statutes

Hapu, whanau, rangatira can choose to live under Hapu or English Common Law in Nu Tireni ( New Zealand)

Non -Maori can also live under Hapu Common Law —Hapu Tikanga if they are adopted (whangai), married (Hono) into,
or become naturalised into the Hapu



Te Hapu o Te Wakaminenga Wahi o
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*Maniapoto was collateral damage in the Land Wars and was unfairly penalised by having their
northern lands taken by Raupatu.

*Maniapoto was forced to take refugees from the Land Wars.

*Government forced the Native Land Courts onto Maniapoto and threatened to give Maniapoto
lands to the Kingitanga if they did not let the Rail through.

*Maniapoto is not the Kingitanga. Totally different political institutions one being a sovereign treaty
signatory and a tribe, the other being a political movement and non soveriegn.

*Government tricks Maniapoto saying that they were to keep their customary lands in perpetuirty
unmolested, but have government then gives Maniapoto lands to Kingitanga by stealth.
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Reservations

* Rewi opposed the creation of the Maori King and
showed his disgust by pulling down the flag.

 Maniapoto chief Taonui was asked to be Maori
King but refused the offer as he knew the
conseqguences with respect to Te Tiriti o Waitangi.

* Potatau asked if it was ok for him to be King
which Maniapoto chiefs said it was his choice.
Maniapoto chiefs did note cede their mana and
tino rangatiratanga to the Maori King.



Governors Declaration 1861

COPY OF A DECLARATION BY THE GOVERNOR TQO THE NATIVES ,ASSEMBLED AT
NGARUAWAHIA.

Tuonas Gore BrRowNE, Governor.

In order to avoid misapprehension, the Governor directs the attention of the Chiefs and
people, assembled at Ngaruawahia, to the present condition of affairs in New Zealand, and states
dlistinctly the course necessary to be taken in order to avert the calamities that threaten the country.

Tn ‘the year 1858 a portion of the Maori people, resident in Waikato, pretended to set up a
Maoi King, and Potatau was chosen for the office. He was iustalled at Rangiaowhia in the month
of June in that year. On Potatau’s death, in 1860, Matutaera his son was nominated his successor.

Diversity of opinion existed from the commencement as to what would result fiom this move-
ment. Some were led to believe that its supporters desired only the establishment of order, and a
coverning authority amongst themselves ; while othcrs viewed with apprehension a confederacy
which they deemed fraught with danger to the peace of the Colony. The Governor at first inclined
towards the nore favorable view of the movement, but soon felt misgivings, which bave been
just:fied by the event. .

‘{ he Governor however has not interfered to put down the Maori King by fores. He has been
unwilling to relinquish the hope that the Maoris themselves, seeing the danger of the course they
were pursuing, and that the i stitution of an indepeident authority must prove inefficient for all
purposes of good, would of their own aecord, abandon that course.

The Governor can now only look with sorrow and displeasure on what has been done in the
name, and by the adherents, of the Native King :—

1. Ao awhority Las been set up inconsistent with allegiance to the Queen, and in violation of
the Treaty of Waitangi.

2. A large number of the adherents of the Native King have interfered between the
Governor and other Native tribes in matters with which they had no concern ; have
fevied war agsinst the Queen, fought against her troops, and burnt and destroyed the
property of her peaceful subjocts.

3. Other adherents of the King have assisted, encouraged, and harboured the men who have *

committed these outrages.

4. A war party of several hundred men some time sinee assembled, and advanced to within
forty wiles of Auckland, for the purpose of interfering with the due course of the
administration of Justice. s

5. Her Majesty’s Mail has been stopped ; jurisdiction has been usurped over Her Majesty’s
European subjecis ; and other offences have been committed to the subversion of Her
Majesty’s soveresgaty, and of the authority of Law. :

At this very time the adherents of the Native King, are using the most strenuous efforts to
possess themselves ofarms and ammunition for the purpose of effecting their objects by intimidation
and violence.

The Governor carnot permit the present state of things to contioue. No option now rests with
hiw : he has been commanded by Her Mujesty the Queen to suppress unlawful combinations, and
to maintain Her Majesty’s sovercignty,in New Zealand.

Submission to Her Majesty’s Sovereignty requires—

1. That every man yield implicit obedience to what the Law (which is the same for all)
prescribes for the public wellare. But while the law exacts what is essential for thi
object, it confers great benefits and guarantees freedom and security to the weak as
well as to the strong. '

2. That rights be sougbt and protected through the Law, and not by a man’s own will and
strength.  No wan in the Queen’s dominions is permitted to enforce rights, or redress
wrongs, by force: he must appeal to the luw.
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3. That men do not enter into combinations for the purpose of preventing other men from
acting, or trom dealing with their own property, as they think fit. This is against the
law.

4. That every man, Furopean or Native, under the Queen’s Sovereignty, submit to have
roads and bridges made on his land, wherever the public convenience r. quires them.
But land can only be taken for these purposes under lawtal authority, and on payment
of reasonable compensation.

On the other hand Her Majesty’s Sovereignty, secures “to the Chiefs and Tribes of New Zealand,
“ and to the respective families and individuals thereof, the full, exclusive, and vndisturbed possession
“ of their lands and estates, forests, fisheries and other properties, which they may collectively or
“individually possess, so long as it is their wish aud desire to retain the same in their possession.’
This is the Maori’s safeguard for their lands, and ii has never been violated. The Governor has been
falsely accused of desiring to introduce a wew system in dealing with Native Lands. This he has
never attempted, nor has he the power to do so. The Queen’s promise in the Treaty of Waitangi
cannot be set aside by the Governor, By that ‘L'reaty, the Queen’s name has become a protecting
shade for the Maoris’ land, and will remain such, so long as the Maoris yield allegiance to Her
Majesty and live under Her Sovereignty, but no longer. Whenever the Maoris forfeit this protection,
by setting aside the authority of the Queen and the Law, the land will remain their own so long only as
they are strong enough to keep it :—might and not right will become their sole Title to possession.

The Governor sincerely hopes that a correct appreciation of the real interests of the Maori race
will induce the adherents of the Native King to conform to Her Majesty’s declared wishes, and to
abandon the baneful and dangerous course they are pursuing.

Her Majesty has an earnest solicitude for the welfare of her Native people, and it will be the
duty of the Goyernor to give the fullest effect to measures calculated to secure that end.

The Maoris cannot be more anxious than the Queen and her Governor for the complete
establishment of law and order amongst the Maori people, and that the institutions of the Government
should be, asifar as practicable, in accordance with their interests and wishes ; but the Maoris must not
forget that these objects are unattainable without their own cordial co-operation.

The Governor last year convened a meeting of Chiefs to consult with him upon Native Affairs
and has declared his intention again to assemble Chiefs from all parts of these Islands, for the same
purpose. Her Majesty has been pleased. to approve of these proceedings.

It is the Governor’s wish that the coming Conference should devise measures for the introduction
of law and order, and the establishment of useful institutions in Native districts, and it will be his
earnest. desire to give effect to any measures approved by the Conference, which appear likely to pro-
mote the welfare of the Native People, and to bring all Her Majesty’s subjects in these Islands, both
Buropean and Maori, under one law, upon terms o% equality. ‘The Governor earnestly hopes that the
Chiefs and people, who are adherents of the Maori King, will abandon their present perilous position:
they wiil then receive the same invitation as the other Natives in New Zealand to chocse some of their
most respected and influential Chiefs to represent them in the approaching Conference, and to afford
assistance in its deliberations.

The Governor now states specifically what his demands are :

1. From all,—Submission without reserve to the Queen’s Sovereignty, and the authority
of the law.

2. From those who are in possession of plunder, taken from Her Majesty’s European
or Native subjects,—Restoration of that plunder.

3. From those who have destroyed or made away with property belonging to Her Ma-
jesty’s subjects, European or Native,—~Compensation for the losses sustained.

Compliance with these demands will satisfy the Queen and Her Governor, no other demand will
be made on Waikato,—the past will be forgiven, and for the future the well conducted will be pro-
tected, offenders punished, and the rights and privileges of all maintained by the Queen and her Laws.

Grovernmeunt House, Auckland,
1861,
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Land Wars

* Colonial Constabulatory attacked Rangiriri,
Paterangi, Rangiaowhia, Orakau.

* Maniapoto was fed misinformation to say that
there was an attack on Maniapoto...when in
fact it was on the Kingitanga

* After the battles kingitanga blamed
Maniapoto for the War and this resulted in
Maniapoto northern lands being confiscated
in the Land Wars.
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Waikato and Kingitanga retreat into
Maniapoto territory for 20 years

 Maniapoto chiefs independent of Kingitanga

* Waikato and Kingitanga refugeed in
Maniapoto rohe



Aotea Rohe Potae

 Rewi, Taonui, Wahanui and other chiefs
wanted to live under their own mana and

customs and

* Told government that they did not want to
indivisualize land.

* Told government to survey the external
boundaries only and not to survey within

boundary.
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15883,
NEW ZEALAND.

PETITION OF THE MANIAPOTO, RAUKAWA, TUWHA-
RETOA, AND WHANGANUI TRIBES.

Presexted to the House oj 'Rfam.mu:alim. 2668 Jase, oud ordered o be prinded.

[Travanarion.}

To the Governor of New Zealand and the Mermbers of both Houses of
Parliament.

This s & Provos fron us the Maviaroro, Ravgaws, Tuwrazeroea, snd Wraroasvs Temes, o
Pancaaxesr ; Gueeriso.

. Youn petitioners pray that you will fully lock into and carefully consider the matiers which are the
cunee of wnuch anxiely to us, and are ralsing & barrier in front of us, bocause thess twntiers that are
causing 15 anxx4y bave prineipally emanated from you, the Europeans, in the farm of legislatican.

We have carefully watchod the tendoncy of ¢he law= which you have epacted from $he begin-
ring up o the present day ; they all tend to dagriv: us of the privileges secured to ns by the second
arxd thind articles of the Troaty of Waitang, which confumed to us the exclugive and podissurbed
possession of oar lands,

We do not 2ew any good in any of the laws which you have enacted affecting our lands, when
they are hrought into operation, in adjudicating 4 lands before the Native Land Court at Cam.
hridge and other places; and the practices carrded on at the Land Coarts have bocoing @ source of
anxiety to us and o banden upen us.

Through our [gnorancs of thass laws we have been indueced by specolatars (dand-awallowers)
and their agents 1o allow some of our lands to be adjudicated upoa =o that our lands might be secured

to ws

Sirs, having allowsd some of our lands to be adjudicated upeo, who was it thnt became possessed
of them? 11 & true that after the investigations the Natives remivod & eortificata of title showing
thedr right to the lanids, but through the superior knowledge of the Europeans we aocepled foolishly
tho Jewyers meommended to ua by she spesulators {land-swallowers), thinking that they were to act
in our intercsts, but in reality they were intended to prolong the mvestigations, thereby inereasng
the sxpecens to &0 great an oxtent that the Natives were unable to defray thuw, so that they (ths

ators) wight seize the land, the result being that we secure the shadow and the speculators
ul‘.:wall-uﬁn) the suwa,r::'e. ey cithen Py od iy
Ve ore beset om every side outrngeoas practices an temnptations we are exposed to
speculators and even Maoris and half-caster, whom she cotopanies bave secured to docoy ws into the
nets of the companies.,

In anr perplexity to devize some means by which we conld extricate our lands from the disasters
pointed out, we ask, is there pot a law by which we could seppress these evils 7 und we are told that
the only remedy is to go to the Court ourselves.

Kow, while we are stoiving o _keep our lands, we sre aware that your Government is trying to
open_onr conttey by meking roads, carrying on trg. surveys and milways, thereby elearing the
way for all these evils to be practised in conncction with our Josds befors we hove 1eade satisfuctery
arrangements for the future.

Are we to allow the preseot system to be carried on without remenstrance ?

We wish 1o state thar, if the above-mentionad practices are to be earriod ca in future, we

J—1a.

1883,
NEW ZEALAND.

PETITION OF MANUHIRI AND 488 OTHERS OF
THE MANIAPOTO AND WAIKATO TRIBES

{AND CORRESPONDERCY RELATIVE THERETO),

Breconted 1o the Howss of Reprentations, 31st August, 186
No. 1.
PETITION,
[TaaxszaTion.]
To the Honournble the Speaker and Honourable Members of the Parliament
of the Colony of New Zealand, in Session assembled.
Tens petition of ours we heeswith sddeess 1o you a3 onr protest againet Walsanui’s putition, thas is,
againgt the paragraphs in it marked 5 and 4, which with the ancestral lands of Potatau and
" We know that, on the following grounds, Tawhino's title to his fand is unguestionable :—
1. Ancestral right.
2. Right et
2. 1t was m«i under the authority of Potatan, who was succecded by Tawhiso.
Our hapus and onr sames st written beroundor

From Noarmeararoro,

From Warkazo.

From Maxoriez, Tokokeny, Nasrara, Paxv, T Noamav,
Taxa e Wamanos, Tart Wmunsikawa, Harara, Nui-
naa ¢ Parwara, and 4590 othare,

Kite Tumuaki o te Paramete o te Koroni o Nin Tireni me nga Mema ¢ Noho
Huihui ana i te Whare.

Hz pitihana tenzi ns maton ka tukus atu vei kis koo by whakahe ne maton mo te pitihana
» Wahanui @ moa vei i te 31 t= 4 o nga raracgi o teoa pitthana. Mo nga whenua o nga Topuns o
Potatau n tas mai ana Xia Tawhiso,
He tino mehio ro maton ki te tiko 0 Towhiao ki ranga i tons whenna.  Kais tenel ngs Take :—
1. Eo nga tipuna.
2. Ko te raupatu.
3, Ko te whenua toku ki raro kia Potatan tae mai kia Tawhiao,
Kois ka tulss tho nei o maton bape me o wsatou mges ki ravo tho ned.
Na Neatmaxiaroro.
Na Warsaro,
Ko Mavvasi, Tueonmmsvu, Noazara, Paxo, Te Nearav,
Tawa @ Warawos, Tars Wianerawa, Hazass, Nor
mod 18 Pagwaka, me ons hoa o 480,

No. 2.
Letter from Honana Maioha to Major te Wheoro, M.H.R,

think thet it would not be right that cur land should be rendered Liable 0 such an objectionable e - fTeaxaLaroN.] T —
syslem, " NXOR0,— ihoe, y, 1553,

o What possible benebit wogdd we decive from rosds, rilways, and Laod Courts if they became Friond, slufations. 1 am mateacted by Tawhiao to inform you thnt bo y dis
the myesns of depriving us of our lands? Wao can live s we are sitaated at present, without reuds, approves of the petition of Wahanui, M Tocous, and 412 others. This is the fixt letier to
railways, or Courts, but we could not live witbout our bands, ; : impress on you o be strong in condermming petition.  The noxs will be the principal onw from

We are not oblivicus of the advantages 10 be derived from roads, reilways, m:mma’nm-re Wa ka mi nen&wwaxhrlach will be collected all the onces of the tribes and chicfs, oumbering about §,000
‘ 25

warks of v We are fully alive to these wivantages, but cuar Jsuds
thean ait. 77 O8TTOLS
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Duplicity in History

e Aotea Rohe Potae e King Country Rohe
 Hapu and Rangatira Potae
« Wanted to live under * Kingitanga

ownh mana and tino
rangatiratanga
gauranteed by Te Tiriti o
Waitangi
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1884, No. 51.]1 Native Land Alienation Restriction. [48 Vicr.

SCHEDULE.

Namrve DIsTRICT WHEREIN LAND IS SUBJECT T0 THIS AcT.

Avur that area in the Provincial Districts of Auckland, Taranaki, and Wellington,
bounded towards the North-west by Te Wharauroa Block from the Aotea Harbour
to the Waitetuna River ; thence towards the North-east generally by the said Waite-
tuna River to its intersection by a right line running from Mount Tahuanui over
the Teriki Range where the Native track crosses the latter ; thence by the said right
line to Mount Tahuanui; thence by a right line to Mount Pirongia; thence by a

right line to the confluence of the Waipa and the Puniu Rivers, and by the latter.

river and the Owairaks Stream to its source ; thence by a right line to the confluence
of the Mangare Stream with the Waikato River; thence by the last-mentioned river
to the Waipapa Stream, and by that stream to its source; thence towards the East
generally by the Tatua-Whan}gla,ma,ta, Block to Lake Taupo; thence by a right line
across that lake to the mouth of the Tauranga River; thence by that river to its
source in the Kaimanawa Range; thence by the summit of the said Kaima-
nawe. Range to the source of the Moawhango River; and thence by that river
and the Rangitikei River to the southern boundary-line of the Otairi No. &
Block; thence towards the South generally by the southern Houndary-line of
that block and the Otairi No. 24 Block to the Mangapapa Stream ; thence by the
said Mangapapa Stream and the Turakina River to the southern boundary of the
Maungakaretu Block ; thence by the southern and south-western boundary-lines of
the said Maungakaretu Block to the Wangaehu River; thence by the last-mentioned
river and the Heao and the Paratieke Blocks to the Mangawhero River; thence by
that river to the Mungakowai Stream, and by that stream to the north-western
corner of the Ohineiti Block ; thence by the production of the northern bounda‘ri
line of the last-mentioned block to the Karewarewa Block ; thence by that bloc
and the Parihouhou, Aratowaka, and Pukenui Blocks to the Wanganui River; thence
towards the South-west generally by the said Wanganui River to the Wangamomona
River ; thence by the latter river and the Mangare Stream to its source ; thence by
a line due west to the Taranaki confiscation boundary-line; and thence by that
boundary-line to the ocean; and thence towards the West by the ocean and the
Aotea Harbour to the place of commencement.

WELLINGTON : Printed under authority of the New Zealand Government,
by Georen DimsBURY, Government Printer.—1884.
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No. 3.
The AssiSTANT SURVEYOR-GRENERAL to the Suhvevor-GANERAL.

District Survey Office, Auckland, 8rd July, 1885.
The Surveyor-General, Wellington.

Re Aotea or King Country Block.

Ix reply to your telegram as above, I beg to enclose herewith copies of two letters (C.8. 1838/4 and
C.8. 1838/6), which contain the arrangement made for the survey of the above block between the
chiefs therein mentioned and myseli, acting under instructions of the Hon. the Native Minister,
which letters passed hmmediately after the meeting held at Kihikihi on the 19th December, 1883,
when the arrangemenis were made before the assembled tribes. The actual survey thereof referred
to commenced on the Bth January, 1884, at which date Messrs. Edgecumbe and Spencer left
Kihikihi to define the southern boundary from Ruapehu to the confiscation line near the White
Cliffs. Mr. Spencer finished out his lgorbion of the boundary to the confiscation line and reached
Auckland on the 26th March. Mr. Kdgecumbe completed his part to near Ruapehu by the 9th
May. The northern portion of the boundary was comunenced by Mr. Spencer on the 16th April,
1884—see your telegram 12th April—and finished on the 30th July, 1884, This completed all that
was necessary to make a map for the Native Land Court, excepting the eastern boundary of the
Mokau-Mohakatino Block, which is common to that block and the King country Block; and here
an unforeseen difficulty arose in carrying out the order of the Native Land Court as to the boundary
laid down in that order (interlocutory), which the Natives very strongly objected to when it was
found where it would run to. As the adjustment of this boundary can only, I believe, be settled by
the Court in the presence of the people concerned, and as no Court has sat in that district (Waitars,
New Plymouth, &c.} since, the completion of the survey is thus delayed.
J. Percy Swmirm, Assistant Surveyor-General.
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Colony to a Dominion

e 26t September 1907

* Was used to take land and imply a change of
constitution.
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Imperial Laws Application Act 1988

Imperial Laws Application Act 1988






Hapu Tikanga

from local Hapu
Wakaminenga

Te Ture from Te
Wakaminenga o Nga
Hapu o Nu Tireni at

Waitangi

English Common
Law

British Parliament
Law

NZ Parliament
Statutes and
Legislation

Policy
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_—

Law of the Land —
customary laws of Hapu

—  He Wakaputanga o Nga

Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni 1835
establishes Te Wakaminenga for
Nga Hapu o Nu Tireni

Bought here via International Law
being Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840 for
the operation of the NZ
Government to govern British
Subjects and immigrants under
English Common Law.

Admiralty Law or Law of the
Sea -Subordinate legislation, to
Hapu Tikanga, Te Ture of Nga
Hapu o Nu Tireni, and English
Common Law.

e Hapuo Te Wakaminenga "WiAigst related to commerce or 43

Maniapoto of Nu Tireni

prize.
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Re-enactment of Hapu Tikanga under He
Wakaputanga o Te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni
1835 and Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840

After dismay over how the Treaty Settlements and corporate entities capturing hapu identity and
resources, some hapu and whanau decided to remove themselves from the Treaty Settlement
process. Also there were some that did not participate in the process to find out later of secret
settlements being done which undermined existing treaty rights, the threat of corporate rule, and
free trade agreements allowing foreign corporations to unlawfully take/privatise our natural
resources for profit and excluding Hapu and whanau from their rohe or environment which sustains
them via food, shelter, customs, history etc.

6t Feb 2015 A group of Maniapoto Rangatira went to went to Waitangi and proclaimed our right to
Self Determination under He Wakaputanga o Te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni 1835 and Te Tiriti o
Waitangi 1840. This proclamation was sent to the Ministry of Justice, Governor General, Waitangi
Tribunal that we do not consent to iwi trust boards, trusts, or corporate entities to represent us,
and that we have reverted back to operating under Hapu Tikanga and Hapu Customary Law via He
Wakaputanga o Te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni 1835 and Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840.

29t March 2015 Reenactment of Te Hapu o Te Wakaminenga Waahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni (
Maniapoto tribal parliament) via Proclamation of Self Determination

22nd-23rd May 2015 Te Hapu o Te Wakaminenga Waahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni participated in the
Reenactment of Te Wakaminenga o Nga Hapu o Nu Tireni at Waitangi with other Proclaimed Hapu

Currently up to 200 hapu nationwide have now or are in the process of proclaiming themselves to
operate under Hapu Tikanga and He Wakaputanga o Te Rangatiratanga o Nu Tireni 1835.



What does this mean for Government Departments?

Proclaimed Maniapoto Hapu and Rangatira can operate under Hapu Tikanga, or English
Common Law and has protection with “Diplomatic Immunity “ via Article Il of Te Tiriti o
Waitangi 1840 and the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations 1961. Unproclaimed do
not.

Our people have a right to access their food, medicines, and natural resources eg, weaving,
timber, water, minerals, to build marae, papakainga, within their rohe, without having to ask
for permission, pay a fee, or taxed as all lands in our rohe are still customary due to the issues
of historic land title fraud and land court being forced on us. They also have the right of free
travel /passage within our rohe.

No commercial resource , mining, fishing, logging consent can be given without our approval.

All government public servants are required to have sworn an oath to Her Majesty the Queen
and Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840 operating in our rohe. ( Please provide a list of people and
organise a hui with us so our people can get to know them and give them an induction of our
rohe and history). The British Crown are our Sovereign Protectors.

Non-sworn government public servants, agents, organisations have no authority to operate
in our rohe. They have to swear an oath to Her Majesty the Queen Elizabeth Il and to He
Wakaputanga o Nga Rangatiranga o Nu Tireni 1835 me Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840

In either case none are to interfere in the activities of Maniapoto hapu, whanau, or rangatira,
unless we ask them to, or unless if it is a life and death situation and someone is going to be
harmed.

Trust boards and corporate entities purporting to represent us and are constituted under the
NZ government (or other foreign governments), do not represent Maniapoto Hapu, Whanau,
or Rangatira under Te Tiriti o Waitangi 1840 unless we warrant them to be so by “Hapu
Assent” via Te Hapu o te Wakaminenga Waahi o Maniapoto o Nu Tireni or the national body
of Te Wakaminenga o Nga Hapu o Nu Tireni ( The United Tribes of New Zealand). We will send
a letter confirming to be so. In such case such trusts and corporations would require being
reconstituted under hapu jurisdiction.
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