
   

 

The Treasury 

Release of Submissions: 
Mixed Ownership Model Consultation with Māori 

Release Document 

March 2012 

 
www.treasury.govt.nz/publications/reviews-consultation/mixed-ownership/submissions 

Key to sections of the Official Information Act 1982 under which information has been 
withheld. 

Certain information in this document has been withheld under the following section of 
the Official Information Act, as applicable: 

[1] 9(2)(a) - to protect the privacy of natural persons, including deceased people. 
  

Where information has been withheld, a numbered reference to the applicable section 
of the Official Information Act has been made, as listed above. For example, an [1] 
appearing where information has been withheld in a release document refers to section 
9(2)(a). 

In preparing this Information Release, the Treasury has considered the public interest 
considerations in section 9(1) of the Official Information Act. 



This file note is a final summary report of the hui.  It is not a full transcript or a full 

record of the hui. Names and personal information of attendees have been removed 

from the transcript under section 9(2)(a) of the Official Information Act 1982 to 

protect the privacy of natural persons. 
 

 
 

1

HUI NOTES REPORT: Extension of the Mixed Ownership Model 

Kaupapa A proposal to change legislation in relation to: Genesis Power Ltd, Meridian 
Energy Ltd, Mighty River Power Ltd and Solid Energy New Zealand Ltd 

Location 
Northland Events Centre, 
Toll Stadium, 
Okara Drive, 
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Chris White – Manager, Commercial Transactions Group (Treasury) 
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Karen Tasker (TPK) 
Shaneen Simpson-Almond (TPK) 
Greg Reilly (TPK) 
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Attendance Approx  ( registered - 110 and public – approx 150-160 attendees) 

Agenda 
• Whakatau -  
• Introductions 
• Opening Address 
• Presentation 
• Q & A –  facilitated by Tracey Wright-Tawha  
• Chairs Summary and Close 

Presentation 
Sir Wira Gardiner 

This is our fourth hui and we were briefed that as usual, Tai Tokerau would 
produce something interesting and something dynamic and the start of this hui 
has been like that. I don’t mind it proceeding in that way as long as the 
disciplined dramatic gestures and we will get along fine. Can I just say we are 
delighted to be here. (Wira responded further in te reo, outlining the process, 
Crown address, whakapatai, etc). 
 
Advised media they are welcome to stay but to stop recording following the 
Deputy Prime Minister’s address. 
  
MINISTERS SPEECH 

Mihi ki nga hau kainga me nga manuhiri 

Presenting government’s mixed ownership model.  Welcoming questions from 
the audience.  

 

MIXED OWNERSHIP MODEL  PRESENTATION  

([Speaker] interjected in Te Reo following whakatau. Made reference to 
Ngawha Prison) 
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HON BILL ENGLISH: Gave a brief mihi.  
 
What I want to do is just run through what the government’s plans are with the 
mixed ownership model, and then talk about a number of the particular issues 
which we’re here to consult on, which were mentioned at the start, then also a 
number of other issues that I know you’ll be interested in.  
 

• Slide 1: This slide tells you why we are consulting. The most important 
thing here is the Crown is committed to maintaining its obligations 
under the treaty. There’s been a bit of discussion about the crown 
pulling back from its commitments. Even if we wanted to we don’t have 
that choice and we don’t want to. The current government has shown a 
degree of commitment. We are the first Government to bring Māori 
representation to the heart of the Government. 

• Slide 2: The Mixed Ownership Model – we want to make sure 
everyone understands what’s involved in that. The Government made 
announcements at the beginning of last year because issues like this 
where the public have a strong interest in it and need to be clear on the 
Government’s intent. If elected then we would proceed with the mixed 
ownership model.  No one was in any doubt about our intentions with 
those assets.  

• The plan is to float up to 49% of four SOEs. We’ve said Mighty River 
Power will be first and will be floated in the second half of this year. 
Government will retain control of these assets through a 51% 
shareholding and this will be in the legislation. No other shareholder – 
even iwi – can own more than 10% of these companies. We are 
committed to New Zealanders being at the front of the queues. Mums 
and Dads, Kiwisaver accounts/funds. People managing these funds 
will be using those monies to buy shares on your behalf.  Will work with 
various Māori groups (iwi, trusts and incorporations) who want to 
participate. We want to make it work because they are long term 
owners who aren’t going anywhere. 

 
Why are we doing this?  The reasons are: 

• Most important is Debt – when you read about countries like Greece 
and Portugal getting into trouble because of debt. NZ is one of the 
most indebted countries to foreign lenders. We owe as much as Spain 
Portugal & Greece do. Don’t like that because this makes us 
vulnerable to those who may control our destiny. We need to do more 
investment in taxpayers’ assets (schools, hospitals, broadband). 
Instead of borrowing and paying interest, we want to sell shares to 
New Zealanders and we will use the funds to invest in schools, 
broadband and hospitals. We can do that investment without borrowing 
more. Already we are country with a big mortgage and a large 
overdraft.  We are working to clear the overdraft and we do not want 
the mortgage growing because it’s too big now and we need to get it 
down. 

• New Zealanders need something sound to invest their savings in. 
People are saving more than they used to. When finance companies 
collapsed, New Zealanders lost $8 billion. Kiwisaver money needs 
better opportunities than to be sent overseas. We need some 
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opportunities here in New Zealand. 
• SLIDE 5: Legislation. Couple of general points. The State Owned 

Enterprise Act 1986 (SOE Act), with section nine and other sections 
such as section 27, were put there to protect the rights and interests of 
claimants, and to put some legal compulsion on the Government to act 
consistently with treaty. The SOE Act will stay on the books with 
section nine in it. This discussion is about taking four of the SOEs out 
of that act and putting into the Public Finance Act. Important for people 
to understand section nine will stay in the SOE act that will also stay. 
But the list of companies covered by that act will be shorter (SOEs, like 
NZ Post, TVNZ, Met service, etc are still covered). We are going 
through this consultation because the Crown wants to make sure that 
in making these changes we don’t compromise the Crown’s ability to 
meet future claims or claimants’ abilities to make future claims – we 
want to preserve the status quo. So when we shifted these companies 
into the other Act we need to look at the options for the Treaty clause 
that will apply to them in another piece of legislation that doesn’t 
currently have one. Want to write a new clause to cover these 
companies in another piece of legislation. Further, we found through 
these Hui a number of significant and important issues about two 
related concerns – one is the settlement process and we’re hearing 
from those who settled and more importantly those who haven’t and 
the Crown does not want to compromise the process for future 
claimants. We want to ensure future claimants have the same 
opportunities in the future as they do now. With respect to SOE shares, 
or the ability for them to be part of settlements, future claimants may 
get a better deal because in the past government has not been able to 
use part of a SOE in a settlement. 
Once the SOE is floated and shares available, it is possible – not 
saying guaranteed which depends on the claim - that the SOE shares 
can be part of a settlement as Crown will just buy off the Stock 
Exchange and hand on to iwi. 

• Second area of concern is around water claims. This government and 
the previous government recognised that there were Māori rights and 
interests in water which were bound to be contested and argued. We 
started two processes to get water issues on the table.  
1. Firstly, the Land and Water forum – committee of 70 including 

reps from farmers, fishermen, recreational users, Fish and Game, 
other environmental groups, local and central government. The 
idea of the forum is to develop a broad consensus on how we 
manage water better.  

2. Secondly, we began a process of discussions with iwi. We know 
we can’t improve the management/ quality of water without the 
participation and consent of iwi. That has been lead mainly by 
Tuwharetoa and Timu Te Heuheu. It hasn’t resolved issues yet – 
have been talking for two and a half years and I expect we will 
need to talk more yet (2 years?). I understand a Hui is on this 
weekend. So we’re involved in the discussions about water, and 
we expect that discussion to continue. We’ve learned that talking 
things through in good faith can give us lasting solutions – and 
that’s what we’re looking for. Besides policy discussion with iwi 
and other groups, we are also dealing with water through 
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individual settlements. Yesterday we were in Whanganui. The 
river is at the heart of their claim. We hope to resolve their claims 
in the next 12 months. With Waikato-Tainui, aside from the land 
claims we have settled the river claim. We have learned that it’s 
difficult to talk about a general interest in water and iwi remind us 
regularly about what matters to them is their particular right or 
interest in their awa. So we are trying to find the right balance in 
the water argument between a general discussion where everyone 
understands what we are trying to achieve and working through 
individual claims which are all unique – no two are the same. 
Waikato is different from the Whanganui – they talk about it 
differently and have different expectations. For Ngai Tahu it’s 
different again – they’ve got dozens of rivers. The point is we are 
quite happy to discuss further the issues around water because I 
know it’s tied up with generating companies and the Crown is fully 
aware of those rights and interests. 
 

• Legislation. Remove the four companies from SOE Act, punt into PFA 
and PFA will have legal requirements for crown.   Section 27 will 
definitely move over to the other legislation. Section 27 allows the 
crown when settling a claim to go and take land assets from a 
company and give them in to a settlement. That’s part of the history of 
section nine. Section 27 was put in there to make sure land owned by 
these companies is available for claims. Even if we sell 49% of it, the 
land remains available to claimants and the Government then has an 
argument with the company on what to pay for it and not with the 
claimant.  

• Rights and Interests.  Our first obligation is to those iwi that have direct 
interests in the activities of a company that have been in place ever 
since the dams have been there. And for those iwi there are a number 
of protections that continues – one is their own commercial and 
contractual arrangements with the SOEs.  There are quite a number of 
these and they are not the Crown’s business. If iwi has an 
arrangement with the company – use of land, contribution to 
community, etc – that stays in place. Some iwi have got to know these 
companies very well. When companies go through renewal of the 
water consent, they can’t do that without the participation of iwi. 
Genesis has just gone through this on Whanganui River. Second layer 
of protection is around the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) -  
no-one can move much these days without involvement through local 
government or individually through local iwi – all of this stays in place. 

• Investment opportunities.  We are not strictly consulting on iwi 
opportunities.  There’s any number of iwi and incorporations that want 
the opportunity and know these companies well. We will be working 
with various Māori entities to see how they fit into the process of 
getting shares. Some have settled and have the cash to do that. For 
those that have not, there will be an ongoing opportunity to get shares 
because they will be listed, so either the Crown or incorporation or iwi 
can buy shares and become part of the company. 

• Patai.  Want to ensure the Government’s actions do not compromise 
rights and interests. Want to improve the crown’s understanding of the 
rights and interests that are involved here. 
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Discussion and questions 

 

 

Questions / 
Comments 

[Speaker]: I thought this country was to mahi tahi together. The Government is 
going one way and we are trying to come together (mahi tahi) together but 
we’re not. The thing is - I want – we want - to stick together as brothers and 
sisters. You know this is why we listen to our ancestors. This is what I’d like to 
see is us work together as brother and sister. Don’t want to change anything my 
tupuna has done.  Don’t want to change that clause. Gonna create another 
thing that we gonna fight. 
 
Kevin Prime (Co-Chair): Outlined his role, then speakers to follow. 
 
[Speaker]: I just want to say that this section nine has been known right 
throughout, since the Government asked that section nine be removed. We’ve 
just been commemorating the Treaty of Waitangi at Waitangi with the Hon Bill 
English.  
 
A lot of people have got their thoughts in their minds without hearing the author 
of its books that’s coming asking us to take out section nine. Getting our people 
around here to try and put something together in a rush is not easy. So for 
those who never came or discussed this I apologise for this. It’s a notice that we 
want to make sure our position is very clear.  
 
I want to read out our statement. The removal of s9 to establish the MOM 
companies proposed by the Crown is part of the wider debate we are currently 
pursuing before the tribunal relating to our constitutional aspirations of the 
status of Te Tiriti O Waitangi. For Ngā Puhi the Treaty of Waitangi and its older 
brother He Whakaputanga Ngā Tino Rangātiratanga O Niutirini is the 
constitutional foundation of this country. Which deserves one status and guides 
everything the crown does and it is against this backdrop that we say that the 
removal of the treaty clause to establish MOM entities not only represents a 
backward step that degrades the relationship of confidence and trust which are 
depicted within the sacred governance of our respective forefathers.  
 
The commitment to the treaty that is evident by enactment of section nine of 
SOE marks an important milestone in our national history which has seen 
debate that has brought life and spirit back into the Treaty of Waitangi.  It is a 
constitutional guarantee by the Crown to protect and safeguard the interests of 
Māori. Section 9 was the seed that commenced the constitutional shift in NZ 
with successive governments have enacted legislation which requires public 
decision makers to consider or give effect to the principles of Treaty of 
Waitangi. This shift cannot be modified for the sole reason of maximising the 
value of the sale of the majority stake in the SOEs earmarked for sale.   
 
The discussions is integral to the larger context of the constitutional review 
which was negotiated as part of the Māori Party’s 2008 confidence and supply 
agreement with National as it is related directly to the ongoing role of the Treaty 
of Waitangi in NZs constitutional arrangements. In my view the increasing shift 
towards honouring the treaty cannot be stalled to appease offshore interests in 
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an attempt of extracting a few extra dollars, our internal relationships are more 
important.  
 
I believe an interim measure would be to elevate and entrench the status of the 
treaty to at least to the Bill of rights where it applies to all branches of 
government and requires public decision makers and judges to promote and 
protect the treaty where possible. This would protect the gains that have been 
made over the last generation and that the great walks we have taken together 
have not been in vain.  
 
Even though we may not be in the political sense of democracy of parliament, 
our people have come out here to most probably oppose the process regarding 
section nine. 
 
It has been ‘no’ all the time. 
 
KEVIN PRIME: If you’ve got written submissions please summarise the main 
points and then submit them. 
 
[Speaker]:  My concern is first the analysis you use for this process and use of 
Air NZ. Our taonga tuku iho, article two, is not a portfolio. You cannot trade this. 
You assume you have a right to bring this presentation to us and talk to us as 
ordinary New Zealanders. We are Māori – we are your partners and as such we 
should have ownership rights. You haven’t included us in any of this process. 
You had at the counter TPK staff request to us to sign in - to listen to the MOM 
consultation – no way.  
 
This is not about a MOM – this may be about partnership consultation with the 
Crown whom you represent but you legislate us out and make us legislated as 
New Zealanders to be recognised in any sort of portfolio you care to put 
together. That is not us. We are hapu here. Here in Whangarei I am a hapu of 
Ngātikahu ki Torongare, Te Parawhau me Waiariki – very old hapu. I am of the 
iwi of Ngapuhi. My toto my blood flows right through all these hapū – I cannot 
assume I cannot talk anywhere where Ngā Puhi has fought. I talk of 
Ngapuhitanga. That for me is the protection of me as a woman to give birth of 
my children to allow them to have their children so that we as mokopuna will 
have DNA in the next millennium as Māori – that is our fight that is our struggle. 
I hear you give legislation that jails our women. You don’t protect our women.  
 
We now have to stand and talk to see that we will not make submissions in 
protecting our women through this process…we will carry out actions now. We 
will start with our Treaty obligation to be heard and have our story told as 
Ngapuhitanga. Our tupuna went to England to deal with the crown quite 
successfully. It’s those who have followed in their footsteps who have been the 
perpetrators of the undoing of that consultation. 
 
We’re now standing here having to prove to you we have rights as Māori – 
Hongi never, Hongi never spoke in any way what so ever. He said you give to 
your so called earls is the same for my hapu and their rangātira. So you must 
bear this in mind when you hear the hearings and process from Ngapuhi 
hearings. We don’t speak here as if we are separate we speak as we have 
rights, as a hapu, iwi and people to guide the future for us as Māori. Follow that 
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analysis and not the one in your forward. 
 
[Speaker]: Tēnā koe Bill and taumata. Just want to say that we are used to this 
word consultation from the Crown and the fact is we don’t trust your 
consultation. And I hear today a lot of what you’re saying has mothballed the 
real facts about us as Māori and our rights. What we’re saying Deputy Prime 
Minister, is that we want the section nine in the SOE act to be transferred 
wholus bolus into those new acts under the Finance act that you are thinking 
about and all rights and privileges and sections that refer to rights for Māori. 
And I know that you’ve got this message all the way through your consultation 
hui in this country. So that’s what Ngā Puhi is asking is that those rights and 
privileges be transferred into your new Acts.  
 
You talk about private investors not being held to the principles of the Treaty of 
Waitangi. I can tell you that on the 6th February 1840, your tupuna signed up to 
be part of the Tiriti o Waitangi, not the Treaty of Waitangi. They took the rights 
and privileges extended to the English at that time and all we’re saying today is 
we want our rights and privileges contained and transferred into those new acts. 
Our rights and privileges have been upheld for many years now.  
 
You talk about the price of this is $5-7 Billion to put into the economy. $1 Billion 
per month.  That’s only five to seven months of your current rate of borrowing   
– what’s going to happen after five to seven months. The other point is that 
Māori are your natural partners. Māori built the dams, our sweat, our tupuna 
and our fathers/mothers sweat are in those dams-we built them. Telecom was 
sold off, that was one of them that belonged to us as Aotearoa. Why? Because 
they were built on the sweat and labour of ordinary people. We don’t think there 
should be any sales, but Māori should be at the front. The 51% you want to 
retain and own should be our half anyway, for a start. Just to recap, Ngā Puhi 
want section nine transferred as well all other sections into new legislation. 
 
[Speaker]: Addressed Kevin Prime saying he would follow half the directions 
given so that he can maintain the mana and dignity of ngā iwi o Terenga Paroa 
by reading his submission.  I’m reading my submission because I want you and 
this table and the people here to hear the voice of ngā iwi o Te Whatatiri.  We 
are the claimants leading the freshwater claim with Waitangi Tribunal.  I submit 
no sale of shares in energy companies without hearing the Māori Council’s 
claims.  The sale of shares without enquiry is a breach of the section 9 of the 
Treaty of Waitangi.  This prejudices our interests protected in section 9. The 
water claims should be judicially heard and settled before changes are made to 
section 9.  The sales are a fraud, a smoke screen that confuses the claim.  The 
Media should read the claims.  This consultation is not a consultation confuses 
the issue.  The real issue is how you give effect to section 9.  We seek an 
agreement from the Government about hearing our claim.  We support the 
Māori Council’s claims. 
 
HON BILL ENGLISH: With respect to say this particular claim, which we heard 
about yesterday in Whanganui, we dealt successfully with iwi through the claims 
process with iwi who have a strong interest in a water body, or spring or a river, 
within the claims process. A number of those have been successfully 
completed. We have found a reasonably satisfactory – but not perfect– way of 
picking up this kind of concern. Each iwi or hapu has a particular interest in 
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particular waters and we deal with those one at a time as is possible. So the 
best way this claim can be moved ahead is for the relevant entity to be in the 
claims process and talking face to face with the crown about how this particular 
interest that has some real history and feeling can be reflected in a settlement.  
 
[Speaker]: In te reo, refers to his kaupapa as another example of the prophecy 
made by his tipuna kawiti at the time of the signing of the Treaty of Waitangi.  
Kawiti described a future time when the Pākehā would behave as insects and 
erode or eat away at the treaty and everything that it embodies.  This that time 
foretold of by Kawiti.  Refers to an announcement that Government will take 
urgency next week to make amendments to a number of bills in respect to the 
Treaty of Waitangi so that they can privatise a number of SOEs, and here they 
are consulting with us when they already know what they are going to do.  
  
[Speaker]:  Hon Bill English I appreciate that you did come to talk to us today 
because for some of us this is the first opportunity we have had to speak. I 
know our people had water management rights before Europeans ever came 
here. In our first investigation of title in Whananaki, my tupuna stood and said I 
descend from the people who opened the lake and made the river run to the 
sea. Hence the name Te Wairahi. 
 
My children come from Waiomio – contrary to what most people think, the 
reference point for Waiomio is a rock in a stream upstream from our house in 
the Mohinui block. And Waiomio is a huge aquifer for water - it’s never been 
touched. But up the top end at Rotokeruru where Torongare is said to be buried 
there’s a lake no matter what’s the drought, the levels stay to the top. I know 
streams running down because we put a big dam down in further. So I’m talking 
about water that has been used in a customary way by Māori for a long time. I 
would say what you’re trying to do now is cultural treason. You have never, 
since 1840, allowed Māori to exercise a proper management role or proper use 
role or property right role in their water which they have used centuries 
beforehand. Now you want to open up to people who may not come from New 
Zealand to have a property right to profit from – it’s not good enough.  
 
Regardless of what you’re saying about iwi interests in Māori groups, as with 
the last farming deal in New Zealand the highest bidder wins. So don’t come 
here bluffing us to think we will accept something less. I was part of a group that 
went about the fishing ownership claims in the 1990s and we were told yes 
you’re right but the law does not allow us to make decisions, You’re back here 
now some sort of words to allay our fears, that if words are put in a sentence 
our rights will remain ….that is not what our history tells us what will happen. It’s 
very sad that you are coming here and put those things on the wall.  
 
We are in the midst now of having our Tribunal hearings – we have spent a year 
talking about what we believed our tupuna meant and providing evidence to 
correct any idea that people had that we were savages that didn’t know what 
was happening in the world.  We have spent six hearing so far and now waiting 
for a report about what the declaration of independence really meant for us.  
Now before we get to a hearing about our customary rights we are at a sell off 
again - that is deceitful. I’m so cynical.   
 
I’ve worked in Wellington and I know the talk. It’s like that. I’m glad you came 
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because you’ve given us at least that respect but we’re not fooled by it. It really 
worries me that we are caught in this bind. The New Zealand Māori Council has 
been very effective in the early years. The strength has been diminished but the 
water right is a national right and I want to see that right discussed before the 
Waitangi Tribunal and the Tribunal put out a decision before any small steps are 
taken of selling off. You use the debt crisis as a reason why. People have a 
regard for their heritage and culture.  
 
What’s the notion that Māori people will throw up their hands and walk away 
and leave anything? It isn’t true. Thank-you for coming but I say no further 
dealings with those sales until the property right Māori people have are all 
defined first. 
 
[Speaker]: I stand here with two hats – first as claimant number 9 in the New 
Zealand Māori claim. You’re looking at the man who led the Ika whenua claim 
and it’s the only one that’s made a decision on water. That decision says quite 
clearly that the peoples of the Ika whenua have proprietal rights to their rivers 
and waters, akin to ownership. Then the Tribunal directed us and the 
Government to go away and negotiate a settlement.  
 
I am still waiting for the Government to come to the table – still waiting. The 
Treaty Minister of the day, Doug Graham said, when he saw my statement to 
the news media that we are going to claim the dams that have been put on our 
rivers because we own the rivers, he said ‘over my dead body’. Successive 
government have not changed…I support the fact that Poroti are saying this is a 
fraud, this process. Because the Government is saying they will settle those 
who have yet to settle with their rivers – I’m still waiting. 
 
As New Zealand Māori Council, the claim has been made by the government, 
why is the council making this claim at the last minute. When the announcement 
was made 12 months ago I said we must make a claim. This is a threat to all 
those council members who fought very hard in 1986 to ensure the rights of all 
Māori were protected. The statement by Mr English that people who have been 
settled can buy in needs to be analysed very carefully.  
 
The first impact of this statement is what happens to us who have not settled. 
Do we not have to buy, will it be given to us. Ano te wawata. What about the 
majority of Māori who have been dislocated from their papakainga and live in 
the cities where [Speaker] lives.  I’m sure is not about to divest any settlement 
to those people there. Because Ngai Tahu haven’t, Tainui haven’t, the only 
people who will care about them is the New Zealand Māori Council because we 
have a 1962 Māori Community Development Act that says we are duty bound to 
do so. If you want to buy your own home, go for it.  
 
The view of the council is why should we buy it when we already own it. That 
was the claim of Te Ika whenua – we own the rivers. Interestingly enough, the 
history of all this claim business started with the fish. We went to David Lange’s 
Government and said we own the fish. After negotiations, with the negotiators of 
which Dick Dargaville and I were some with Matiu Rata, we and the 
Government settled that 20% of all fish was sufficient ki te whaka e I te mamae. 
And then he said an injection to protect us from future illness we could have a 
big dollop of money and they agreed to give $150m to buy Sealords and that’s 
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why you’ve got Te Ohu Kaimoana. And is any Māori unhappy with the way the 
fish deal has been sorted? Kāo, kao kao. That’s the model we are suggesting to 
your Government to go down.  
 
The next successful model is Kaingaroa trees and central forest. There has not 
been one outburst from the Pākehā. Because he knows and will remember in 
the forestry all the profits stay in Māori hands – we are not going anywhere. We 
are propping up this economy and that is a fact that Pākehā recognise. The 
support we’ve got from Pākehā is overwhelming. Everyone seems to think that 
if section nine applied to private land, the Crafar farms debacle would never 
have happened.  
 
[Speaker]: I am of Ngai Tahuhu descent an ancient hapu in Taitokerau, of Te 
Uri O Hau, and Ngāti Whatua and I’m here to talk to this take. I’m involved with 
our settlement trust. Have settled with the crown (TUOH) but not amounted to 
much. We’ve had our taonga (the Kaipara), and one of our biggest concerns is 
dealing with the protection of the Kaipara. We’ve had asset sales going on in 
New Zealand for years. Bill just said New Zealand is one of the most indebted 
countries in the world. Well why did we sell those assets in the 90s for because 
it didn’t mean a damn thing.  
 
Why are we selling our furniture in the whare when we are still selling furniture 
in the whare. I struggle with the fact that the Crown has claimed ownership over 
resources, how did they? Waterways belong to Māori and always have. For us 
in the Kaipara, Bill said the RMA would help us look after the resources and 
provide statutory protection – it hasn’t happened. We’ve been through the 
courts, and they said other matters that were more important. Don’t know what 
those matters were. Those statutory obligations have been shafted ever since 
they were put into legislation.  
 
Here we are as TUOH, have a treaty settlement but we’ve spent a third of a 
million dollars taking the Crown to court and have shafted our MoU, Treaty 
obligations, the RMA and we will never  get justice until we have our own 
parliament. We can talk about a heap of things. Ever since 1853 we have been 
on the back foot, and here we are today on the back foot dealing with teka 
coming out of paremata. We need to focus on our tupuna…we had a Māori 
parliament, from 1892. We’re still dealing with the same raruraru. 
 
[Speaker]: In respect of the proposal to sell shares in assets held by the 
government supposedly on behalf of all NZers, Mana opposes plans to get rid 
of Treaty protection section nine or to draft new legislation that will either leave 
section nine out all together or introduce new clauses that reduce the authority 
of the treaty.  
 
Section nine is the only clause that gives our treaty rights over SOEs any 
protection at all. Removing section nine or drafting new legislation that reduces 
its authority is therefore unacceptable. The government’s consultation 
presentation poses three questions. Those things up there which are essentially 
multi layered goobledgook and twists and turns, and in a language that is 
deliberately hard to understand. 172 years after the signing of Te Tiriti o 
Waitangi the Crown is still using a foreign language to try to bamboozle Māori. I 
chose instead to focus on the basic issues at stake.  
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1. The proposal to sell assets that include lands, waters and other 
resources yet to be settled through the treaty claims process should 
not proceed until such claims have been properly concluded.  

2. Assets owned by the state on behalf of all NZers should not be sold to 
pay off a debt that was created not by NZ citizens, but by bad 
governance and a devotion to economic values which lead to the rich 
getting richer and the poor getting poorer. 

3. Assets whose values have been created from the hard work of 
generations of NZers many of whom are Māori should not be put up for 
sale when their value can be stolen away from us by cash-rich 
overseas investors whose primary objective is not the public good. 

4. Electricity assets should be held by the govt in trust and for the benefit 
of New Zealanders. Will be lost to us forever.  

5. Lead to lost jobs, increase in electricity prices. Foreign investors would 
not understand it which would create uncertainty and have a negative 
effect on investment in the companies. Confirms what most Māori 
already know – without section nine makes it a more attractive offer.  

 
I urge my colleagues of Māori Party by walking out on a government that 
continues to deny Māori aspirations and destroy Treaty grievances. 
 
[Speaker]: Deputy Prime Minister you talked about controlling our own destiny 
and Ngāti Hine is all about that. We have in front of us a field that looks very 
even. Since 1840-45 the field has been in favour of the crown. We see these 
changes as putting the Crown in an even more advantageous position. We see 
that the sale of SOEs as an extension of that. We think this discussion should 
be pitched at the level of our constitution and this is a manifestation of the 
unequalness of the partnership.  
 
What [Speaker] said about the report from the Waitangi Tribunal is where the 
discussion should be so these discussions are premature. I really want to stress 
that point. The partial sales of SOEs, we feel that like [Speaker], this has to be 
done in the public interests. Our view is that it hasn’t been done in the public 
interests. Like [Speaker], we’re very cynical about the proposals being made 
and are not advantageous to Māori. So we have no confidence that the rights 
and interests will be fully protected by any amendments to the acts, particularly 
by deletion of section nine. If the real motivation is to protect rights of Māori then 
why are we tutuing with it at all?  
 
I take on board the point about iwi who have settled already, and those seeking 
to settle now. In regard to water in Motatau, we have our relationship with water. 
We do not subscribe to the word ownership or kaitiakitanga or that our rights will 
be protected in the RMA (Resource Management Act 1991).  Rangātiratanga 
and mana motuhake is where we sit, we prescribe to Te Parawhau, and 
propriety rights to ensure we are making decisions. Protection and 
enhancement summarise our position. 
 
[Speaker]: I’ve got a firm grasp on political and electoral processes and I’ve 
watched the National party skip the democratic processes, except for select 
committees.  My question, when realistically when all opinions here today are 
ignored, to the people who have got us in the situation we are now (big wigs, 
big corps) what steps will Government be taking to ensure these big 
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corporations don’t keep doing what they are doing. We’ve seen National Party 
cut taxes at the upper end but not those in the bottom. 
 
[Speaker]:  What’s so interesting for me is the English language. Three specific 
questions, and look at the first line. What rights - tell you now you got no 
rights…What are your interests, we’ve got no interests, but want to find out what 
our rights are. Concentrate on English and the words they are saying. You’ve 
got to understand how they talk. It’s not so much what they are saying but how 
they are doing it – this is how they are doing it - by devious means, deception 
and distraction. We got to think like the Pākehā psyche.  
 
Don’t worry about section nine because the fruits of our labours and tupuna are 
going to rise up. The Crown’s obligations, you got to ask them, what are they? 
My whanaungau Mr Wira Gardiner he understands what this little brown Māori 
is saying. Crown’s obligations – now listen to this – under – under where? I 
watch my whanaunga Wira …he went back in the chair and came forward and 
when [Speaker] spoke and went red as a raspberry and looked for salvation 
from Mr Bill English. 
 
Under the treaty (what treaty??). The Treaty of Versailles – the treaty over when 
the First World War ended the treaty when the Second World War ended. It’s 
not the treaty that’s making us all anxious – it’s understanding – they don’t 
understand what their treaty is saying. And yet I give them the courage to be 
here for 176 years and they still don’t know how us Māori think.   
 
And since they been here I learned how to talk English – see, he’s here right at 
the table. Now here’s the interesting part, his name is Bill. When this all came 
down in 1934, Hongi Hika and them went to talk to King William – King Bill. Now 
King William the fourth gave us what we are supposed to have, and we always 
remain, Mr Minister honourable, dignified and respectful to you. Like my 
whanaunga from Ngāti Hine, he want to shoot you, but first he said, we’d pick 
on Wira first, and I said e Ngāti Hine, I’ll have that one, and you have that one. 
We need to call the bluff.  It is just a big con job.  I know one day Mr English we 
will talk to you properly, kanohi ki kanohi. 
 
[Speaker] 
In te reo, first Te Aupouri does not support the removal of section 9, leave that 
there.  Second, Te Aupouri do not support the sale of the companies, do not 
sell.  Thirdly, support the kōrero of [Speaker] regarding the Public Finance Act, 
ensure that Treaty of Waitangi is included in the Act. 
 
WALTER WELLS:  Advised that a panui to whanau that anyone with an interest 
in constitutional matters – the project manager of the Independent 
Constitutional Working Group Catherine Davis is available. 
 
HON BILL ENGLISH: On constitutional matters, there’s been an independent 
advisory panel set up. It’s going to be going around the country over the next 
couple of years listening to what people have to say. It’s quite independent of 
government, even though we’re paying for it.  It has been established by 
ourselves and the Māori Party.  
 
There’s been a few issues raised about whether govt going to take notice or 
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not. Of course we will be taking some notice. Ultimately Government  will make 
a decision about what goes in the legislation but the consultation process is 
designed to ensure we understand all the interests in the decisions we are 
about to make. To re-emphasise issues with water:  These companies do not 
own the water that goes through their dams- in a legal and political sense no-
one owns it. I know plenty here would say they own it – although that’s related 
to your own water bodies. So it’s not being sold, and it can’t be sold because it 
is not owned. All those companies have is a right to use it. Claims won’t be 
affected. We can go ahead with sale of assets and won’t affect those claims in 
any way. Thank you for participating. This is a way to resolve issues. 
 
(Interruption from a participant, who was removed from the room) 
 
[Speaker]:  Only received the paper today.  In terms of ownership of rivers and 
claims of tribes belonging to the seas…lawful and legal ownership in terms of 
legislation are the rights our people have every right to claim interest in.   
Referred to the Treaty of Waitangi as being the source of the rights of our 
people to springs, rivers and lakes, the Crafar farm sale and that they are giving 
away my rights.  There are not rights here – there never have been for Māori 
people.  
 
KEVIN PRIME: Thanked participants and wrapped up the hui. 
 
HEMANA ERUERA: (Kōrero Māori, karakia) 

 
 


