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NGĀTI REHUA-NGĀTIWAI KI AOTEA TRUST BOARD 

TRUSTEES’ HUI #40, Tues 4 August, 2020 ZOOM Hui 6pm 

 AGENDA 

1. Karakia Tavake Afeaki 

2. Mihimihi  

3. Attendances TA, BD, VT, AE 

4. Apologies JW 

5. Minutes of earlier meetings: Tavake had drafted and circulated four sets DRAFTS 

#35, 36, 37, 38. carried over to next hui, Tavake asked all trustees to read them in 

readiness to discuss next time and amend if necessary debate as usual and confirm 

6. Matters Arising 

 

7. Kaumatua Combined Validation Committee Hui 10am Saturday 8 Aug 20 

Tavake- So on Saturday we’ve got Manawanui marae at Pt Chev booked. I’m pleased about 

that. There are a couple of points about funding it that have come up.  

 

8. Capacity Contract Report to Auckland city & Funding  

The capacity contract report to Auckland city thank you Valmaine, I’ve put that in to 

Auckland city. Bernadette Papa acknowledged safe receipt of it, thanked us for it and then 

she’s going to take the next steps. They have paid ($30,000 balance of the 2019/2020 year 

capacity grant to the trust).  

 

9. Trust’s Financial Accounts Update 

Next, I did engage William Buck accountants to prepare our trust’s last two years of financial 

accounts. I have sent copies of that engagement through to you all and I’ve said to them 

please keep costs as tight as possible and keep us updated about what you need. Kelly is 

already in touch with them to give them information, I’ll give them bank account statements 

as soon as they’re ready for that. And then we have asked them to ‘kick that into shape’ for 

those two financial years.  

 

Valmaine - I wanted to ensure that we covered their (inaudible min 22.47) from the last 

audited accounts to the finishing, I didn’t want there to be a gap there.  

 

Tavake- The audited accounts that I received from the former trustees (for the years ended 

31/3/2017 and 31/3/2018), I have sent them to the accountants. The final balance of those 

accounts, those earlier financial statements, becomes the starting balance. Then we give them 

the accounting Xero programme information. That was what you are discussing? 

 

Valmaine- What year was that? 

 

Tavake- Year ended 31 March 2018.  

 

Valmaine- I thought it was prior to that, I thought it was 2017 for some reason, the AGM or 

something like that. 
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Tavake- We got two sets; 2017 and 2018 and they had not been approved by an AGM of the 

trust. (Aperahama joins ZUI)  

 

Valmaine- So with these accounts that we take on, I just want to be assured that they’re tika. 

Because if they haven’t been through an AGM process then we need to be able to stand 

behind those. 

 

Tavake- What we can vouch for, is the period during which we were responsible, which was 

the middle of last year (2019) until now. What we can give the accountants, is all the bank 

statements, all the Xero records that we have going back as far as they exist. What we do 

have is those two sets of financial statements from the two previous financial years. Which 

was sent by the defendants. That’s what we have to start with (and are giving to the 

accountants).  

 

Valmaine- How much is it going to cost the accountants to do this 2019 and 2020? 

 

Tavake- The lowest quote came in at $3800 per year (of accounts). And I said to them, well 

one year is going to be really simple, it’s the year we’ve been in (as interim trustees, 2019-

2020). And that should be really truncated because all we’ve done is maybe 100 transactions. 

So I told them to sharpen their pencils and give us their time and narrations (to keep costs low 

as possible), because we’re accountable to our beneficiaries and to the High Court. For the 

year before that, I don’t know. I gave quite a detailed tender to the two firms, and they 

estimated how long it would take and I decided with the one who had the capacity to do it 

and the lower quote. 

 

Valmaine- Okay. I think we absolutely need to get the 2019 and 2020 accounts but I’d be 

interested to ensure that accounts before that are robust because if we’re going to be passing 

this information over to the incoming trustees, I want to be able to stand behind them. But if 

we start with the 2019, 2020 first, and perhaps go from there, I’d be happy with that. We 

really need to ensure that there is financial recording of robust level back to the last time the 

accounts were audited. 

 

Tavake- Yes all we can guarantee is the raw data we can give them. Because there were 

questions about the earlier accounts and then the AGMs didn’t happen (to scrutinize them). 

So what is effectively going to happen for this AGM is all four of them (years of accounts) 

are going to have to go and be circulated to your whanau.  

 

Valmaine- So I would want the other (earlier) two years. There has to be some process 

underpinning those two years to ensure that they are transparent and as they should be. And I 

think these accountants would know what that process involves. 

 

Tavake- That’s right and they’re going to prepare financial statements. It’s a full accounting 

process and then they will give us summaries of it all. During the process, if they have 

questions about gaps or whatever then I’m going to give them everything that we have that 

we can give them.  

 

Valmain- That’s fine, if the accountants can do that then I’m happy with that. 

 

Tavake- And the next part, given our history of this, we probably should get them audited. 

And they might need to be audited by another team in the same firm. Because the firm is 
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independent of any of us and you. But I don’t know about that yet. What I really want to do is 

get the accounts up and running so we have them in hand. Because we are meant to be 

presenting audited financial statements. But let’s get the accounts done first, then ask them 

(the accountants) about that.  

 

10. Finances Update 

We paid the June Election Services invoice. We have paid reimbursements. I have a question 

about budget for the kaumatua hui - for the kaumatua validation committee.  

 

IRD status update, I think you sent me a status update, Bruce, the other day from IRD, which 

was saying it’s now the time to file your tax return. So that was what the reminder was to our 

trust. We don’t have to reply to that just yet, what we do need to do is get the accounts done. 

Then we will ask the accountants to prepare and file our tax return.  

 

Charity Services requirements of a trust - returns. I’ve just put this in for the sake of 

completeness, our accounts are now due and I get a reminder about every two weeks from 

them. And they will need an update of who the interim trustees are in due course. Again 

that’s not urgent, but we need the accounts done.  

 

For that Department of Conservation contract for pest eradication and environmental 

protection thank you Valmaine for following that through. What do we need to do? Do we 

need to execute that or anything? Is there a full process for that now or do we need to wait for 

the new trustees? 

 

Valmaine- I’ll read through it but I did confirm it. But it’s really for the new trustees to do. 

Tavake- Thanks for that mahi 

 

11. Marine and Coastal Areas Act High Court case update 

Tavake- update on the trust’s Marine and Coastal Areas (MACA) Act High Court case. I 

prepared and filed a Memorandum as Counsel Assisting the Court for this trust board case - 

in that MACA case for Justice Churchman (the Memorandum explained the background to 

this case and what we are doing, working to regularize the hapu membership database, 

engaging a Returning Officer and conducting trustee elections).  

I went and appeared as counsel in the case management conference on 22 July and explained 

what we are doing and Justice Churchman is happy with it.  

 

Valmaine- Does the trust have an application in? 

Tavake- Yes this is the one in the trust board’s name. 

Valmaine- Who filed it? Who composed it? 

 

Tavake- Who was the applicant? The named person? I can find it, it was for the trust board. 

What I went to is basically a pre-trial conference. And Justice Churchman asked whether or 

not there was any indication of likelihood of timing; eg when when Ngati Rehua-Ngati Wai 

ki Aotea might be ready to proceed to a hearing. And I said “Your honor I have no idea at 

this stage, I just have to get these trustee elections done.” 

 

12. Election Services, Registrations, Database, Validation Committee Hui 

So I wanted to come down to this, Election Services, registrations and applications for 

candidacy for trustee elections. I’m sure all of you would’ve had a flurry of calls, texts, 
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emails and so I just wanted to touch base on some things that have been going on and some 

that have not.  

 

We still haven’t had our kaumatua validation committee hui obviously but it’s also thrown a 

spanner into some of the peoples’ applications to be nominated as candidates for trustee 

elections.  

 

We have received three complaints in writing about allegations of unfairness and disparity of 

treatment of people who said they were beneficiaries of the trust earlier but had been 

removed. And one was Jeffrey Cleave, one was Marilyn Stephens and the other was Tipi 

Howe. Each of them said that they had been removed from the hapu register at some time.  

What we can know now is that they were not on the hidden database list of 733 that we did 

not see until June 2020 when Election Services found it in the back office of the trust board’s 

website. The three applicants are not on that list. So what we can know is that at some stage 

prior to June 19th 2017, they had been removed from the hapu membership lists.  

 

Valmaine- Yes there’s actually, just recently come to light that the original list had them on 

and then their names were removed. So, do we accept those eliminations (of these three 

applicants as candidates)? And if so, knowing that they were all removed from the database, 

and then they’ve had to reapply. And Marilyn Stephens is 73 years old and so to have 

someone else have to validate her is a little unusual. I would think that they should go 

through and be accepted as candidates, primarily because they were on the original list, they 

were taken off, there are a whole lot of issues that have happened since then. We all know 

that they whakapapa to Aotea, without a doubt. So it’s just a procedural and a timing issue 

that’s been imposed on us by Election Services policy. We know that they, with no fault of 

their own, should already be registered. Those are my thoughts on that.  

 

Tavake- thanks. So do you say that it also becomes a matter of evidence? Of their providing 

written evidence to us [that they used to be on the database]? 

 

Valmaine- If you think so, I don’t need the written evidence but if you do then I’m sure that 

they can provide that for you. I think there’s evidence that they sent their registration forms to 

Warren Lamp (ElectioNZ) back in 2017 and there’s an email trail to support that. The 

evidence is definitely there if you need it.  

 

Aperahama- So my view on this is very similar to Valmaine’s and I articulated that in the 

initial email I sent out which was to suggest that we accept the three candidate nominations, 

kaumatua validation of their membership pending. And it’s just a technicality in terms of 

their registrations and I know for some of them. They just assumed that they were still 

registered.  

 

Bruce- It sounds like there are a number of people like that. In that situation.  

 

Tavake- Yes. In terms of parity of treatment, I understood directly from a couple of them, 

they said that they were registered. Marilyn told me twice at hui on the island in person, she 

said: “Look I was on the board as the secretary and then I was later removed without my 

consent.” And I said to her, that was partly why we were there as an interim board for those 

series of information hui.  
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Just in terms of parity or disparity of treatment (compared to others), they were on the 

database, they assumed that they were still on it and that they had a right to become a 

candidate and were nominated by other people to become candidates but they were declined 

because they were not on any list.  

 

Valmaine- So I think when Marilyn and Jeff put their nomination forms in and completed it, 

their understanding was that their applications were pending, so it wasn’t like they were 

ineligible, it was just pending the process of the validation to be completed, that was kind of 

in the mix as well. With Tipi, I don’t actually think Tipi put a nomination form in.  

 

Tavake- Apparently he (Tipi) put a nomination form in to Election Services but it was 

declined as he was not on any list.  

 

I got this email from the defendant’s lawyer, Sarah Wroe the other day in our meeting. All of 

the lists, List 1, 2 and 3. All of those lists have to be validated by a kaumatua. So there are 

two classes of people, there are people that have applied earlier and then there are people who 

have applied more recently and they’re being treated differently. Does that make sense? 

Because some who are on a current list and have applied again are waiting for their validation 

of their membership, whereas the others who have just applied like Marilyn, Jeff and Tipi 

who are not on any list but they still have applied but nothing has been validated yet by the 

kaumatua.  

 

So that logically goes towards the proposition that those three people are being treated 

disparately because they do in fact have applications in that are pending validation. And then 

for the other eleven people [candidates], the difference between those three people and the 

other eleven people whose candidacy was accepted is that they were on a list, but which list is 

also yet to be validated.  

 

Aperahama- So they’re all pending validations.  

 

Tavake- Yes. Everyone is pending validation. So I think, does someone want to move a 

resolution about that? And then I can write it up and we can make a decision.  

 

Bruce- I guess Tavake, we know that they’re family but they need to go through the process. 

 

Aperahama- Yeah so do you think that we should just allow their applications to be 

candidates pending validation Bruce? 

 

Bruce- Yes.  

 

Tavake- This is the proposed resolution: “The Board resolve that the trust accept the 

trustee candidate nominations of Marilyn Stephens, Jeff Cleave and Tipi Howe who 

have all made applications for registration as beneficiaries, and that their candidate 

acceptance is pending validation by the Kaumatua Validation Committee.” 

 

Resolution moved by Valmaine, Bruce seconded, unanimous. Kua mana.  

 

Tavake- The next step is I will instruct Election Services about that.  

 



6 

 

(Bruce says he will leave, apparently his phone is going flat, but it also becomes apparent that 

he is eating paua in Te Waipounamu!) 

 

Tavake- I received an application for some funding for people to come from the island to be 

funded by the trust to come and awhi the kaumatua on Saturday for the Validation hui.  

 

Tavake- See this email here? This is the one sent via Jason where Kara Fraider was asking for 

the Aotea whanau to attend the validation hui to manaaki their interim trustees, Jason and 

kaumatua Bruce who are hosting the hui at Manawanui marae. They are requesting that the 

Board please support the taumata by paying for their travel and rental vehicle. So the email 

lists that they are seeking payment for flights from Aotea for Hope Munro, Hine Wii, Kara 

Fraider, Niki Wii and Jim and then two children under 12. Also seeking return flights to 

Claris and a rental van. They will stay at Jason’s house, so no accommodation sought.  

 

And I understand they are wanting to come to the powhiri and awhi, which was what was 

expressed to me by Jason earlier today. I said in response that I am going to put this to the 

Board, because the Board needs to make a principled decision on this request.  

 

I have two concerns. One is, if we let these whanau attend the hui and pay for them to come, 

because the request is framed in terms that they are the whanau from Aotea. If we fund the 

eight people to come, then aren’t we beholden to let eight people from somewhere else come? 

Or other whanau from Aotea? And I did not notice Opo on the list of Aotea whanau to be 

funded to come or anybody else. And Loma and Hemo and their whanau are Aotea resident 

whanau too. Do we fund them to come as well? Is Opo on the kaumatua validation 

committee? 

 

Valmaine- Not that I know of. But Bruce just said that he’s not able to go anyway so he 

won’t be hosting. 

 

Tavake- Well the validation hui is actually being hosted by all the kaumatua. As a board, we 

are just facilitating the kaumatua holding their validation hui. 

 

Aperahama- I sympathise and can understand I think with the intent of the request. It really 

comes down to some of the points you just raised and also the cost factor as well. It would be 

lovely to have our whanau there off the island, but like you said it’s the process as well to 

identify given that there are probably others such as the ones you just named that are over 

there. 

 

Tavake- I empathise too – the desire to support kaumatua, but I do not want us to be seen to 

be favouring anyone over others on the basis of location or residence, especially if there are 

some from one place supported and others of the same place not supported. What I do want to 

have, is if people need actual physical supporters for their medical conditions or old age, then 

yes I think we should support them to come but I don’t necessarily want them participating in 

the hui.  

 

Bruce- Exactly, I agree with that.  

 

Tavake- Okay so from a principled position I think if we can’t bring the whole hapu over to 

this hui then we probably shouldn’t favour one group who asked over anybody else. Plus it’s 

going to be at least 2 and a half thousand dollars. And I recall we had agreed on a budget 
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$5,000 maximum for the whole of the Kaumatua Committee hui. I don’t think we will need 

all that amount but if people need to fly in or whatever, I am being specific to those ten 

kaumatua on the panel, and also contingently support people for how many ever of them need 

special support.  

 

Here’s another part of my concern, I don’t particularly want another ten or more people 

outside and have potential conflict arise between them when I’m not there to do anything 

about it. I will be inside the Kaumatua Hui. It is a safety issue from what I have heard. I was 

not at earlier Validation Hui but heard that there were fights and disputes by others outside 

the Hui. This is a risk and the priority I want our people to be safe to do our mahi; Kaumatua, 

their support people, Election Services. 

 

Aperahama- You’re right and I think it’s delicate enough as it is to manage.  

 

Bruce- We want to make sure that our kaumatua that are there are safe and that’s the main 

thing.  

 

Valmaine- And we will support travel and cost of our kaumatua to attend and feed.  

 

Tavake- Yes the first priority is the safety of our kaumatua and to support their attendance 

and resourcing them. 

 

Aperahama- And the intended outcomes of the hui.  

 

Tavake- Yes thanks. So – let’s resolve that the trust cannot favour or fund any one group of 

beneficiaries over another. If we cannot support all supporters, then we cannot support only 

some. Ka pai? 

 

All- Yes, Ae.  

 

From my perspective it is important for our sole focus to be supporting the kaumatua doing 

their mahi. So who is on the plaintiffs nominated committee then? We have got Rawiri 

Wharemate, Michael Beazley, Sui Rata, Hiria Rata, Aperahama. Ka tika koutou ma? 

 

Now I wanted to raise another aspect of the resolution that we made about the nominee 

candidacy for trustee applications. There were eleven candidate nominations received with 

signed Ministry of Justice consent application forms for their police records to be disclosed. 

But now we have another three.  

 

Valmaine - You’ve probably got Marilyn and Jeff there. 

 

Aperahama- And I know that Tipi’s was in that email from Ngaroimata as well, but I don’t 

know whether Election Services retained them or gave them back signed. 

 

Tavake- Well the one from Tipi which I saw, was the one that you sent me and it had 

‘declined’ written on it and he had it.  

 

Aperahama- I’m not sure but I know he got it in before the (24 July) deadline and it was 

signed as being received and what was written on it was declined. I’ll get Ngaroimata to 

email with the details, she’s very much aware of that. 
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Tavake- If you could do that yes. I don’t know, I guess if they have the same ones for 

Marilyn and Jeff, Valmaine? I had raised this at our last hui and in correspondence. I really 

hope that this does not delay our election process. I need the consent forms in my hands so 

they need to be lodged with Election Services and then they will give them to me to lodge 

with the Ministry of Justice police records office.  

 

Aperahama- I’ll make sure that Tipi’s is there and signed as well.  

 

Tavake- So as soon as we get all of those, I’ll have a chat with Election Services about our 

resolution tomorrow to get them to act as soon as possible. But I don’t want things to delay 

our election.  

 

Valmaine- With the matter of those nominations, will all of them go get police vetting 

checks? 

 

Tavake- Yes. And once those come back, presumably clear, then the election candidates are 

confirmed, a voting pack is generated to be sent to all registered members. By then we have 

to have had the Kaumatua Committee validate everyone who we can to that stage and that 

voting pack gets sent out to everybody who is a validated member.  

 

Tavake- There remain a couple of other matters. So we are going to reimburse Kaumatua for 

whatever we need and I have advised the lawyers of that for resourcing the kaumatua to 

come, kai etc. If they need accommodation let’s cover it. That has to be done like we do for 

everybody else, they give us receipts with the form which I’ve sent them. And then we’ll pay 

them as soon as we get those and we approve those as a Board. 

  

The next thing I wanted to raise with you is this point here. Point 15B.  

 

I wanted to raise that 116 application forms were received in person at Election Services on 

Friday 24 July. They are all from the disputed list. Only a few of them were signed by the 

person who the form was in the name of. No ID was provided with any of those forms. And 

they were provided in five bundles of whanau groups. I have a concern because, firstly they 

were signed by people who were not the applicants. So they were signed by a person called 

Ringi Brown, others by Mook and somebody else and only a few of them were signed by the 

actual person applying.  

 

I have a concern with this, because did not we agree and discuss almost endlessly about the 

application forms having to be completed by people? And for ID? 

 

Valmaine- Are these new applications?  

 

Tavake- Some of them are new, I understand that there are 11 new ones that came as well.  

 

Aperahama- Was this just like a bulk applications that are going to be put on the register? 

That were received on Friday? 

 

Tavake- 113 of those peoples’ applications are people in the disputed plaintiffs’ list. Election 

Services advised that Nicola and Jason came in and put them on the desk at Election Services 

to be registered for validation. Nicola reportedly said something like they don’t need ID 
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because they are already in the register anyway so all they need to do is be validated. I was 

not present but Election Services called me to ask me about it.  

 

Aperahama- So what you’re saying is that there’s kind of like pp signed for people wanting to 

be registered? 

 

Tavake- Some are pp but some are not pp. So you have got an application form right, it has 

the applicant person’s name on it and then on the next page, it is signed by someone else.  

 

Aperahama- So what is the view of Election Services in terms of that? Because that doesn’t 

meet the criteria that was established prior to this exercise being rolled out. 

 

Tavake- Didn’t we ask for ID and whakapapa? There are separate whakapapa pages attached 

to the applications, but the table of whakapapa of the board application forms are not filled in. 

This also concerned Election Services because whakapapa needs to clearly establish a link 

from the tipuna directly to the applicant. That is the idea of the form and the table. To 

validate a person’s direct connection to the heke whakapapa.  

 

Aperahama- The whole rationale for this exercise is because we have no source documentary 

material from earlier to corroborate that these people even registered themselves. So 

unfortunately the whole rationale for this is to ensure that what has been deemed a 

compromised hapu register goes through some scrutiny to ensure that it has standing. 

Unfortunately what you’re sharing with us, in my view, would further cloud the legitimacy, 

the credibility of the register.  

 

Tavake- And so Election Services were concerned sufficiently that they telephoned me and 

explained and described it to me. And I was sufficiently worried that I went in yesterday and 

met them and picked up copies of these application forms.  

 

Aperahama- That is a worry, I think it needs to be discussed when we have a quorum. And so 

their intention there is that that bundle go up on Saturday for sign off. But the reality is, does 

it meet our criteria?  

 

Tavake- Well the stage one of our board’s criteria is that the applicant themselves fill out a 

form, that the form is fully filled out, isn’t it?  

 

Aperahama- The reality is if those are presented to the kaumatua for validation, they will 

have to reject or decline them. We don’t want to get into that because the intention of the 

kaumatua participation is to validate whakapapa - not the accuracy of the form filling. Would 

that be Election Services role?  

 

Tavake- Yes well they’re the professional appointed Returning Officer.  

 

Aperahama- Have they accepted them or rejected them? 

 

Tavake- Well they have received them, but they can’t validate them. What they have to do is 

receive them and enter the data into their database and note the things that are missing. So 

note that the applicant didn’t sign this, there was no ID attached, whakapapa table not 

completed, that sort of thing. 
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Aperahama- In essence that’s how it should be treated. And until they’re repurposed or 

completed properly, they will just remain as incomplete applications for registration on that 

list.  

 

Valmaine- I don’t think that they should go to the validation committee. 

 

Aperahama- They can’t go to the Validation Committee if they haven’t gone past the first 

stage with Election Services. So if they are not complete, they can’t go to the validation 

committee. We should only be giving the validation committee completed forms that meet 

the criteria. If Election Services acknowledges receipt of them and uploads them and 

identifies what’s missing. And then they’d just remain like that until it can be completed 

properly and then they can go through to validation. Why is there an expectation that they’d 

be going through to validation on Saturday? 

 

Tavake- the people who lodged the applications told Election Services that it’s the tikanga 

that the heads of those families could sign on behalf of those people.  

 

Aperahama- Whakapaumahara Marae has over 1000 beneficiaries to that marae. So could a 

kaumatua from Whakapaumahara Marae get 1000 completed for the beneficiaries of that 

Marae, sign those forms and submit it? 

 

Tavake- And in that case the question would arise, have those particular people consented to 

him doing that? And do they know what their information is being used for? And do people 

who are relying upon a voting process to get them into a position of influence, decision-

making power, entitled to rely upon somebody else doing this kind of thing on their behalf?  

 

Because it all comes back to the integrity of the hapu register, the best procedures to ensure 

accuracy and the integrity of all the information we have, and therefore the election process 

that we’re coming to. So I have not yet formed a final view on this, it may be that I ask 

Justice Palmer for his view on it because I’m not comfortable as his lawyer [counsel assisting 

him]. Because I have looked at all of these 116 applications and I think there are only 5 that 

are signed by the actual applicant themselves.  

 

Valmaine- It’s double standards, if everyone else is expected to complete a form and they can 

just rock up with 100 forms that aren’t signed by the applicant.  

 

Tavake- It is not ideal. The trust application form has at paragraph 7 a declaration, and the 

declaration is, “I do solemnly declare that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the 

information that I’ve provided about me is true.”  

However, if any of these forms are signed by a different person it becomes a problem which 

needs to be rectified.  

 

I just needed to bring this up with you, I’m sorry that Jason and Bruce, whose phone cut out, 

are not here.  

 

I do not consider that this is satisfactory. It is at the very least irregular and possibly more 

problematic if it was allowed to proceed without further discussion. And I do not know if 

your tikanga covers this situation in the way that is being put forward. Tikanga is about 

whakamana tangata; whai tika, whai pono.  
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Aperahama- Yes and if this was the agreed tikanga, why isn’t this tikanga be afforded 

everyone else?  

 

Tavake- Next. Election Services raised that contentious issue about peoples’ addresses has 

come up again as well. A large number of people using one post office box, a large number of 

people at one house, or at the same postal address, one from west Auckland, another in 

Manurewa, another in Rotorua and Taupo or somewhere. Those raised ‘concern flags’ to 

returning officers Election Services because once the register is in place and those people are 

validly registered then they are entitled to get voting papers sent to their address.  

 

Valmaine- And if you get 100 to one P.O Box then who is to say if one person fills them all 

in and sends them in to vote. 100 people is a lot of people in the election the size of ours.  

 

Tavake- And that’s the concern which the Returning Officer raised with me.  

 

Aperahama- The Returning Officer has an obligation to treat those applications like every 

other application.  

 

Tavake- Due to this being raised with me by the Returning Officer, I am concerned about the 

veracity of these forms. Part of me doesn’t want to raise it with the judge at this time because 

I don’t want to be accused of or be ‘seen to be’ interfering with the elections or the tikanga or 

your whakapapa. But I am not. This is a significant departure from the agreed application for 

registration process and has arisen at the last minute after a very long debate over the 

requirements in the application forms.  

 

Aperahama- Do you think it needs to be brought to the attention of the judge? 

 

Tavake- I don’t want it to be something that we don’t recognise and take the steps that are 

necessary to uphold fairness, equity and just process. There has been regular litigious action 

going on and anything I have done has ended up in court shortly later. Not that that’s a reason 

not to do it - but I don’t want this to undermine our kaumatua committee hui proceeding to a 

Validation Hui we have sought to convene for 18 months.  

 

Our first port of call must be the expert, the Returning Officer. So the first base that 

everybody has to cross is that they have to be registered. And to register, you have to comply 

with what we have discussed – the form and that set of requirements, sign the declaration, 

provide ID, an address, provide a completed whakapapa table to link you enough steps back 

so the kaumatua can discuss and identify a person as valid. The second step after that initial 

lodging of compliant registration applications, is whakapapa validation committee 

processing. They have the mana about the whakapapa.  

 

If we can work out a way forward, we will do so and we will do this at the Kaumatua hui. If it 

becomes a contention, or threatens to derail the process, I will have to take it to the judge.  

 

Thanks for your mahi and our discussions. I’m going to have a discussion with the Returning 

Officers tomorrow.  

 

Tavake- Karakia Whakakapi 7.35pm 


