Te Runanga O Ngafi Whare Iwi Trust

Ko Tuwatawata te Maunga,
Ko Whirinaki te Awa,

Ko Wharepakau te Tangata
Ko Ngati Whare te Iwi

Panui: Nov-Dec 2006

Message from the ChairmanTena koutou katoa. Tethe Ngati Whare Treaty settlement is a great oppdist
Runanga o Ngati Whare Iwi Trust will hold its Anhudor the iwi. But it will not solve all our problesn- it will
General Meeting on Saturday 9 December 2006, bat a beginning, rather than the end. We will obéy
Murumurunga marae, Te Whaiti. The hui will statt gduccessful in our ambitions by bringing ourselves
10.00am. All Ngati Whare are invited and encoudatge together, tatau tatau, and knowing what we want to
attend. It will be an important hui for the iwiymng us an achieve.

opportunity to update you on the progress of setle
negotiations, more on which will be discussed belo
Various reports will also be given about the businand
initiatives of the Runanga through 2006, as welltlss
presentation of financial accounts. An update aléo be
given on the proposed allocation of Ngati Whar
fisheries settlement assets and related changesnit
be made to the Runanga’s Trust Deed.

The next article in the Panui is the korero of Fish
WNiIIiam) Eketone, a long-time citizen of Minginwho
married into Ngati Whare. As a school child in giimui,

Fish helped plant some areas near the villagene-pees.
e',l'he planting was organised by the school with tlesvN
Zealand Forest Service. The deal was that the illing

Te Whaiti and Huiarau (at Ruatahuna) schools would
benefit at the time that the trees were harvesubith is

The Runanga elections will be held on 27 Januaf720soon.  Unfortunately, when the Forest Service was
Nominations must be received by 4 December 20@hsestablished and the cutting licences sold, dbs was
Normally elections have been held at the AGMorgotten. With the blessing of Ngati Whare, Figised
However, due to an oversight in the advertisingtted this matter before the Waitangi Tribunal and theciar
AGM there would have been insufficient notice fdnere is taken from his evidence to the Tribunalhe T
nominations, which we apologise for. A positivdesiof Tribunal gave positively signals at the Te Whaéating,

this is that we can have a longer AGM which caufoon but as of today the issue remains unresolved. uldvike
settlement negotiations and the Runanga’s repothdo to confirm the Runanga’s support to the kura tovgeat

iwi, while dedicating the subsequent hui-a-iwi o 4s owed to them, so that money can be spent for the
January to the election of trustees and propodmehefit of the school children and | have asked the
amendments to the Trust deed to enable the RurtangRunanga’s lawyers to take this matter up with thewd.
secure approval from Te Ohu Kai Moana as a mand

e v ) . aﬁ% last article, on Minginui, looks at how Minginuas
iwi organisation for fisheries settlement purposes.

returned to iwi and village control in 1989. Thegent
This Panui contains articles that should inform ithieof governance arrangement in Minginui is outlined,ass
various matters. Immediately below is a brief updan some of the efforts that are being made to addtess
our Treaty settlement negotiations. | would ligebe able infrastructure problems there. Unfortunately, éhisr not

to say more at this stage, but unfortunately webatend a lot of good news on the Minginui front right now,
by confidentiality arrangements with the Crown whare although we remain forever optimistic that the
in force until the release of the “Agreement inneiple” government will act honourably and work construglyv
(AIP). When the AIP is completed it will be distuited with the iwi and the community. As it stands we ar
among the iwi, and hui will be called to discussatvhas facing unacceptable delays and Minginui remaingiia
been achieved and what else may be required. wAll need of assistance.

members will be able to engage. However, | mustsst
that our negotiations are passing through a veifficulit
period right now. The progress that we had hoped
earlier in the year has not taken place.

Finally, | would like to again ask all Ngati Whaveho
E?ceive or read this Panui to ensure that theirnaba
okopuna and other Ngati Whare they might know
register as members of Ngati Whare. The Iwi Regitst
We have also set out a “post-settlement vision”’Ngati vital for the iwi, as it will enable us to deliveenefits to
Whare in this Panui. This is not the final wordwhere all Ngati Whare, wherever they may now live. Farth
the iwi is heading by any means. Rather, the mis® information regarding registration is containedobel
designed to he_Ip us discqss_ _What the short, mediqm JAMES CARLSON
long-term Ngati Whare priorities should be. Asekst, Chairman, Te Runanga o Ngati Whare Iwi Trust



Negotiations Update
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The Crown has made its commercial and cultural offers to the Ngati Whare negotiators, which includes the "quantum" or cash
figure that the Crown will offer to Ngati Whare. These components of the Crown's offer, together with various
acknowledgements and apologies by the Crown, collectively comprise the compensation for the Crown's historical breaches
of the Treaty affecting Ngati Whare.

At this point in the negotiations, the Ngati Whare negotiators are unable to disclose the details of the offers that have been
made, but we can say that the last six months have been an extremely difficult period in our negotiations. We have engaged
extensively on cultural redress matters and we are continuing to work with the Crown on advancing commercial and quantum
issues. We ask the iwi's patience as the negotiators continue to work through these challenges and seek a fair and
reasonable settlement for Ngati Whare.

Quantum is important. The Ngati Whare quantum must be relative to that offered to other iwi. It must be sufficiently robust so
that we, the negotiators, can take it back to the iwi with confidence. It is the iwi that votes to accept or reject a settlement
offer, not the negotiators. If the offer is inadequate, then there is no point taking it back to the iwi as it will simply be rejected.

The quantum must also be sufficient to ensure that Ngati Whare is able to progress into the future, to maintain the mana of
the iwi and to create opportunities for the people of Ngati Whare. Ngati Whare is in a difficult situation because our rohe does
not contain any large cities, such as Auckland, Rotorua, or Taupo. This means that local development opportunities for Ngati
Whare are not the same as for many other iwi, who can draw on a large population of locally resident iwi members and a
modern infrastructure. It also means that the expectations of the people on the ground for iwi-driven development are high,
while those many Ngati Whare who live outside the rohe, including in Australia, must also be catered for. As an iwi, we want
to be able to help build sustainable development for our people.

IWI REGISTRATIONS
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There has been good and steady progress on ivgtnegons over the last six months. We offer dianks to the many
Ngati Whare who have taken the time to fill outisé@tion forms and ensure that they find their wapur office.

Even if you are registered, it is likely that youllwnow Ngati Whare who have not yet registeregktigularly
members of your own whanau. Please take the treadure that they register. At present, this esafrthe most
important thing you can do to support your iwinasl as coming to hui-a-iwi.

Being “registered” as Ngati Whare is an importaepdor all iwi members. In the short term, it mgdhat the Ngati
Whare Runanga can send a Panui to your addresstingpgiou on iwi news. You will receive word ofagming hui-
a-iwi, wananga and other iwi events. You will alsarn about the progress of the Ngati Whare nagjotis with the
Crown for a Treaty settlement. In the long termngeegistered will allow you to:

Q) vote to ratify (or reject) a Treaty settlemefiter by the Crown; and
(ii) participate as a beneficiary of the Ngati Wiawi settlement once settlement is complete.
The strength of an iwi lies in its people. Regititrais the first step to maintain your ongoingtjg#pation with Ngati

Whare. Registering is simple — contact the Runatghe below address, or pick up forms from thelgara office.
Seek advice if you need to from Runanga membermsy Wil be happy to help.
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NGATI WHARE — FUTURE VISIONS AND ASPIRATIONS
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Kia Mau te Mana o Wharepakau — Cultural Development
Sustain and enhance the mana, matauranga, tikanga and mana whenua of Ngati Whare te iwi

Support the Ngati Whare marae financially, allowing for the renovation and preservation of the
historical wharenui of Ngati Whare, and the building of much-needed new facilities

Enhance whanaungatanga between Ngati Whare whanau and individuals, wherever they may reside,
building pride in their affiliation to Ngati Whare through knowledge and participation

Awhi Nga Uri o Wharepakau — Social Development

Provide educational opportunities to Ngati Whare by offering support at all levels of education
(including scholarships for school and tertiary education)

Help create employment opportunities in the rohe of Ngati Whare to benefit all who live there

Lift the housing standards for Ngati Whare in the rohe of Ngati Whare, including Te Whaiti and
Minginui, through strategic relationships with government and local initiatives

Develop papakainga resources for the iwi and also promote prosperity and wellbeing within Minginui
Maintain ongoing communication with all Ngati Whare through regular Panui and websites
Manaki te Katoa — Economic Development

Hold sufficient commercial assets to ensure that all obligations held by Ngati Whare iwi can be met
while continuing to grow the assets themselves

Manage the iwi’'s resources wisely and well, investing in long-term and sustainable enterprises over
high risk and short-term adventures

Ensure that Ngati Whare as an iwi becomes a leader in local industries, including tourism and
forestry

Kia Mau te Manamotuhake a Wharepakau - Political De  velopment

Keep positive and reciprocal relationships with all iwi neighbouring Ngati Whare, including Ngati
Manawa, Ngai Tuhoe (particularly Patuheuheu / Ngati Haka, Ngati Tawhaki and Ngati Rongo), Ngati
Hineuru, Te Arawa (particularly Ngati Tahu / Whaoa, Ngati Rangitihi and Tuhourangi), Ngati Awa,
and Tuwharetoa

Develop and maintain key strategic relationships with the Crown for issues that impact upon Ngati
Whare

Maintain ongoing political representation on local government bodies to ensure Ngati Whare interests
are protected, and to promote equitable development opportunities

He Tapu Te Whirinaki — The Sacredness of the Whirin  aki

Maintain the obligations of Ngati Whare kaitiakitanga through the Whirinaki Conservation Park and
neighbouring lands

Take an active role in the management of the Whirinaki Conservation Park in partnership with the
Crown, through the Department of Conservation

Protect the health of the Ngahere of the Whirinaki through pest-control, regeneration strategies, and
breeding programs for kiwi, weka, kereru, kaka, kokako and other manu

Promote tourism that endorses sustainable, cultural, educational and ecological priorities in the
Whirinaki and surrounding lands and rivers

Protect and guarantee the health of all waterways within the rohe of Ngati Whare



‘Group of men around a hangi at Te Whaiti, 1930’, ATL, APG-1677-1/2-G
(Can anyone identify the persons in the photograph? If so, ghse contact the Runanga)

Photograph titled: ‘Chief Matekuare and his daughter Tuki outside a meeting house
at Te Whaiti’, [Wharepakau Taotao ki Te Kapua] 1930, ATL, referenceAPG-1674-1/2-G



William (Fish) Eketone
Korero Given to the Waitangi Tribunal as Evidence
for the Ngati Whare (Wai 66) claim.
September 2004
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Kakepuke te Maunga

Waipa te Awa

Ngati Roroa te Hapu

Hoturoa te Tangata

Te Tokana a Noho te tipuna whare

Te Kuiti te marae

Ngati Maniapoto te iwi

Koira te whakapapa ki te taha toku papa
Ko William Eketone taku ingoa

Ko Terehia Rawinia Iraia toku hoa

Tuwatawata te maunga

Whirinaki te awa

Warahoe, Ngati Whare ki Potiki, Ngati Hamua, me
Te Karaha nga hapu

Ko Te Murumurunga, Waikotikoti me Waireporepo
nga marae

Ko Wharepakau te tangata

Ko Ngati Whare te iwi

Introduction

My name is William Kingi Eketone. | was born in
New Plymouth in 1962. | am of Ngati Maniapoto
descent. My partner, Terehia lIraia, is from Ngati
Whare.

My father and his brother came to Te Urewera to
work in forestry when | was a baby in the early 60s.
We lived in a forestry house in Minginui.

| started school in Minginui in 1967. Later | went to
Rangitahi College. | left school, like so many others,
to join the Forest Service. | worked for the Forest
Service through until 1987 when | lost my job. | got
fired one week before the other workers got made
redundant when the Forest Service started closing
down. | got fired for something that had been
tolerated for years before, and | don’t think it was a
co-incidence that the redundancies were coming.
Lots of other worker also got sacked for minor things
in the weeks before the redundancies.

My partner and | have lived together in Minginui
since 1983. We have eight children and one moko.
Their ages range from 21 down to two years old. Ka
mutu te whanau.

I remember the days when | was young - the mill
and the forest was the centre of everything. In
terms of activities in the village, we had the forestry
clubrooms, rugby, netball and cricket teams, and a
golf club (the Minginui women’'s team won the
national competition one year - the New Zealand
Pennants).

When | started in forestry, | did silviculture. | was in
the navvy gang - pruning, thinning, planting, that
kind of thing. Basically we looked after the forest as
it grew from seedlings through fully grown trees
ready for harvest.

School Planting Project

What | would like to talk about is what we called the
School Planting Project. The project began in about
1981 and ran for three to four years in terms of
planting the trees were concerned. At the time the
idea came about through the local Forest Service
and the school principals. There were three schools
involved - Minginui, Te Whaiti and Huiarau at
Ruatahuna.

From what we believe, the kaupapa was to develop
skills and work experience among the children in the
forestry industry. It was part of the close
relationship between the Forest Service and the
community - we were all one family at the time.

At the time we understood that not only work
experience, but — more to the point - some kind of
long-term financial benefit would come to the three
schools involved. The Forest Service provided
saplings for the kids to plant on land just out the
back of Minginui. Separate plots of land were set
aside for each of the three schools to plant.

The areas that were planted can be seen on the
attached map (over) which was produced by the
Forest Service at the time. It shows the areas
planted by each school each year. All planting was
done in winter over a period of three or four years.

In the end, about 9 hectares were planted in what
was called Compartment 130 just across the
Whirinaki River from Minginui Village. However, a
larger area was intended to be planted across the
river and that is also shown on the map. There was
also a sign put up just outside the blocks concerned,
which you can still see when you go past. It says:
“Combined Schools Forestry Project, Minginui-
Ruatahuna-Te Whaiti, Established 1981.”

| believe that the kids were intended to have had
some ongoing role after then, with perhaps pruning,
and studying the growing of the trees. But it was
always clearly understood that when the trees were
harvested, a portion of the profits would go to the
three schools involved. | know this because | was
working for the Forest Service at the time of the
project, teaching the kids how to plant.

A year or two after the last trees were planted, the
Forest Service was closed down. And consequently,
over the years and more importantly when the
Forest Service was sold, the whole project was
forgotten by the Government and the companies



that took over the forests. But the Ngati Whare
community still remembers the deal.

Inquiries  with
Government

Schools, Fletchers and

The fact that the deal was forgotten by the Crown
has really bothered me. | started to follow this up
when | became a member of the Minginui School
Board in 1997. Since then | have followed this
kaupapa through, to what | hope will ultimately be a
good resolution — one that provides the schools with
the income that they were promised.

The first person | approached on the matter was Nu
Callaghan, who was the Maori Liaison Officer for
Fletcher Forests who had purchased the forests
from the Forest Service. He looked into it, but came
back and said that no one had any knowledge of the
agreement.

I then approached the bosses who had been in
charge at the Forest Service at the time: Bob
Robson and Bob Collins. | asked them if they
agreed with what | understood had been the case
with the School Planting Project. They remembered
the arrangement and sent me statements confirming
this. | then approached the principals and staff who
at the three schools at the time of the project
(including John Ingoe, the Chairperson of Minginui
School), to see if they could also supply statements.
They also confirmed that our

understanding was correct.

I then went back to Fletchers

Forests with this information,

as they were in charge of the

trees. But they gave me the

run around again and said it

was nothing to do with them.

When this issue was raised

during Ngati Whare’s claims

research | think that some

lawyer’s letters were also sent

to Crown Forestry, but again

no one has acknowledged the

agreement. No one at Crown

Forestry today seems to know

or want to know anything about

it.

The fact is that this project or

kaupapa was not  just

developed here, but also in

Murupara - there are school

plantings along the main road, Highway 38, just
north west of Murupara. It's called Seven Mile Hill.
I know this because | planted trees there when | was
a student of Rangitahi College. These trees have
now been harvested, but | know from speaking to
people that no funds have ever been paid to the

schools. | have also heard of school planting
projects in other areas, such as Rotoiti, but | don't
know anything about those places.

Conclusion

Like so many other things, this is another example
of where the people and communities of Te Whaiti
and Minginui have been forgotten by the
Government. Promises are made and the people
(and in this case the kids) put in the mahi with hope
for the future, but then we're forgotten about.

In the end we just want the original agreement
acknowledged. The trees are now nearing harvest
and we think that a share of the profits should be put
back into the local community and into the schools
that are so important for the future of our children
and mokopuna.

When it sold the forests the Government should
have made sure that the school forestry project was
protected and that Fletchers would make good on
the deal when the trees are harvested. If that
cannot happen then the Government itself should be
compensating the schools for the promise that has
now been broken.

Fish (William) Eketone



The ‘Return’ of Minginui to Ngati Whare
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Minginui was passed to the control of Ngati Whanel a prices). Yearly maintenance costs for the villagere
the community in 1989. Unfortunately, Minginui wasestimated at around $91,800 a year.
‘returned’ broken, with insufficient resources tonlg its
aging infrastructure up to a reasonable standard,
standard that would be acceptable in any otherl xeal
Zealand community. Minginui needs to be fixed.

The Whakatane District Council was not prepared to
agcept responsibility for Minginwivithout an appropriate
upgrade Minginui was seen as a burden to other
ratepayers if this was not done. In other worde t
It is hoped that this article will help Ngati Whapeople District Council did not want a broken Minginuifig up.

outside Minginui understand the reasons behind ﬂllFowever, because of these high costs, the residsnts

current mahi of the Ngati Whare Trust and the Mg Minginui were fearful that the government wouldus$

Village Council. Both organisations are workingeéther to cover them, and their community would therefbee

to secure governm_ent_, assistance to carry OHE]”dOZGd. These were the days of Roger Douglad, a
improvements to Minginui’s aging infrastructure.hel

. . . such things were on the agenda. Adding to theries
need the support of_aII_Ngatl Whare, mcludm_g_th 0 by 1988 the village had an unemployment level ofiad
live outside Minginui. As well as fixing the

0 : .
infrastructure, the nuts and bolts of the villagorts are %%f’eggxﬂgrghteoh'ght%StE;: dtrrlliucgﬁm\rzésTi:ire vmlzere
being made to encourage local and sustainable atono’ 9 ' 9 Py

development. in the wider Bay of Plenty, including at Rotorua.

An alternative proposal was then put forward — a9

N wnership and administration to the village residen
&emselves, working with Ngati Whare iwi. Many
Minginui residents considered themselves tangata
whenua, so this seemed like a good idea.

It should be noted that Te Runanga o Ngati Whatiie |
Trust does not have day to day administrati
responsibilities in Minginui. However, the Runarigak
the issue of Minginui to the Waitangi Tribunal i on
behalf of all Ngati Whare, and particularly thoskonive
or have had lived there. The Runanga’s lawyer to&l The residents also argued that many of the proposed
Tribunal that the Crown knowingly got rid of a liily upgrades were not needed. They were afraid theydwo
by returning Minginui to a Maori community, whichegy lose their turangawaewae if it cost too much torage.

knew had few resources, and which had just beerem

unemployed by Roger Douglas. aldne government liked the option of a return. The

Treasury and State Services Commission saw itvaaya
The Tribunal was supportive of this evidence, stati to save government on the cost of a full upgradelso
verbally that the poverty and poor infrastructure ifitted government thinking about supporting iwi
Minginui was a disgrace and that the Crown shoatdA& authorities.

full report should come in the middle of next yez007. For their part, Ngati Whare kaumatua and iwi leadett

**xxkx Raasons for the Return ****** they could not pass up the opportunity to securetan

: . L of their whenua, which had been acquired illegatigny
As many Ngati Whare will already know, Minginui wa lier. Getting land back their priorit
established by the New Zealand Forest Servicedridte %/ears eariier. etling fand back was thelr priority

1940s. The Forest Service bosses were the bokses oIn retrospect, though, the residents and Ngati Whar
village, and the Ngati Whare (and others) livingrth should never have accepted a broken Minginui. tBey
were the workers. But on 1 April 1987 the Foresvige Were afraid their community would be destroyed.

Yvas corporatisgd, then ’Iater sold. Minginui wasmletda werkex Difficult Years e+

surplus to requirements’ by the Forestry Corpanati

. L In March 1989 Minginui was legally ‘returned’ to i

Ind 198Z Itd \l;va?h a\s/\jrl:mke(tj thag. :\/!lr;glcnw V'\f)tutlﬁe b hare. A section 436 Trust was drawn up by the iMao
administered by the axatane istrict t.ouncl. Land Court, named the Ngati Whare Trust. The land

Focriest tServiC(: had let Mingi_gui r(;": dt?wnt. thThe BVA \yhich Minginui stood was vested in Wharepakau,dibr
and water system were considered to be at the fethetio Ngati Whare. It can not be sold.

useful lives. Significant problems were identifiedth
water supply, sewage, roads and pavements, anch stdihe Ngati Whare Trust established a trading company
water. Of the 94 houses standing in Minginui, S&rev called Minginui Village Council Ltd, to run the dag-
considered ‘substandard’ and in breach of localybodlay affairs of the village. The Ngati Whare Trasts a
regulations. majority share-holding in the Village Council. Theuse
owners were given ‘occupation licenses’. All hoklef
‘occupation licenses’ in the village are also shao&lers

in the Village Council, and are able to vote at ol
meetings.

Costs were identified to upgrade the Minginui artiegi
to a standard acceptable by the District Coundihese
costs ranged from between $787,095 for a minimu
upgrade, to $1,187,343 for a complete upgrade 987 1



A total of 55 ex-Forest Service houses were passéite called MOWG — the ‘Minginui Officials Working Group
Ngati Whare Trust (the 38 mill houses were givemith MOWG brings together representatives from many
workers in 1988 as part of their redundancy package different government departments. They are meant t
were the balance of the Minginui utilities (road&gter talk, come up with a plan, and make other useful
supply, the work-sheds, etc). These were someéh@f tsuggestions. MOWG is co-ordinated by Te Puni Kokiri
most run-down houses in the village. (TPK).

The Ngati Whare Trust was meant to raise the mon&ne useful report has been published through MOWG,
required to upgrade the village through the salghef which supported the need for a ‘one off contribotio
houses to the residents. In 1988 Treasury estihtheg from the government to attend to Minginui's
the 55 houses had a value of $410,000. Unfortlynateinfrastructure needs. This needs to be matchelbda)

the sale of houses did not raise this amount. Otfumey development initiatives, particularly through aaten-
was meant to be raised through a land rent (liktesya ship with DOC.

from the home owners, but these only met basicingnn

costs But no concrete plan has come out. Or if thegeptan, it

has not been communicated to Minginui — perhaps
A sum of $100,000 was set aside by governmentdistas MOWG is becoming MORGUE!

the village administration. But it appears thas timoney
was spent by the Department of Conservation duitég
tenure of administration (between 1987 and 1988y a
never found its way to the Ngati Whare Trust.

Six months ago the Ngati Whare Trust asked TPK and
MOWG to pay for an up-to-date study of Minginui's
infrastructure. We need to know, for instance, mouch

it will cost to fix the Minginui water supply andtheer
From 1989 Minginui went through difficult times, de utilities, so that they comply with local body stiands.
worse by a period of poor administration by an espee  This is really basic information, but we don’t hatvand
person appointed by the Maori Land Court. But Nimg can't afford to pay engineers to write the repantselves.
hever went away. Ngati Whare and others have roed It seems, then, that all entities — the Ngati WHBmnest,

to live there, and call th_e village tr_]eir hc.)me._eéirpr.ide the Village Council and the Runanga — must contitcue
:ntéitg;f:;éhe many children of Minginui, theirueation work together, to lobby the government on behalf of
' Minginui. If no progress is made with MOWG oveeth

Yet the long term consequences of returning a brokeext few months, the issue might just go back te th
Minginui to a community with no resources is a ol Waitangi Tribunal, or even to the Ngati Whare
disgrace. There is also a health risk for thedesdis. negotiations with the Office of Treaty Settlemefuisthe
Skkk N i , Sk iwi settlement. But even this last option has peois,

Minginui today —What is to be done? because the Crown has always denied that a Treagg!p
The Ngati Whare Trust and Minginui Village Counaie was committed when Minginui was returned. They say
working to improve the local situation in Mingindiut there is a social problem and an issue of need,anot
they have few resources to do so. grievance. The Runanga would beg to disagree.

When the Runanga took the issue of Minginui to thi€o te kaitito John Hutton
Waitangi Tribunal, the government started to takice. (advisor, Te Runanga o Ngati Whare Iwi Trust)
About 18 months ago an entity was set up in Weliting
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