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	Attendance
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	Agenda
	· Whakatau 

· Introductions
· Opening Session
· Discussion
· Afternoon tea
· Discussion
· Closing

	Opening session
	Mihi whakatau – Mark Te One

· Mihi – Dick Dargaville:

· Acknowledging ngā tīpuna.

· How can we solve these issues for the upcoming generations? 

· Great that we can come together and face these issues.

· Question of how te reo Māori can align with water issues.

· We are here for a common purpose, to unite our common purposes.

· We must unite these purposes in spirit.

· Acknowledging Leith Comer as an old army comrade.

Mihi – Eru George (Te Arawa):

· Reflecting upon the loved ones of Te Arawa who pursued the concept of water ownership.
· Addressing Dr Sharples, thanking him for calling this meeting to give the opportunity to discuss and deliberate.

· Acknowledging Te Puni Kōkiri for organising the event, especially Leith Comer.

· Note that each iwi will have their own respective views of the kaupapa of water rights and ownership.

John Clarke:

· Welcome everyone, acknowledging the mana whenua.

· Acknowledging the Minister of Māori Affairs for supporting the aspirations of the Māori people.

· Acknowledging everyone from all parts of New Zealand, for taking the time and effort to be here today.

· Acknowledging all the leaders, orators, and ladies that are here today, those that have passed on.

· Invited by the Minister to facilitate this hui.

Minister Sharples:

· Welcome everyone.
· Acknowledging Mark Te One, the opening prayers, everyone gathered here today, very humbled to see everyone gathered here today, especially to all who are working hard for their specific iwi.

· To the orators, to the ladies, to the supporters of each iwi and hapū throughout the country, thanks for being here today to discuss this important kaupapa, especially important for the upcoming generations.

· Noting specific leaders that have passed on, Timi te Heuheu.

· Now, I will clarify the full purpose and intent of why we’re here.

· After the response from the Waitangi Tribunal, the comments made by the Prime Minister were not looked upon kindly by the Māori Party. We took offence as your representatives in Parliament.

· The Māori Party went to meet with the Prime Minister to discuss the outcomes of the Tribunal’s report.

· We made it clear that the Government had a responsibility in good faith to consider the findings of the Tribunal, not to make remarks to the effect that it would be disregarded.

· We told the Prime Minister that the Government should take note of the findings of the Tribunal in good faith.

· Another meeting was set down for tonight, to discuss again the Tribunal’s findings.

· As that time drew nearer, we thought it wise to canvas the views of the people so that we can go before the Prime Minister and express these views.

· I am not here to dictate what you should say, but I am here to let each of you hear each other. I think that’s important, that if we have processes in place, then we recognise them and allow the issues to take their course.

· The discussion about wai Māori is one of the biggest issues we’ll have to face, it is too important to let it rush past.

· If you are unhappy with the situation, let us hear your views, so that I can take your views to the Government.

· We are the most innovative people in the world. When we crossed the Pacific, our people were anthropologists, pioneers, innovators. We settled a third of the whole planet, right through the Pacific.

· I want us to take heart and know that we are not of today. We are the people of yesteryear and tomorrow.

· We do not have to agree, we have to respect what we are, and why we are doing what we are doing. Wai Māori deserves that attention and that challenge.

· The Māori Party’s role was not to speak on behalf of all the specific iwi, but to look at benefits for all Māoridom.

· From the outcome of that meeting, we decided to call Māori leaders together for this purpose, to discuss the issue of water rights and ownership.

· We have descended from our tīpuna, and through the Treaty of Waitangi it is our role to be partners with the Government.

· Acknowledges the Iwi Leaders Forum for their role in Māori leadership.

· From the discussions with the Government, the information was disseminated out to the people.

· There was no chance to speak on behalf of specific iwi, just to speak on behalf of all Māori with the Government.

· Many years ago, many Māori did not know of their tribal affiliations, now many people are more aware, and are more interested in their rights.

· This morning I gave a speech opening the Asia Pacific Business Leaders Roundtable. I referred to Godwits, these birds fly for a whole week to the Yellow River in China.

· This is another connection to our Asian homeland – as these birds go back yearly, they travel thousands of miles, and take thousands of years’ worth of knowledge with them.

· We are not of today. We are of yesterday and tomorrow.

· We must put in place the processes that allow our mokopuna to have mana Māori.

· Acknowledging iwi, Sir Eddie Durie, Maanu Paul.

John Clarke:

· Thank you Minister.
· The Minister has shared with us the motivation and the purpose for calling this gathering.

· The Government is keen to address Māori issues and rights in freshwater.

· The Minister is interested in ensuring that Government and Māori can collaborate and move forward on these issues in a timely manner.

· The Government prefers to collaborate rather than adopt an adversarial approach.

· I propose to invite speakers from the New Zealand Māori Council and the Iwi Leaders Forum, followed by questions from the floor.

· Then: afternoon tea, plus feedback on the five key questions posed by the Minister.

· First speaker, Mark Solomon of the Iwi Leaders Forum.

Mark Solomon (Ngāi Tahu):

· Mihi.
· Here to represent Ngāi Tahu’s position.

· Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu is the only mandated body to speak on behalf of Ngāi Tahu.

· Ngāi Tahu believe we have a full range of rights and interests in water, these have not been extinguished.

· We have settled, but the only rights extinguished were the rights to seek further compensation.

· Our deed of settlement asserts that we have the ability to assert rights in wai Māori.

· Ngai Tahu’s interests in water cover the full spectrum from kaitiakitanga to commercial interests.

· We opposed the New Zealand Māori Council’s application for urgency because they have no mandate to speak on behalf of iwi rights and interests, and in particular, for Ngai Tahu’s rights and interests.

· It was premature to take a case when the Crown has already indicated that it recognises iwi rights and interests in water, these have already been recognised.

· The Waitangi Tribunal and Courts have already made findings on these matters.

· It seems the New Zealand Māori Council’s goal was to convert rights to shares. This is not their call, and will not lead to better outcomes for iwi and hapū within their rohe.

· By their very nature, rights and interests in any water body can only belong to mana whenua, it is they who need to be satisfied with the Crown’s response.

· We do support other iwi and hapū taking claims for rights in wai Māori. These will deal with their historical settlements, but are unlikely, in our opinion, to deal with questions of rights and interests. 
· The Iwi Leaders Forum will achieve the best result for iwi Māori.

· I have the full mandate from Ngāi Tahu to take part in the iwi chairs’ forum.

· Only Ngai Tahu can speak for Ngai Tahu.

· Other hapū and iwi do not speak on our behalf. That is the only issue that we have.
· The New Zealand Māori Council did not seek our mandate, they just dropped the papers in front of the iwi chair’s forum on the 5th of February and informed us that you were filing with the Tribunal on the 7th. That is not consultation with Māori, with iwi katoa.

· Until we’ve had the full discussion with you, we will not support you. That is Ngai Tahu’s perspective.

Tom Roa (Waikato-Tainui):

· Supporting the purpose of the hui, opportunity for leaders to discuss this issue.
· The Iwi Leaders Forum does not have the authority to speak for all of Māoridom, but can speak for the specific purpose that has been given to them.

· The main purpose of today’s hui is to clarify and discus what has transpired between them and then come back to the people.

· The process should be that iwi should have the opportunity to discuss this issue throughout their regions.

· This group does not intend to determine the outcome, the purpose today is to discuss the issue.

· The difficulty is that there are still issues between Tainui and the Crown. These need to be referred back to our specific iwi representatives.

· We haven’t had the opportunity to discuss the issue of water ownership amongst iwi.

· In regards to the New Zealand Māori Council, they are there to speak for Māori, but unfortunately they didn’t approach Ngāi Tahu, Tainui, but at least they are there for Māoridom.

· The New Zealand Māori Council is for all iwi, but they must deliberate amongst themselves and respect the ability of other iwi to come to their own views.

· The authority within the iwi needs to come from the support of hapū.

· There is concern about the word kaitiaki in regards to the ownership of the water, the ownership and kaitiaki have their own mana, their own rights and interests in regards to water in Tainui.

· In the discussions with the Crown, the Crown has conceded that each iwi and hapū has the ability to determine their own authority.

· They want a better clarification on the interpretation of their rights by the Government.

· It is not our role to object to what the New Zealand Māori Council is doing or to object to what other iwi are doing, our concern is for what our own iwi are doing.

· I summarise my kōrero as the following:

1) Iwi Chairs Forum is not a decision making group, it is a group which engages with the Government and the Crown on matters of particular interest to iwi/ Māori. It has the responsibility to report back to those iwi, in five hui every year. This has occurred since 2004. Turangawaewae is the next such hui.

2) We prefer negotiation to litigation. However, we keep litigation in the back pocket as an option. 

3) We believe there is a place for pan-Māori cooperation; however we prefer to work with iwi specific issues so that mana of each iwi and hapu is recognised.

4) There is an issue around ownership, around allocation, around rights and interests. 

5) We would promote rangatira ki te rangatira discussions that don’t take place through the media. 
John Clarke:

· Third speaker is George Asher.
George Asher (Ngāti Tūwharetoa):
· I’ve been asked to deliver the Ngāti Tūwharetoa position.
· The issues on rights and interests relating to water have been around for at least 100 years.

· For Ngāti Tūwharetoa, we’ve had a go at these issues for at least 19 years 

· These have been canvassed in two major hearings – Central North Island and National Park.

· We’ve had Tribunal reports on Central North Island, but are waiting on reports from the National Park.

· We are currently commencing our Treaty claims settlement process.

· In the last nine months we’ve held two hui with hapū to gauge hapū positions with regard to water.

· The resolutions from these hui provided a clear mandate to progress with negotiations on these issues.

· We have the mandate to share these positions with other iwi.

· We respect the decisions of other iwi to make their own decisions and to negotiate directly with Government to advance material outcomes consistent with tino rangatiratanga and kaitiakitanga.

· Many compartments of the Government find it difficult to understand how these principles translate.

· To us, it’s simple – we have to have meaningful respectful ownership in the decisions surrounding our waterways.

· It means that we have to have control over management decisions, allocation decisions, and the decisions relating to water quality.

· This is the mix of tino rangatiratanga and kaitiakitanga that our hapū have asked us to define and to reach negotiated outcomes with the Government upon.

· The Crown has also received our understandings of many of these issues as they relate directly to the water taonga of Ngāti Tūwharetoa.

· It is very clear that we want this Government to go further than any other Government has gone before.

· It is time for a change, our ariki has made it very clear to this Government that the power to make these changes are in its hands, whether that be directly through negotiation, or indirectly through the Courts.

· We are committed at this time to direct negotiation, but we have not dismissed the possibility of litigation.

· On the matters arising from the Tribunal, we have a lot of sympathy and see a lot of merit in where the Tribunal is at the current time, but we want to continue to try and resolve these matters directly through negotiation with the Crown.

John Clarke:

· I now want to allow the New Zealand Māori Council a similar length of time.
· Just to summarise the main messages, we had Mark Solomon giving us the Ngāi Tahu perspective, then Tom Roa giving the Waikato-Tainui perspective, and George Asher speaking on behalf of Ngāti Tūwharetoa.

· Two main points:

1. Advancing rights and interests in freshwater is the prerogative of each iwi; and

2. Need to work collaboratively in order to promote these interests

· I now invite Sir Eddie Taihakurei Durie to speak on behalf of the New Zealand Māori Council.

Sir Eddie Durie (New Zealand Māori Council):

· The water claim which is before the Tribunal was initiated by the co-claimants, not by the New Zealand Māori Council. The Council came in at the end of the process.
· It came about because of a large number of initiatives taken by hapū and iwi.

· In 2009 Ngāti Rangiwewehi took proceedings to preserve the Taniwha Springs, where the Government was taking out water without payment or concern for them.

· They could see the need to establish a proprietary interest in that water if they were going to receive what was rightfully theirs.

· They could not see how kaitiakitanga was going to get them there alone.

· The Government was getting the water at huge profit without payment to Rangiwewehi.

· Rangiwewehi found in 2009 that there were many others facing the same situation. Poriti Spings came in, Taniwha came in. 

· The New Zealand Māori Council was not involved until about 2011, and then it was involved because it was thought that there needed to be somebody who would give these hapū and iwi the appropriate cohesion.

· A national body was needed that was no more than a facilitator for the hapū and iwi.

· Mark (Solomon), you were there in 2010 when I was speaking on this at Hopuhopu.  We did not drop this on you a few days before lodging with the Tribunal.

· It had to be brought to a head when the share sales come up, because the problem is this – once these share sales proceed, you are working on the assumption that is irreversible that Māori do not have interests, and water is just free for the taking. That was our concern.

· It is not a case of wanting to get shares, it is about getting the principles right before you start selling off the water or giving it away. 

· Throughout all of this, we have shown, I hope, no disrespect toward iwi leaders, we want to work collaboratively with iwi leaders, we want recognise the importance of iwi interests, but the issue is larger than management at an iwi level, the issue is about ownership.

· Thanks to the Minister for organising this meeting, I accept what you have to say, it heard you say it was wrong for the Government to attack a statutory body, if you have legislation that says you have to listen to the Tribunal, then you must listen to the Tribunal. You can’t ask our young people to observe the law if the Government isn’t going to observe the law.

· Minister, look at the Māori Community Development Act – the New Zealand Māori Council has a statutory role to advance Māori interests, and the Government must listen to us – you need to tell the Prime Minister this.

· The Māori Community Development Act establishes a Māori Council to propose national Māori policy. It’s not enough to just ignore it when it is a statutory body.

· We do not want to cut across the work the iwi leaders are doing, but we want to supplement this with our focus on the ownership of water.

· The New Zealand Māori Council has iwi leaders too – we did not just grow up in the cities.  We didn’t grow up divorced from our hapū and iwi.

· We need to speak together and think together as one people.

· The New Zealand Māori Council does not have access to the Government. We’re looking to have access to the Government – you can advance this on our behalf. 
· We are also in the legislation. You are able to bring us all together.

· When I look at your statements, I thought what is the goal of the meeting? The goal is to bring us together to seek and develop a common position.
· The five questions you have posed – with the greatest respect, when you bring together over 100 intelligent people, you cannot expect an adequate answer to each of these five questions, they are extremely nuanced and require a great deal of thought.

· We must cross these questions out, as there is only one question: Do hapū and iwi have proprietary interests in the water bodies in their districts? If we all agree on that, that’s all that needs to be conveyed to the Prime Minister. From that point on we can answer the five questions.

· The current processes in place to recognise iwi and hapū rights and interests in water need tweaking.

· We must give one clear and united position to the Prime Minister that Māori have these proprietary interests.

· Let’s go through some of the positions we’ve taken in approaching this claim on behalf of the various hapū and iwi that sought the Council’s assistance.

· First, we had to establish certain principles – 

1) There is not and ought not to be a division between the Council and the Iwi Leaders Forum. We have different roles. The forum has been established to assist their iwi. The Council was established to develop national Māori policy. To do that we need to work together. We have different functions but we need to cooperate in achieving them.

2) This is not an argument about those who have settled and those who have not settled. If there are proprietary interests, then all should have benefit of that to the extent that they are able. This isn’t a case of those who have not settled trying to pull something out of the bag for themselves.

3) The issue is not about ownership on one hand or management on the other hand as though there is some tension between the two. Both are important. We respect the work of the Forum we respect the work that has been done on the management issue, but we asking that the ownership aspect be better developed. There is no conflict between national and local interests. We conveyed this to the Tribunal. Ngāi Tahu alone speaks on behalf of Ngāi Tahu. However, we’ve asked the Tribunal to consider national interests, but how these are implemented at a local level is totally up to iwi and hapū to decide. It is up to iwi and hapū to progress this matter as best they can. For example, the Raukawa people in the north have just settled a claim, and of course they should get a benefit from all of this. Our purpose is not to exclude some and provide for others.

· I want to go through the case developed for proprietary interests in water.

· I am very confident that the Tribunal will find in our favour. It has been recognised for so very long. The Native Land Court recognised it in the Omapere case, with regard to the lake, when Poroiti Springs were set aside for the Poroiti people. The Government has already confirmed these interests, yet look at what is going on.

· The Whangerei people have lost out on their water interests – the Government has given the right to a bottling company to bottle the water. The Poroiti people get nothing. This is not a just law. I have no doubt that the Tribunal will pick up on this and say these interests exist. It has already said so. It said this as early as 1982 in the Waitara case, later in the Manukau Harbour case, and later in the Kaituna case, and very specifically in the Mohaka River case in 1992, the Ika Whenua case in 1998, and the Whanganui River case in 1999. The Tribunal can’t go back on this.

· The issue is this – we must stand strong in this position, we need to unite, and then work out how to recognise public interests in a matter that is fair to all groups and all people.

· The case was run by drawing upon the experience of those people, of Poroiti and others.

· In the Heretaunga case, as we see in other districts, people relied on waterways, but this has now been denied to them.

· Historically, 87% of New Zealand lowlands were estimated to be swampy and rich in bird life when this country was discovered. The primary source of food for Māori people were the wetlands. Marae are located around wetlands, rivers, lakes, and streams. There is a long history of this relationship all over the country. They have all been drained out. You go to Heretaunga today, they are no longer there. 
· Those who have lost out on this relationship should be able to draw upon some kind of compensatory fund to re-establish their papakainga, rebuild our communities, and ensure all of our people who carry the burden of being Māori have their own water supplies in the future.

· I want to see each Māori family with its own secure water supply.

· A people who have had such a close association with geothermal power should be able to access the benefit from this, not those who can come in with the resource consent. There is a case of plain simple justice that needs to be looked at here.

· In running this case, we have brought in a number of experts, those who have described the law as culturally laden. We keep talking about this problem, the conflict between ownership and kaitiaki. There is no conflict. The issue is this: because we don’t express ourselves as owning these resources, the Government has said that we don’t own it. That’s what the Crown submission was during the Tribunal hearing.
· We don’t express these things in terms of ownership, but mana is equivalent to total control and ownership. 
· The key indication of ownership is the capacity and right to exclude others, this is commensurate with mana, but Pākehā don’t understand these terms. We are using these Pākehā terms only because Pākehā can’t communicate in any other language.  

· What we have, but Pākehā don’t, is the responsibility to future generations, this is the only difference.

· I need to cut off now.

John Clarke:

· Sir Eddie Durie has mentioned a number of points.

· The issue is larger than management, it is about ownership.

· The New Zealand Māori Council’s role is not to cut across the important role of iwi leaders.

· I want to ask you this question as a conference – are proprietary rights the main issue in this kaupapa?
Mark Solomon (Ngāi Tahu):

· To Sir Eddie – I did hear you at Te Hopuhopu heard you when you spoke to us before, and I thank you for your statements.
· Some of the statements coming from New Zealand Māori Council spokespeople have not been along these lines. I thank you for bringing a bit of reality back to the table.

· Of course I think we have proprietary rights, why else would we have been involved in this process for the last five or six years if we didn’t? Or course we do.

· Maybe you should be the spokesperson for the New Zealand Māori Council all the time, because you put it in a way that doesn’t create dissention.

Ngahiwi Tomoana (Ngāti Kahungungu): 

· We’ve heard from the New Zealand Māori Council and iwi leaders.
· Mark (Solomon), Sir Eddie, if the two bodies can collaborate, we can see great progress – this is the way to proceed.

John Clarke: 

· We will now break for a quick afternoon tea.
Naida Glavish: 

· Can we not dispense with the colonial pastime of afternoon tea?

John Clarke:

· It’s been cut back from 30 to 15 minutes. Gives a chance to kōrero.
Tony Waho (Claimant – Ngāti Rangi):

· A burning concern for me is…
John Clarke:

· We’ll get to you after afternoon tea, our people need to rest for a minute.

(Afternoon tea)

John Clarke: (2.36pm)

· Before I summarise those questions that have evolved as a result of what has been said, I’d just like to ensure that you are aware and accept the attendance of scribes during this session.
· This is so the Minister gets a full and accurate summary.

· To the main questions – I’m putting these to you as a result of the five earlier questions. Three fundamental questions:

1. Proprietary rights and interests;

2. Messages for Pita and Tariana to take to the Prime Minister; and

3. How do we work together in order to achieve what we want to achieve.

· I have a list of groups who would like to speak. I’ll go through the list.

· Claimants: Poroiti, Taniwha, Heretaunga, Kaituna, Ngāti Rangi, Omapere, and Tikitere. 

Taipari Munro (Claimants – Poroiti Springs):

· Acknowledgments.
· Not here to discuss the water flowing through the whole country, but is here to talk about Maunga Whatariri. 

· Supporting Sir Eddie Durie, supporting the speakers for the Iwi Leaders Forum, agrees that we should work collaboratively.

· According to them, they have not released the authority over their waters of Whatariri.

· There are arguments between the two interpretations of the language, which creates a lot of confusion. 

· Differences between mana and ownership. If you have the mana, you have the ownership. Kaitiakitanga is different, translates into guardianship.

· The Minister needs to take the message back that iwi still retains the mana over their river.

Meryl (unsure of last name) (Claimant – Poroiti Springs):
· We have a lot of problems with the Whangerei District Council, who overlooks our rights.

· We’re grateful to the New Zealand Māori Council for their support of the claim, thankful to Donna Hall and Sir Eddie in supporting them.

· We are in an urgent situation – 35 year consent to take 19,000 cubic metres per day from their spring is coming up for renewal soon.

· The Environment Court has declined our claim for adjournment pending the outcome of the water claim.

· The company taking from water above their stream has applied for a greater water allowance. 

· The iwi and hapū are at a critical point, the consents allow for a 35 year lockout of iwi and hapū interests.

· We are the tangata whenua who have looked after that area, we are fighting heavy pollution in the area, our Council has not looked after these things, they are looking at granting a 35 year consent.

· I appreciate the work of the Iwi Leaders Forum – all of the rhetoric is there, but not the actions, not the follow through. It is all very well putting words in a book, but this needs to translate into action. 

· We had a go at co-management with our Council, but in the end they took no notice of us, this was very disrespectful, but have been shut out by the Council and the Environment Court. This is unacceptable.

John Clarke:

· I have a speaking list here, but I don’t want to limit the speakers to just those on the list.
Te Rangikaheke Bidois (Claimant – Taniwha, Ngāti Rangiwewehi):

· Ngāti Rangiwewehi, on the northern shores of lake Rotorua, Taniwha Springs. We have some powerful water.
· The Prime Minister has dropped Ngāti Rangiwewehi into a co-management type of arrangement. 

· I want to taitoko Tuku for facilitating that for us, and the Arawa Lakes Trust, and Toby Curtis.

· When we participated at the Hopuhopu hui, there were four statements put up, one relating to Treaty principles. I went home and reported this to my iwi.
· There is a place for Sir Eddie’s korero, because in 2009 when we felt we had no place to go, Sir Eddie wrote a paper for Ngāti Rangiwewehi, this clarified a lot of myths and misunderstandings, and this has helped us today. With your forebearance, we can be consistent in our kōrero.
· We are about ownership of water, you can put any context around that. From our tamariki to our kaumātua, we are about ownership.
· We are progressing this, we are doing ok, but we have to go back to our iwi and let them know what we are representing.

· For the kiko part, it had to be the New Zealand Māori Council.

· We have another twist to our situation – we go to deed of settlement. There is the risk of being co-claimants. There has to be a place for the two interests to come together. The Iwi Leaders Forum is formed under a protocol with the Prime Minister, but this would need to be looked at.
· We are sitting alongside the New Zealand Māori Council, we support Sir Eddie’s mahi to get us to this point.

John Clarke:

· Now we will open it up to the floor.
Tony Waho (Claimant – Ngāti Rangi):

· Georgina, Timu, Tariana – respects to Timu te Heuheu.
· I will give a brief synopsis – there are 24 rivers on the southern peaks of Ruapehu that have been diverted since the 1960s, water is now shipped off to Rotoaira through Genesis turbines to Taupō.

· Our iwi have struggled for many years to have our mana appropriately recognised through the Resource Management Act process.

· Thanks to the New Zealand Māori Council, to enable me as a claimant to act independently of my iwi to ensure that the issue of mana and proprietary rights are kept high on the agenda.

· The key messages to the PM should be: Let the Tribunal report first, let’s see what the Tribunal identifies and if they clearly identify Māori proprietary rights, don’t fight it.  

· In the post-report period, there should be representation for Māori, through the New Zealand Māori Council, through the Iwi Leaders Forum, and others, to ensure that te mana wai is kept in Māori hands.

· My vision is that for Ruapehu, all of us, we will determine what will happen to our waterways, and whether or not we will get the advantage of our stolen waters.

· Whoever gets to the table to have this great influence in the post-report period, Pita, Tariana, you must consider how the Government has negotiated who and which Māori representation is wishes to listen to, and rise above that, and consider that without this fight in front of the Tribunal, this issue of water rights will not be on the national agenda.

· Without those fighting for this issue, this issue would not be a national debate, this is a critical issue.

John Clarke:

· Addressing Minister Turia.
John Tamahere (Ngāti Porou ki Hauraki):

· We are pre-settlement.
· There is a very important issue here as we move towards some finality.

· I resent Mark Solomon standing up and saying he has to get out of here at 2.15.pm. They have had a settlement for 19 years ahead of most of us. I am voicing a sense of angst. One group should not have too much of a say. They don’t have any greater rights.
· The three questions that were put – no one will disagree that Māori have rights and interests. How much and where will be the discussion.

· There is the question of what messages we give to Ministers.

· We are always suffering under the tyranny of the majority. I acknowledge the difficulties you face in coalition government.

· Pita, Tariana, I wanted to apologise for telling you to give back the keys to the BMW. That’s just talkback talk. 

· You must allow the Tribunal to give its report – do not intimidate a judicial system. I have never heard of this intimidation happening before. We don’t like a jurisdictional body being intimidated. Māori would never get away with that. 
· How do we advance a way forward? We’ve all got a stake in this, some bigger than others, but we all need a space at the table. 

· I don’t think the Iwi Leaders Forum is representative; it shouldn’t by default have a say in everything. The New Zealand Māori Council must have some representation at some committee joining these groups.

· If these two groups can come together, we’ll be on the right track.

· Water is merely an emblem for us, for once maybe, we can get together and have a national voice, rather than a few iwi leaders massaging a few Ministerial egos and getting a good deal for themselves.

· I look forward to the New Zealand Māori Council and iwi leaders working together.

· The New Zealand Māori Council has a statute, a constitution, and a history. The Iwi Leaders’ Forum is still evolving.
· I would like to see these groups working together.

John Clarke: 

· Back to the list – Heretaunga, where are you?
Hera Huata (Claimant – Ngāti Kahungunu ki Heretaunga):

· Water came down from God, we are all generated from God, Ikaroa is the guardian of all water, fishes. These things are inherited from the Gods. 

· When I was talking about my submission to the Tribunal, when we look at the ownership of water we have to go back to the atua. There are many taniwha in the Heretaunga area. Takatarata – a taniwha.
· Ngaruroro is the main river feeding into Heretaunga. 

· The Hastings township itself sits on top of an aquifer, the city was once upon a time a series of lakes. We have had five lakes drained out.
· Te Huhute – swimming in lake Rotoaria, paradise island surrounded with a lake – this is now gone.

· Another lake further down, Potore, Rotoakira, both gone.

· Bridge Pa – not much to look at, but this is my taonga.

· In 1998 my father was dying at home, because we had no water in the house, imagine trying to look after your family with no water.

· Councils have stolen the water, they have taken our water and turned it into wine.

· Wine consumes 15 litres of pure water to process “piss for the rich”. This is what they’ve done to our water. Our rivers have been turned into gutterways. What about our atua koko? Koko is the atua of the currents. 

· We own the water, we don’t want to compromise that stance. 

· Ever since we’ve seen our hapū go without water.

· Since the advent of the Resource Management Act in 1991 – that Act has destroyed our waterways.

· Our Councils didn’t pay heed to the Resource Management Act – that Act talks about co-management.

· I’ve been moaning to our iwi leaders about who is going to help us with our wai.

· What we need in place is the infrastructures so that we can be in control of these waterways.

· The finances, money, needs to be injected into our iwi to allow us to take control and exercise ownership.
Traci Houpapa (Chairperson of Federation of Māori Authorities):

· Business part of the equation of water rights, ahu whenua rights and interests.
· The diversity that is brought to Federation of Māori Authorities is a great asset.

· The Māori economy is growing, water is a critical input.

· We need to be considering those ahu whenua and horticulturalists that rely upon water.

· We are diverse in our interests, our asset bases, and our strategies.

· It is important that we see the opportunities to support one another and work together.

Chris Insley (Ngāti Porou):

· I have been asked to represent Ngāti Porou.
· The issue of water must come back to issue of mana.

· We have been forced into a discussion about ownership, we never grew up thinking about ownership.

· It’s a difficult discussion to have when you don’t grow up with concepts of ownership.

· We should bide our time – we should not be forced into having a discussion about water before we’ve had the chance to talk to our people.

· The message to the Minister of Māori Affairs is don’t be too hasty, don’t be pushed into making quick decisions tonight.  What’s missing is the opportunity to have a lengthy robust discussion.  
· We need time to develop views.

Ngāpari Nui (Ngāti Ruanui):

· We support the Iwi Leaders Forum.
· We support the rōpu that acts on our behalf.

· I tautoko Ngahiwi’s korero – the kawanatanga has to stand, and has to consider and listen to our views on this.

· Taranaki’s issues are no different to everyone else’s issues.

· Farmers have been taking water for many years.

· We want to see a legitimate outcome, not just words.

(Unsure of name) (Kaituna River, Tapuika):

· In regards to the first question, Kaituna issues have been covered in many Tribunal hearings. There is no reason to say here that Tapuika has interests, we already know that.
· Even though our interests have been acknowledged, nothing has happened.

· When they cut into the Kaituna River, our people went waterless, and we were forced to go onto the city’s water supplies.

· Today, we are heading towards initialling our deed of settlement

· Management of Kaituna River – Crown has given their responsibility to the regional councils – we look positively towards being able to persuade them to work positively with us.

· We have tino rangatiratanga in water, not ownership in the Pākehā sense

· We had to argue to include a clause in our legislation providing for us to return and re-discuss water management.

· We agree with providing the water to everyone, but when the Crown turns around and sells this to someone else, then we have an issue.

· I agree with the statements from Ngāti Porou, we need to work amongst ourselves.

Dennis Emery (Ngāti Kauwhata, Ngāti Raukawa):

· Proprietary rights – we have proprietary rights.
· I note previous statements from Ngahiwi that water will be more precious than gold and oil.

· When they start to commodify water, then we will see these arguments coming up.

· We need to work together.

· Hera Huata – Manawatu River – featured in 2009 as one of the worst polluted in the western world.

· From our point of view, we have been working to try and find the answer to this issue.

· In terms of the Manawatu River, you wouldn’t swim in it, eat from it – this affects us all.

· The Regional Councils are just paying lip service to us all.

· We’ve got to stop polluting those rivers. 

· We want to improve our natural environments; we need the ability to do this.

John Clarke:

· I haven’t heard much about how to improve upon existing processes.
· Kaituna mentioned this – any more comments?

Henry Brown (Ngāi Tai, Tamaki Makarau collective):

· Local Government element – I am confused about central Government’s role as the Crown, and the excuse they have in calling the local government entities private entities, especially during Treaty settlements.
· Local government is a private entity, and has an exemption from Māori wrath, not only do they have this exemption, but this was deliberately created by the Crown. 

· We desire settlement with the Crown over water, but I don’t see much hope here.

· Stop hiding under the skirts of “private entities” – we are coming for the local government entities after the Crown.

· Local government are the ones we need to start targeting.

Dick Dargaville (Omapere):

· There has been a lot said this afternoon.
· We all have the same issues.

· Recognising descendants, tīpuna.

· We never owned water, but we had the rangatira on behalf of all those who have the use of the water.

· The opportunity to work with the New Zealand Māori Council took us to the top.

· The Tribunal should continue to do its job.

· It has a due process, it should not be forced according to a political agenda. We are the leaders. The water is us, we are the water.
· The Crown should wait for the Tribunal’s report. We need to go through due process.
· The New Zealand Māori Council has already started to formulate the basis of a committee to work with the leaders’ forum, and with other groups too.

· The mana lies with ngā hapū – we must work with hapū to develop this issue.

· We must keep engaging, to engage is important. We are awaiting the Tribunal’s report.
· There is a basis for progressing this work, the will exists, the political impetus exists. We can move forward on this.

Haami Piripi (Te Rarawa):

· We also joined the case by the New Zealand Māori Council.
· We did this because we had some specific take that hadn’t been addressed.

· We are also an active member of the Iwi Leaders Forum.

· In the Iwi Leaders Forum we have been pleased with the progress that has been made with the Land and Water Forum.

· One of the things the Prime Minister has been quoted as saying is that the Land and Water Forum has dealt with these issues.

· This isn’t the case, the Land and Water Forum has focused on usage issues and management as opposed to ownership.

· Progress has been made, but not enough progress.

· We haven’t achieved the pinnacle of what Sir Timu te Heuheu has advocated.

· We have more work to do.

· It isn’t just a question of parties coming together; we must address the two ends of the spectrum, ownership and mana.

· We need to recognise the commercial opportunities but also recognise kaitiakitanga.

· We don’t find the New Zealand Māori Council and the Iwi Leaders Forum to be inconsistent; there is the opportunity for these two positions to be bridged together.

· Compliments to everyone here today. With unity with our view, we will be successful.
· The Māori Party should stay at the table – if we don’t have this voice, we’ll be in a much worse situation.
Roimata Minhinnick (Ngāti Ata):

· Supports the first question, Māori have proprietary rights and interests.
· They have had discussions with the Tribunal and Councils, they are pleased to be here to support this gathering.

· Would like to support the New Zealand Māori Council and the Iwi Leaders Forum.

· There should be discussions throughout all iwi, and then the issue should be tabled for further consideration.

· It is not the business of Government to be telling a Court of inquiry what to do. That is only likely to infest Māori with resentment.

· We have concerns that deals may be made that undermine the rights and interests of future generations.

· We need a national framework of regulation that protects our rights and interests on a national scale.

· Lastly, in terms of existing processes, we’d like to suggest that a national framework that protects our fundamental future rights and interests for future generations be established.

· We need a national Māori body so that Māori rights and interests can be advanced.
Manamena Vercoe (Ngāti Manawa):

· Ngāti Manawa are progressing its settlement as part of the Central North Island deal.
· We would like to express our proprietorship in our rohe – we hold the mana whenua.

· Our iwi were very disappointed in the Prime Minister’s dismissal of the Tribunal. The Prime Minister needs to know how hard it is to progress claims through the Tribunal, it is not acceptable for him to dismiss this so casually.
· It takes a long time to get Māori together and get organised to make a submission.

· We need a group to do the negotiation and a group to communicate between iwi.

Donna Hall (Tikitere):

· Mana for lakes generally sit with hapū. Management rights follow ownership, not ownership following management.
· Proprietary interests are claimed in the current case in specific waterways, not the rains falling from heaven or all the waters in New Zealand.

· We claim the whole of the environment, not just the water and not the fish.

· Hapū seek interests in the whole water body, not just one aspect.

· That is what we see when we address water bodies.

· The claims regarding State Owned Enterprises are all about water – selling the shares in State Owned Enterprises is selling the water, and it’s claptrap to suggest otherwise.

· The Ministers’ message tonight should be that the Government must wait until the water issue is reported upon by the Tribunal, before the Government seeks to sell the shares. 

· The way through is to negotiate a solution. That is the message that should go to the Prime Minister tonight. There must be a chance for the necessary discussions to occur.

· The Government must wait and negotiate a solution, not just ignore the Tribunal.

· The Resource Management Act has done very little for Māori interests in geothermal resources.

· The interests in the fields are seen to be held by Māori hapū claimants.

· All the decisions about who can draw from these fields is make by the Regional Councils, the ability for hapū to have any influence is very limited

· None of the Māori applicants before the Council and Tribunal have enough resources to progress their cases – we are always the pauper in the room.

· The planning processes they use are always Pākehā processes.

· The processes are costly – we spent $100k on water scientists.

· We need funding for claimants to progress these issues, otherwise they’ll fail because the opposing groups can outspend them.

· Shares in State Owned Enterprises are one place to look for funding for groups to pursue these claims.

· There needs to be a fund for groups – this could have representation from the New Zealand Māori Council, iwi leaders, and Councils. 

· The Tribunal made a decision today. Last Thursday the Crown filed a notice to give the Tribunal a hurry-up.

· The Tribunal replied that it was unusual and inappropriate for counsel for the Crown to amend its own evidence in a later memorandum, and is inappropriate to request the Tribunal to amend or alter its decision.

· The Tribunal concludes that it will provide an interim truncated report for the stage one issues, and will endeavour to provide this by the 24th of August, and issue a full stage one report in September.

· This memorandum should be provided to the Ministers, and Ministers should try to get the Prime Minister to take notice of this.

· If the Tribunal continues to assert that Māori have legitimate interests here, then the Prime Minister and the Government needs to defer the State Owned Enterprise sales to provide time to consider.

Dr Toby Curtis (Iwi Leaders Forum, Te Arawa):

· When I arrived I was pulled up by the media, they said it was a bun fight.

· We’re here in unity, not to battle, as the media have said. We need peace amongst ourselves.

· First thing that needs to be done – we should get together with the New Zealand Māori Council and have a chat as soon as possible.

· It’s part of Te Arawa’s strategic developments to have the ownership of lakebeds and all water and rivers, streams, by 2020. 

· This meeting is timely, because it was obvious that the Tribunal could come out with a favourable finding.

· Why did the Crown think that kaitiakitanga is our understanding of ownership? Kaitiakitanga is a subset of ownership, just a subset. 

· When we say mana, we mean control and authority.

· The Crown uses the word kaitiakitanga instead of mana.

· The Prime Minister saying no one owns the water – hasn’t he been informed about the settlements involving ownership of water? There are many examples of this.

· I thank Dr Sharples and Tariana Turia for pointing this out to him.

· We need to sit down and talk about ownership.

· Allocation is a major issue. We need to talk about this too.

· I ask myself, who are the Māori officials that are advising the Crown? If our Māori officials were advising the Crown, the Crown would not have been trying to tell us that kaitiakitanga is ownership. It is nonsense – mana is what they should have said.

John Clarke:

· Kia ora Dr Curtis.

· Now Sir Eddie to close on behalf of the New Zealand Māori Council.

Sir Eddie Durie (New Zealand Māori Council):

· I can’t add too much more.

· We stand by certain standards and values of people. When we stand on the marae, we respect people. We sometimes don’t achieve this outside the marae. From now on, let’s talk with respect.

· We agree that we need to develop some sort of body to consider this matter. We need to look closely at those who have experience, and who have a commitment to the kaupapa, and impartiality. 

· Such a body would need access to an expert panel, and would need access to those who can value water in commercial terms.

· This body must be accountabile to some sort of constituency, need to achieve legitimacy through popular consultation.

· Thanks to Ministers Sharples and Turia for bringing this together. 

· The New Zealand Māori Council is very appreciative of all that you have done.

John Clarke:

· We’ve had speakers from all across the country.

· We’ve had speakers from six claimant groups and ten others from the floor. We’ve also heard from the Federation of Māori Authorities.

· I now ask our Minister to respond to this korero.

Minister Sharples:

· Acknowledgments to everyone.

· It is timely that we have met to share our expressions and acknowledge our speakers, and those researchers. 

· I acknowledge you all.

· We’ve heard suggestions for ways forward.

· It appears there is great interest in aligning our efforts, and sharing information more effectively. We need to canvas the country more effectively in order to present a Māori view. 
· All parties, iwi leaders, New Zealand Māori Council, claimants, agree that the issue of ownership must be addressed with the Government early and clearly as being issues of proprietary rights – this is the key message we will take to the Prime Minister tonight.

· Unless clearly conveyed in language that the Government understands, there is a risk that the nuances and principles of mana and kaitiaki will be lost.

· The Government must consider the Tribunal report, and the Tribunal process must be allowed to be completed. Let the Tribunal report whatever it reports, and allow the process to be completed.

· The question must be addressed: what proprietary interests do iwi and hapū have in the water bodies in their districts?

· It appears that the New Zealand Māori Council and the Iwi Leaders Forum are interested in negotiated outcomes, but the litigation route remains a back pocket option.

· However. we must not let the Courts decide our tikanga. This is what happened with the fisheries settlements.

· On behalf of mysef and Minister Turia, we are happy to help organise these hui and help develop the national framework. This will ensure that the rohe believe in the process and are included.

· What we’d really like is if representatives of the New Zealand Māori Council and Iwi Leaders Forum could come together to work on a joint strategy to take this issue forward. We’ll work together with our joint Ministries to make sure that this happen.

· What would be really enormous is if Sir Eddie, and someone from the Iwi Leaders’ Forum, should come along at 7.30pm tonight to our meeting and give it to them straight, kanohi ki te kanohi. 

· Thanks very much to everyone for attending, it’s really important that we get a broad response to these important questions. 

John Clarke:

· I read the Tribunal report last week. 

· There were some really important statements in that report.

· From the Chief Judge – “In the interests of the Crown/Māori relationship, the issues raised at this stage of the inquiry are serious ones, and warrant measured and serious consideration”. Ministers will be considering these issues.

· Thank you for your patience and forebearance. Return safely to your families and homes. Until we meet again, greetings.

· Thanks to Te Puni Kōkiri for organising this hui.

Closing mihi – Mark Te Hone.
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